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The Debate on Indochina

By Sterne

A discussion was begun in.the December 1972 IEC
[International Executive Committee of the Fourth Inter-
national] on the meaning of the accords on Vietnam and
the role of the antiwar movement. So far the discussion
in the Fourth International has been exclusively oral.
At the last IEC, notably, the minority tendency was con-
tent to broach these questions in Stateman's oral report,

the written resolution having a much more limited aim.
On the other hand, the differences in analysis expressed
at that time can be seen reflected in the press of each
of the sections. The purpose of this document is to take
up the discussion in written and therefore more systematic
form, for it merits being followed up in the light of the
most recent events.

The Differences Over the Meaning of the Accords and the Roots of the Disagreement

Neither the members of the minority tendency nor the
majority tendency had a completely consistent or fully
worked-out analysis of the accords to present at the IEC.
The minority has never said that the nine points of Kis-
singer and Le Duc Tho (the draft treaty made public
in October 1972) represented the defeat of the Indochinese
revolution. For their part, the members of the majority
have never said that these points represented the (final)
victory. A clear divergence has nonetheless appeared be-
tween those (the "majority") who saw the accords as pri-
marily marking an imperialist retreat and those (the "mi-
nority") who saw them as marking a retreat for the rev-
olution.

For the Majority Tendency

"In any event, withdrawal of the U.S. armed forces
from Vietnam and cessation of the bombing of both the
North and South would constitute a shift in the relation-
ship of forces in favor of the Vietnamese revolution. This
would reflect imperialism's inability to break the heroic
resistance of the Vietnamese masses as well as its retreat
before the strength of antiwar sentiment in the United
States itself.

"But in itself such a retreat does not guarantee the viec-
tory of the permanent revolution in South Vietnam. It
only means that the revolutionary process will be able
to develop with a reduced, but not eliminated, foreign
interference.” (The IEC Resolution of December 1972,
point 2).

For the minority tendency, on the other hand, the "nine
points represent a formula for maintaining the capitalist
system and a foothold for U.S. imperialism in Vietnam.

The agreement thus represents a setback to the dec-
ades-long struggle of the Vietnamese people for indepen-
dence and social justice." (Editorial in the SWP organ
The Militant of November 10, 1972, signed by Linda
Jenness, the candidate in the presidential elections.)1

This estimation was repeated after the publication of
the accords on January 27. Certain articles in the SWP
press have offered a more cautious judgment, making

a retreat of the revolution only a possibility:

"The accords outline a policy of collaboration between
the PRG and the Saigon regime to set up elections for
a new government. This can only work if the PRG agrees
to Saigon's terms. If this should occur, it would mean
a major setback for the Vietnamese struggle. . . ." (Barry
Sheppard, The Militant of February 16. Emphasis added.)
But the general tone remains the same and shows up
in the press of other sections that adhere to the inter-
national minority: "Viet agreement protects Thieu dicta-
torship” was the headline on an article by Caroline Lund.
( The Militant, February 2, 1973.)

"The peace accords do not mean a victory for the Viet-
namese. They represent a victory for world Stalinism
in its efforts to maintain the international status quo,
and a success for U.S. imperialism at a time when faced
with military defeat, but not a victory for the Vietnamese
revolution." (February 22, 1973, issue of Direct Action,
organ of the Socialist Workers League, the Australian
sympathizing organization.)

"The 'nine points' are aimed in fact at establishing a
situation of dual power where just about all the advan-
tages would be on the side of the imperialists." (Libéra-
tion, the French-language organ of the Canadian LSA-
LSO, January-February 1973.) :

This evaluation by the international minority of th
fundamental meaning of the January 27 accords stems
from a triple error in analysis. They are wrong about
the components of the relationship of forces between the
the revolution and counterrevolution in Vietnam. They
underestimate the depth of the revolutionary dynamic
in Indochina and the gravity of the strategic impasse
in which the U.S. finds itself. They misjudge the role
and nature of the subjective factor in the history of the
Vietnamese revolution, that is, the Vietnamese Communist
party.

Unfortunately, the documents published (both externally
and internally) by the comrades of the minority are
strangely brief on points two and three. While many of
their publications pay a lot of attention, for example,
to the role of Stalinism in regard to the Indochinese rev-



olution, very few if any seem to deal systematically with
the particular driving forces of this revolution and the
political history of its leaderships. So the majority and
minority analyses have to be contrasted essentially on
the basis of oral arguments.

A. The Factors in the Relationship of Forces

In analyzing the relationship of forces facing the Indo-
chinese revolution, the international minority makes a
double oversimplification.

1. In the first place, they mechanistically define the inter-
national relationship of forces as the essential factor in
the analysis. This is virtually the sole element that figures
in their statements (for example, in the report to the YSA
convention in December 1972, eight months after the start
of the offensive launched in March and April, the rela-
tionship of forces in Indochina itself was left out alto-
gether). But while the international relationship of forces
has in fact deteriorated and is relatively unfavorable,
the relationship of forces in Indochina itself (as we will
see further on) has evolved positively in recent months
as it has in recent years.

2. It is right and necessary to point up the consequences
that the USSR and China's participation in the game
of peaceful coexistence has had for the Indochinese rev-
olution. It is correct and necessary to show how certain
maneuvers helped to isolate the Indochinese fighters, such
as when Nixon's trip to Peking was announced right after
the PRG launched its diplomatic offensive in July 1971,
when Nixon arrived in China right after the new bombing
of the North, and when he made his trip to Moscow right
after the mining of the DRV ports. It is correct and nec-
essary to expose the policy of the Soviet and Chinese
bureaucracies that have given the go-ahead to U.S. im-
perialism to concentrate unprecedented means of destruc-
tion in Indochina.

But it is also necessary to point out the limits that the
American government's "global diplomacy” has run up
against. This policy has been able to bring about a sit-
uation where the American antiwar movement has been
dealt a severe blow and the remobilization of the world
anti-imperialist movement has been slowed down. It has
not been able to eliminate the potential danger posed
by these movements. This is confirmed by growing mo-
bilizations around the world in the months preceding
the signing of the accords, culminating in the January 20
demonstrations. It has persuaded the USSR and China
not to provide the political and military aid that would
have enabled the Indochinese revolutionary front to win
the final victory some time ago. It managed to get the
"fraternal socialist camp” to bring the maximum pressures
to bear on the Indochinese fighters. But these pressures
have not gotten the Indochinese leadership to bow to
the demands of peaceful coexistence. On the contrary,
after the announcement of Nixon's trip to Peking, the
Vietnamese CP asserted its independent orientation more
openly than ever in statements as well as in acts.

At a deeper level, there may be a difference in our es-
timation of the relationship of forces now prevailing be-
tween the world revolution and counterrevolution.

The minority starts off from a reduction of the relation-
ship of forces to its international side alone, from de-

fining the isolation of the Indochinese revolution as vir-
tually complete, from noting that the situation has been
developing unfavorably for two years. From this it con-
cludes logically that the present accords reflect this un-
favorable evolution. The majority takes as its starting
point a combination of the international relationship of
forces and the relationship of forces in Indochina, an
understanding of their contradictory evolution as well
as their relativity.

The method employed by the international minority
is dangerous. It would tend in fact to present the world-
wide counterrevolutionary policy of Stalinism as an in-
surmountable obstacle for struggling peoples. In this case,
no revolutior could win today before the victory of a
political revolution in one of the main bureaucratized
workers states or a proletarian revolution in one of the
most important imperialist centers. The Yugoslav socialist
revolution (1945) and the Cuban revolution were, none-
theless, able to win victory in a situation of relative iso-
lation. They did not, of course, have to face such an
imposing imperialist intervention. But neither did they
go through such a prolonged process of revolutionary
mobilization.

B. The Impasse of U. S. Strategy

This double oversimplification in analyzing the rela-
tion of forces is not merely dangerous in method. It also
reveals an ignorance and a misunderstanding of the situa-
tion in Indochina, that is, of how great a strategic im-
passe the U. S. A. finds itself in.

Very rarely do the publications of the international
minority point out one of the essential lessons of the U.S.
escalation in Indochina. That is, this escalation was not
only permitted by the pusillanimity of international Sta-
linism but also dictated by the failure of military and
political intervention in each of its preceding stages.

U.S. intervention in the aftermath of the 1954 Geneva
accords made possible a temporary stabilization of the
puppet Diem regime. But the uprisings that spread
throughout the country after the NLF was formed in
1960 were to force the U.S.A. to engage in "special war"
(sending U.S. "advisors"). It was the aborting of this
"special war" that would lead the American government
to decide on "local war" (sending 550,000 troops). In
this way it managed to prevent the total collapse of the
Saigon regime looming up in 1964-65. But the 1968
Tet offensive, along with the development of the antiwar
movement and the demoralization of the U.S. expedi-
tionary force, would seal the failure of this "local war."
The U.S. response to this new failure was to be "Viet-
namization." It did put the NLF on the defensive for a
time in South Vietnam, but it was breached by the exten-
sion of the Indochinese revolution to Cambodia, the
bloody collapse of the' American-puppet offensive of Feb-
ruary 1971 in lower Laos, the March 1972 revolution-
ary offensive in the South, and the resistance to the bomb-
ings.

Every new step in the U. S. escalation was made from
a defensive strategic position and on the basis of a defeat
in the preceding stage. Today the January 27 accords
mark a new change in the U. S. orientation, based funda-
mentally on the failure of a policy centered for fifteen



years on a military reconquest of Indochina.

The U.S.A. finds itself in fact deprived of the use of
its main offensive instrument in Vietham —the direct mili-
tary intervention of its forces (although the B-52 bombers
are still intervening daily in Cambodia). At the same time
the revolutionary forces ‘remain intact and can wield a
powerful offensive weapon—the political struggle of the
masses ‘(see further on). It is in this sense, that the Jan-
uary 27 accords mark an imperialist retreat.

How can anyone think that the puppét army can do
tomorrow what it failed to do yesterday when it-had
the 550,000 men of the U.S. expedltionary force and
American air and naval cover?-

An article in Intercontinental Press, on the other hand,
took up this problem and drew the following conclusion:

"In this respect the agreement represents a defeat for
U.S. imperialism —one -for whieh the Vietnamese people
and - the international antiwar movement may take full

credit: . . . The central post-second-world-war effort of
the American ruling class . . . has received a decisive
setback. '

"The ablhty of the Vxetnamese people to resist ‘U.:S.
domination and the radicalization ‘and mobilization gen-
erated by the antiwar movement will seriously restrict
U.S. imperialism's ability to carry out similar interven-
tions in other sectors of ‘the eolonial revolution.: This in
itself —whatever may be the final outcome of the struggle
in -South Vietnam —represents a major achievement for
the world revolution." ("Meaning of the Ceasefire-Agree-
ment in Vietnam" by Jon Rothschild, ntercontinental Press,
February 5, 1973, p. 101.) R

How can you reconcile this Judgment with the one made
by - the leadership of the Canadian' LSA-LSO in its draft
political resolution? "The ceasefire accord signed in Janu-
ary between Washington and its Saigon puppet, on the
one hand, and the North Vietnamese and the Provisional
Revolutionary Government on the other, contains many
important concessions- by the Vietnamese which, in their
totality, amount to a serious setback to the Vietnamese
revolution -and by extension to the entlre colonial revo-
lution.” ‘

The accords can hardly represent in essence and at
the same time a setback for 1mper1a11sm and the revolu-
tion!

Once again this is not to underestlmate the counter-
revolutlonary weapons the U.S. nnperlahsts still hold
in Vietnam. They are indeed many and considerable —
the terror apparatus of the puppet regime, financial and
economic aid, the mass of military materiel put at the dis-
posal of Thieu, the effects of the policy of "oreed urban-
ization," the constant threat posed by the bases in Thai-
land and the U.S. Seventh Fleet, the effects of Nixon's
"slobal diplomacy,” ete. .. .- In the last analysis, Wdsh-
ington is still able to use these weapons because the Viet-
namese fighters had ‘to agree to suspend their general
military offensives before the Thieu regime was definitély

destroyed. “This makes it possible to show how much

final victory still depends on a hdrd struggle. But it does
not itself imply that the accords marked a retreat for the
revolution.

In order for there to be a retreat, ‘the Vietnamese through
the accords would have had to surrendeér’ gains already
made’ or renounce further gams that could have been
achieved. Isthis the case? - '

A ceasefire in place enabled the liberation forces not to
yield a single piece of liberated territory. To the contrary,
around the time of the ceasefire announcement, the areas
controlled by the liberation forces increased. More impor-
tant still, the liberated areas throughout Indochind are
larger and form a geographically tighter bloc than ever
before in the history of the war.

As for the arms béing held, the rearmament in recent
months of the Saigon army has been carried out inde-
pendently ‘of the accords (and rather against their official
spirit).” The clauses dealing with future rearmament are
double-edged. But most importantly the essential new fae-
tor is the calling off of direct American military interven-
tion and-any more murderous escalation. 'This is what
weighs most heavily "in the evolution of the purely mili-
tary relationship of forces, regardless of the constant threat
of resumed escalation, which in all' probability would put
the U. S. A. in a very difficult pohtlcal situation.

In order to _]l.lStl.fy their ana1y51s of the accords, the
comrades of the minority often explain that the V1etnamese
have agreed to recognize and legitimize the Thieu regrme
In the Militant, Caroline Lund - goes so far as to say
that the "'soverelgnty of the Saigon regime over South
Vietnam [my emphasis] remains mtact" ( The Militant,
February 2, 1973.) o ,

We must be _clear on this. The Salgon reglme s staymg
in the areas it controls is not the result of the accords
but- of imperialist intervention and the betrayal of the
Soviet and Chinese governments. "A pure and complete
mzlztary victory was impossible in these condztzons And
the Vzetnamese 2eaders have never recogmzed the legiti-
macy of the Thzeu regzme They have sunply recogmzed
a fact, the ex1stence of the puppet regimé and their. in-
ability in the immediate futu're to sweep it out of South
Vietnam. There is nothing else in the accords. Moreover,
the comrades of the minority have' neglected" ‘to reprmt
the many statements where the leaders of the PRG and the
NLF continue to descnbe the Saigon regime as’ a puppet
regime (that is, one without any legltlmateness) and the
PRG as the only representatlve of the people of South
Vietnam.” ~

"The Prov1s1onal Revolutlonary Government of the Re—
public of South _Vietnam, the only authentic representatlve
of the South Vletnamese population. . ..." an appeal is-
sued January 28 by the CC o’f the NLF and the PRG re-
affirmed. "'The struggTe of our- people in -South Vietnam
will have to overcomé manifold difficulties and obstacles
The mintarlst and fasc1st forces, the 1nstrument ‘of  neo-
colomalism, ‘that’ oppose the asplratlons of our people
have - not ‘yet given up their designs. “an ‘appeal
stressed 1ssued ‘the 'same day by the CC of the ‘Workers
Party of 'Vietham - ‘and the Government of the DRV. It
would’ be good, to clarify. the debate, if Intercontmental
Press pub‘hshed the interviews that Vietnamese leaders
like ‘Nguyen Khae "Vien' or Ly ‘Van Sau have glven to
the French-lan‘guage press Here is one passage! o
“"The PRG . : the sole légitimate and authentic
representathe of the South Vietnamese populatlon ‘The
Salgon regime cannot be leglmnate because it” did not
arise “out of the people but was created by the United
States. . “"Nor could it be authentlc bécause it in no
way’ tépresents the will of the' people "(Ly Van Sau, the
representative of the PRG' in Paris, interview in Politiqie



Hebdo No, 66, February 15, 1973,)

On the contrary, while the PRG has never recogmzed
the "legality” of the Thieu regime, the U.S. government
has been forced to.sign an. accord grantlng what it re-
jected .in 1954 —formal - recognition of. the unity of Viet-
nam. We know that this doesn't mean that it will change
its policy in accordance with this recognition. But it does
represent an important political retreat for the U. S. A,

Finally, while the Vietnamese have in fact agreed to
suspend their military offensives as. the price they had to
pay for a halt in the escalation, they have maintained
the totality of their military forces. Here again the writings
of the minority comrades are sometimes highly ambigu-
ous:."There is no explicit(my emphasis} clause demanding
the . w1thdrawal of North Vietnamese troops, from: the
South,” Caroline Lund wrote referring to the January 27
accords. Instead of pointing to the very .important vic-
tory won here by the Vietnamese, the comrades of the
minority sow doubt. What information do they have to
justify this? Nonetheless, the question of North Vietnamese
troops was the object of the negotiations that took place
in the period between the American presidential election
and January 27. The U.S.A. in fact demanded the with-
drawal of Northern troops, regroupment of the military
forces in their areas, recognition of two Vietnams, the
right to send in 5,000 to 20,000 troops in the name of
the tnternational Control Commission, the abandonment
'of any structure for "national conciliation,” etc. Buoyed
up by Nixon's triumph in the elections, they backed up
such "demands” by the terrible military escalation we all
know about; and there was no notable reaction from
China or the USSR. Despite this, and in splte of the pre-
dictions of the ‘minority comrades, the Vietnamese did not
yield on any new concessions Dldnt thls deserve to be
highlighted?

The (relative) suSpenszon of the prznczpal military op—
erations is not symmetrical. It gives a new role to the
pohtlcal struggle.” But in thls struggle, the Vietnamese
find themselves today in a better position than the Amer-
icans and their puppets. First of all, because they have
a predehction for this field of activity. Secondly because
the halting of the escalation makes it possible to extend,
consohdate, and reorganlze the 11berated areas and thus
to utlhze them in the best way poss1ble to back up the
struggle in the urban areas Finally, because the content
of the accords (regardmg democrat1c freedoms, prisoners,
the unity and independence of Vletnam, ete. . .) favors
the advance of these struggles, since the mevztable viola-
tlons of the accords by Thieu W111 clarlfy the puppet role
of his regime.

We do not mean to say that the final v1ctory has been
won. We know that as a result of the maintenance of the
Thieu regime the U.S. A, still holds powerful weapons for
pursuing . its neocolomahst pohcy The situation of dual
power is bemg prolonged in Vietnam. Thzs .is. why the
Vietnamese people still have to face a long, hard and
complex st‘ruggle ‘This, moreouver, .is what is bezng stressed
primarily by our press. This struggle will very 11kely com-
prise. several tactlcal stages It must lay the groundwork
for achieving favorable conditions for the urban insurrec-
tion, the decisive question for the second Indochmese war.
It began. w1th the estabhshment of the ceaseflre 'in place,”
with . a division of the country in .a "leopard—spot pattern”

that seems to have come out largely to the benefit of .
liberation forces. The present phase . of the struggle h.as
three major ob]ectlves—to avoid an open clash with. the
U.S. A. before the completion of the official Amencan
w1thdrawa1 to extend, reorganize, and consolidate thp
liberated areas in order to utilize them most effectively
as' a weapon and. as a backup for the struggle in the
cities; to begin to break up the base of the puppet repres-
sive apparatus by an appropriate policy of demoraliza-
tion. But .the strategic position .of American imperialism
turns out to still be very weak in Indochina.

.. American imperialism has managed to make fwe or
six million persons in South Vietnam economically de-
pendent on it and to build a considerable repressive ap-
paratus. By its policy of "forced urbanization,” it has
profoundly transformed and partially broken down Viet-
namese society. But it has not succeeded in bringing into
existence a "national bourgeoisie" that could veil the im-
perialist presence to a degree and stabilize an apparently
"national” government.

It has succeeded in bringing about relative isolation of
the Indochinese revolution; it has not succeeded in forc-
ing the Vietnamese Communist . party to submit to the
demands of .peaceful coexistence. To the contrary, since
the announcement of Nixon's trip to Peking, it has stepped
up its statements expressing political independence and
implicit but clear denunciation of the Soviet and Chinese
policy. Here again the press of the minority has not re-
printed these many statements, despite their political im-
portance. This independent course has been affirmed not
only in words but also in deeds. And nothing justifies
saying that the pressures from Moscow and Peking can
achieve today what they could not durmg the U.S. esca-
lation.

“Most importantly, all the weapons that are going to
be brought to bear now were already in use before the
signing of the accords and were, notably, a component
part of "Vietnamization." 'This "Vietnamization" had, more-
over, the benefit of the air and naval escalatlon, but still
fell short of success. -

For this reason the majority thinks that the accords
mark the failure of a policy of military reconquest by
U. S. imperialism, and do not involve a setback for the
Vietnamese revolution but lay out a framework that, no
matter how difficult the present struggle, is strategically
more favorable than a continuation of the escalation.

C. Revolutionary Dynamic of the Vietnamese
Communist Party

"A key element determining what will happen in South
Vietnam .will be which of these two courses [class col-
laboration or advancing class struggle— Sterne] is fol-
lowed by the NLF and the North Vietnamese leaders,”
Barry Sheppard wrote. ( The Militant, February 16.) This
is quite true.

But how have the minority comrades tried to answer
these questions?

Pyblicly, they have been content to "pose some prob-
lems" and systematically promote distrust of the Vietnam-
ese CP (in this connection, it seems, no mention is ever
made -of the role of the CP in,the NLF and the PRG).



We will see that in the oral discussions they have gone
much further in their characterization of this party.

"What will be the position of Hanoi and the NLF leaders
as the class struggle unfolds in' South Vietnam? This
remains to be seen," Barry Sheppard stressed. ( The Mil-
itant, February 9.)"

"What will be Hanoi's response to this repression [by
Thieu]? Will the North Vietnamese army ‘come to the
aid of local NLF forces as Thieu breaks the cease-fire?
Will the North Vietnamese defend their own base areas
or will they gradually withdraw? Will Hanoi put pres-
sure on the PRG comparable to the pressure Moscow
and Peking put on Hanoi ‘itself? The answers to these
questions can only be revealed in the course of the struggle
itself. (Dick Roberts, International Socialist Review, the
SWP magazine, December 1972.)

Paralleling these "probing questions,” certain "hlstorlcal
references” are scattered throughout the articles mentioned,
references that sometimes border on bad faith. One:ex-
ample is this passage in Barry Sheppard's artlcle in. the
February 9 issue of The Militant.

."In 1960 the National Liberation Front was formed.
After this [emphasis added], North Vietnam began to
give support to the rebellion in the: southern part. of the
country." Likewise, the March 9 Militant reprinted “an
excerpt from an article by the journalist I.F. Stone ex-
plaining that before 1960 the revolts occurred sponta-
neously against the line of the CP. According to him,
the North only committed itself in the south militarily
after 'the start of the U.S. escalation against the DRV
in 1965. With incomplete facts you run the risk of coming
up with a wrong analysis. The American comrades still
neglect to point out that while it is true that from 1957
to 1959 spontaneous uprisings did occur against the orien-
tation of the VCP, the creation in 1960 of the NLF was
the result of a discussion by the same Vietnamese Com-
munist party (the Vietnam Workers party organized
throughout the country). Aid from Hanoi did not come
dfter the founding of th¢ NLF (founded by whom?) or
after the 1965 bombings of North Vietnam. While mil-
itary aid increased slowly before 1965, the formation
of the NLF represented a change in the orientation of
the VCP, including the North Vietnamese leadership, which
at that time committed 1tself totally to organizing resis-
tance in the south. '

In fact, the real answer to this question of the role of
the Vietnamese leadership cannot be found in the doc-
uments of the American comrades. We must turn here
to the oral discussions we have had. This is necessary,
moreover, because this question is probably the most
important one for understanding the analysis made by
the minority. ' ‘

The international minority defines the VCP as a Stalin-
ist party. They do this on the basis of their own defi-
nition of what constitutes such a party. For the majority,
a Stalinist party is a party that subordinates the interests
of the socialist revolution' in its country to those of a
bureaucracy in‘'a degenerated workers state. This is cer-
tainly not the case of the VCP which has had to carry
on the struggle against the orientation set by the Kremlm
and today by the Kremlin and Peking!

For the minority, a Stalinist party is one that’ ‘advances
a program that in appearance is Stalinist. The program
assigned to the Vietminh and the' NLF fronts by the VCP

appears to be a program for a bourgeois democratic
stage of the revolution. The comrades of the minority,
moreover, are unaware of the basic programmatic doc-
uments published by the Vietnam Workers party in which
an analysis is developed that is largely one of permanent
revolution.

One quotation, out of dozens, can illustrate these anal-
yses:

" the national liberation movement is developing
not only on a large scale'but also in greater depth, ac-
quiring a new content. While national and democratic
in its content, the national liberation revolution no longer
fits into the framework of bourgeois revolution but is
becoming an integral part of the proletarian revolution
and the dictatorship of the proletariat on a world scale.
This celebrated thesis of Lenin not only retains all its
validity but has been confirmed still more clearly in our
time by .revolutionary practice. As a result, the offensive
power of the national liberation movement grows more
and more powerful, its role greater and greater; and
it gravely threatens the home front of imperialism, cre-
ating conditions for propagatmg the socialist revolution
worldwide. . . .

"Today a whole series of former colonies have won
varying degrees of independence. For such nations, two
roads open up—the road of capitalist’' development or
an advance to socialism skipping the stage of capitalist
devélopment. The general tendency of our epoch, just
as the internal situation in these countries, does not per-
mit them to retravel the historic route of independent
capitalist development in order then to wind up in the
imperialist rut in the image of the Western countries. If
they. follow the path of capitalist development, they ul-
tiviately fall under the neocolonialist yoke of the impe-
rialist countries." (Le Duan, "En avant sous le glorieux
drapeau de'la révolution d'Octobre” [Forward Under the
Glorious Banner of the October Revolution], Han01 1970,
pp- 25-26.)

‘More enhghtenmg is the way the minority responds to
the problem raised by the evident gap existing between
the 'moderation of the objectives set down in the programs
of the Vietminh and the -NLF, on the one hand, and
the founding of a workers state in the North and the
development in the South of an agrarian reform, on the
other, which in many regions has already gone beyond
dividing the land and begun "agricultural cooperation,”
that is, has surpassed the bourgeoxs democratxc stage
of agrarian reform.

The idea usually developed by the comrades of the
minority is the following: The Stalinist party, the VCP,
has never really wanted or known how to make a rev-

" olution. But it has been forced to do so by a revolutionary

thrust of the masses (after all, isn't such a possxblhty
envisaged in the Transitional Program?).

~ This "explanation” does not' satisfy ' us. It does not ex-
plain certain decisions taken by the VCP apart from any
consistent pressure from the masses (such as the decision
to créate the Vietminh and launch an armed struggle,

‘which was made in-1939-41). It neglects the role that

fell to the VCP in defining a long-term strategy for taking
power (illustrated by “the publication in 1947 of "La Ré-
sistance vaincra" [The Resistance Will Win] by Truong
Chinh, which outlines the principles of prolonged rev-
olutionary ‘war). It underestimates the weight of the VCP



in the mass or "front" organizations (90 percent of the
cadres of the liberation army in the first Resistance were
members of the VCP, according to Giap).

. And even if the VCP did take part in .a revolution un-
der the pressure of the masses; wouldn't this highlight
the special character of this party? The French and Italian
Communist parties have also been subjected to strong
"pressures” by the masses in struggle. And the PCF and
the PCI responded to these pressures by diverting or
breaking these movements, refusing to let themselves be
forced into leading a revolution "under constraint and
duress.” Doesn't this represent a major difference between
the attitude of the VCP and the PCF or PCI in Europe,
or the Indian CP, or the Cuban CP in the colonial world
before the revolution? Doesn't this major difference have
to do with the different ties between these parties and
the Soviet bureaucracy"

The argument claiming that for thlrty years the Cp
has led a revolution out of an instinct for self-preserva-
tion is obviously worthless. A nonrevolutionary party
generally chooses nonrevolutionary means to defend it-
self —even if this signifies its fall (cf., the German CP,
the Indonesian CP in 1965, and recently the Sudanese
CP).

The important thing to understand is that a Stalinist
CP cannot, against the orders of the Kremlin, take the
lead of a revolutionary struggle without beginning to
break with Stalinism in . practice and at least partially
in theory. This is why such phenomena can only be ex-
ceptional and requires an @propriate method of analysis.
Finally and above all, the minority overlooks the. de-
cisive role of the subjective factor in conducting such
a revolution. The. Vietnamese revolution goes beyond
any spontaneous insurrection that might carry reformist
workers parties to power in spite of themselves. It rep-
resents more than three decades of an extremely difficult
struggle. It has not benefited from a relative paralysis
of imperialism like China in 1945 or Cuba. To the con-
trary, it has confronted and must still confront the might-
iest and most determined imperialist power. How can
anyone believe that such a process could develop without
throwing up a single revolutionary leadership in oppo-
sition to the existing organizations? This would be as-
signing a peculiar potency to "objective factors"” and the
"objective dynamic of the class struggle” This would be
a strange kind of Pabloite spontanéism! And nonetheless
this seems to be the analysis of the minority.

This appears clearly from the oral debates. It is sug-
gested in. articles: "The emergence and development of a
consistently revolutionary vanguard is an absolute nec-
essity. Without it the Thieu regime and its Washington
backers will isolate and destroy the liberation forces.”
Obviously, there could be a lot of referring back:to the
meaning of the term "consistent.” But the VCP, which is
generally ignored, is . never called a vanguard. Yet it
has led a struggle culminating in the creation of a new
workers state and fought the U.S. escalation in the South
and the North to a standstill. This passage from Jon
Rothschild's article in the.February 5 Intercontinental
Press seems to suggest that the future of the Vietnamese
revolution depends entlrely on the ‘emergence of a new
( Trotskyist?) leadership.

The analysis the minority makes of the nature of the
Vietnamese CP obviously leads it to a pessumstlc analy-

sis of the future. With the military pressure on the VCP
and the "Vietnamese bureaucracy” weakening, it will be
less . compelled to continue the revolution and thus will
have a tendency to betray. Finally.

- If this analysis badly explains the past, it explains the
present equally badly. Why would such a leadership so
fiercely reject any new concessions after the publication
of the Kissinger-Le Duc Tho accords in October, or at
the February international conference in Paris unless it
was to be in the best possible position for continuing the
struggle? How can you explain what has happened since
the signing of the accords? Has the continuation of the
struggle been the act of Thieu alone? Are the calls for
desertion and disobedience launched by the PRG to Thieu's
soldiers; the organization of liberated areas; the constant
"thrust" of the NLF to enlarge them; the appeals for strug-
gle to achieve democratic freedoms, the right of return
for refugees, and the liberation of the political prisoners
simply stalling tactics? The Vietnamese revolutionists never
miss ‘an occasion to recall’ the objective of reunification;
they even succeeded in getting the principle written into
the January 27 accords. Is this also pure rhetoric, or
are the "Hanoi leaders" ready to see Vietnam reunited un-
der the capitalist mode of production?

In the April 6 issue of The Militant, this publication's
editors worry whether the Vietnamese actually realize the
intentions Nixon still harbors toward Indochina. Ly Van
Sau answered them in advance by stressing: "Of course we
know that it is not all over and that enormous difficulties
remain. Certain- of our friends in France are mistaken if
they think they are opening our eyes to anything new
by stressing the problems we are going -to have to solve.
(Interview in the March 7, 1973, Tribune Socialiste.)

The answer about the attitude of Hanoi and the PRG
to the struggle opening up. will not come from the "future”
alone (Dick Roberts). It can also be found in the past
and the present. There are two things about the VCP
leadership that cannot be denied —a real and tenacious
will to win and to finally achieve reunification of the south
with the socialist north, and a definite revolutionary skill!
Certain comrades of the SWP might accept these two
claims. Why, then, refuse the title of revolutlonary to the
Vietnamese leadership?

Does this mean that we are uncrltlcal tail-enders of the
Vietnamese leadership? No. We have not forgotten the
past, the period of the democratic front, the murder of the
Trotskyists in 1945, the opportunistic diplomatic maneu-
vers of that time, the conspicuous delay of agrarian re-
form before 1953, etc. But when you want to make an
overall Judgment what element should get the primary
stress? These things, or the fact that the VCP bears not
only the responsibility for the errors and wrong turnings
of the Vietnamese revolution but also for its considerable
successes?

The analysxs the majority has made of the VCP should
of course be deepened. The study of this party is only be-
ginning. But it starts off from an analytical framework
radically different from that of the minority.

In order to understand a party like the Vietnamese one,
you have to start off from its historical evolution. Found-
ed in 1930, the Vietnamese Communist party was caught
in a contradiction between its belonging to the Stalinized
Communist International and its very real involvement

10



in the Vietnamese class struggle. It first tried to reconcile
the two sides of this contradiction. It succeeded without
too much difficulty in the years 1930-35: A revolutionary
upsurge in Vietnam fitted in with the "left course" (third
period) of the Communist International. But this contra-
diction became explosive in 1936. The VCP found itself
forced to adopt a "democratic front" line and abandon the
slogans of radical agrarian reform and national inde-
pendence. It is very likely that we are faced with a party
in crisis in the years 1938-39.

The important thing is that in 1939, taking advantage
of the break in the PCF's relations with Moscow owing
to the war, the VCP was to reorient its policy in accor-
dance with the needs of the struggle for national and social
liberation in Vietnam. It was then to gradually take its
distance from Moscow. In 1945, it took power and formed
the DRV against the orders of the Kremlin which had
ceded Indochina to the Western sphere of influence at Pots-
dam.

But this political rearmament of the VCP occurred in a
largely empirical way. "The theoretical empiricism" of
the VCP has deep roots. It is in fact the result of the
three main "traditions" from which the VCP drew its sus-
tenance in its formative period —the theoretical empiri-
cism of the Stalinized CI, French Social-Democratic hu-
manism, and the moralizing pragmatism of Vietnamese
Confucianism. It is encouraged today by the.very exis-
tence of bureaucratic deformations.in North Vietnam and
by the situation of the Vietnamese revolution (forced .at
the same time to assert its independence of the "big pow-
ers" of the "Socialist Camp” and win their aid) and by the
absence of a large bourgeois nationalist party in Viet-
nam (which has always assured it an important margin
for tactical maneuver). This makes it possible to explain
why this political rearmament has not led the VCP to go
back to the debates in the international workers move-
ment and especially the debate between the Left Opposi-
tion and the Stalinists. Likewise it explains why the re-
discovery of the strategic pringiples of permanent revolu-
tion has been accompanied by the use of the tactical for-
mulas of the bloc of four classes (in the absence of a
"national bourgeoisie” in Vietnam) and a misunderstand-
ing of the essential nature of Stalinism.

This is not then a "revolutionary Marxist," i.e., Trotsky-
ist party. But it is not a Stalinist party either, not in its
program, or its practice. Like the Chinese and Yugoslav
parties, it has known how to refuse to subordinate its
policy to the interests of the Soviet bureaucracy and it
broke away empirically from.the Stalinized CI around the
second world - war. That the theoretical weaknesses of
the VCP pose a danger to the future of the Vietnamese
revolution, especially as regards the fight against the
growth of bureaucratic tendencies, is, of course, true. This
is why we think that our movement still has a role of its
own to play in Indochina.as well as elsewhere. But that
these weaknesses necessarily prevent it from leading the
revolutionary process as far as. the seizure, of power is
not true! History has proved the contrary. There is room
between the Social Democratic or Stalinist reformist par-
ties and the Trotskyist revolutionary-Marxist parties for
a whole gamut of centrist formations or groups that on
the theoretical level are distinguished by revolutionary
empiricism. The colonial revolution has given birth to
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several such formations. The VCP is one of them.

We have always condemned the use by the Vietnamese
leadership of formulations of the "national-union” type.
Because, by obscuring the class conflict, they can cover
up (and have on several occasions) an opportunist pol-
icy. Because they make it more difficult to educate the
vanguard in the spirit of internationalism. Because they
do net facilitate the mobilization of an international anti-
imperialist movement.

But the use of these formulations by the Vietnamese
leadership today does not necessarily imply that the VCP
is following a class-collaborationist policy of the "popular
front" type. Three elements make it possible to understand
the present meaning of this policy:

— The deepgomg nature of the revolutionary dynamic
in south Vietnam as well as in all of Indochina has long
ago clearly brought out the class content of the colonial
revolution.

— The hegemony of the VCP over the national liberation
movement has destroyed any p0531b111ty for petty-bour-
geois leaderships to play an independent role.

— The absence of a "national bourgeoisie” in Vietnam
(since French colonization) and thus the absence of a
consistent bourgeois nationalist party (of the type of the
Chinese Kuomintang or the Indian Congress party) rules
out the bourgeoisie reappropriating national sentiment
for its own interests. To the contrary, the need of the Thieu
regime to violate numerous ‘arﬁéles (respecting Article 11
on democratic rights alone would mean the death of the
puppet regime) reveals its attachment to the neocolonial-
ist design.

In this context, the theme of "national reconciliation"
has been utilized by the Vietnamese as one of the weapons
to demorallze the troops and functionaries of the puppet
reglme and brmg about fraternization.

Thls is not the place for an exhaustive analysis of the
VCP nor a detailed study of its history. My only purpose
is to gshow how an abstract reading of the clauses in the
January 27 accords or the NLF or PRG program fails
to give a basis for correctly answering the question of
ﬂ;,e role of the Communist party in the Vietnamese revolu-
tion, C !

The triple error of estimation by the minority on the
components of the balance of forces, the extent of the
U.S.'s strategic impasse in Indochina, and the role of
the subjective factor in the revolutionary dynamic has
as a consequence not only misjudging the meaning of the
accords.

— These analyses mask some of the most essential les-
sons of the Indochinese revolution (the strategic weakness
of imperialism, the nature of prolonged revolutionary war,
the dialectical relationship between the vanguard and the
masses, ete. . . .) and thus: obstruct the education of the
international vanguard
.— They lead to the SWP taking for good coin any "news"
that fits in with its "distrust” of the VCP. One of the gravest
cases of this was an article published in The Militant of
February 23.and Intercontinental Press of February 19
under the headline "Secret Accords on Laos Revealed.”



On the basis of reports in the American press alone and
despite Vietnamese denials, the SWP comrades considered
it an established fact that Hanoi had negotiated secret
clauses "authorizing” the U.S. A. to continue its bombing
of Laos. It is possible (but by no means certain) that
secret clauses do exist. But it is highly improbable that
such a clause exists. The U.S.A. has no need for au-
thorization from Hanoi to. violate the January 27 ac-
cords on this point. And history should have taught the
SWP comrades caution: In order to justify the resumption
of the raids against the North, the American government
has long explained that Hanoi broke the secret accords
concluded in 1968 by attacking U.S. observation planes.

The DRV has always denied this. And the U.S..govern-
ment has: never published these clauses. In any casej:it
is not our task to puff up the statements of the U.S. press
without even publishing, apparently, the many Viethamese
declarations reaffirming the solidarity of the three Hido-
chinese peoples, denying the existence of secret clauses, &nd
denouncing the U. S. bombing of Laos and Cambodia. -
— Finally and most importantly, these analyses threaten
to have a negative -effect on giving impetus to the soli-
darity movement. But before taking up this problem, we
must go back to the differences that have appeared be-
tween the majority and minority -regarding the general
orientation given in the past to this solidarity activity.

The Debate on the Nature of the Solidarity Movement

A. The Role of Revolutionary Militants
in the Support Movement

The point of departure in the differences that arose
in the past between the members of the present minority
and majority can be defined in this way: The minority
thought "that the role of revolutionary militants was to
broaden the support movement, while the majority thought
that their role was to broaden it by radicalizing it.

Before going back over this difference, we must point
out the special situation of the U. S. A. While they developed
their solidarity work on the basis of the slogans "The
NLF Will Will" or "Total Support Till the Final Victory,"
the members of the majority have long asserted that they
thought it was correct to mobilize NPAC around the slo-
gan of "Out Now." But the U.S. A. was a special case in
two respects, It was the aggressor country; it was its
troops that were involved in Vietnam. It was a politically
backward country with neither a strong Communist par-
ty nor even a strong Social . Democracy. Since the first
duty of revolutionary militants was to bring into being
a mass opposition to the government's policy, it was cor-
rect to gear the solidarity movement around such a céi-
tral slogan. And the SWP undoubtedly played a decisive
role in the development of the American antiwar movement.

But a twofold difference appeared regarding (1) the
orientation of the international solidarity movement and
(2) the dialectical relatmnship between the SWP and NPAC
in the U. S. A. itself.

1. The Orzentatzon of the Internatzonal Solzdarzty Move-
ment

The SWP has always advocated extending the slogans
and forms of action used- in the U.S, A, .to the interna-
tional level. The Canadian LSA-LSO has in fact adopted
this orientation. The English- minority has fought vig-
orously for doing ‘this.. The majority has refused for :three
reasons:

(a) In the first place, the revolutionary far left, in the
best of cases, .could not hope:-to broaden the movement
by basing its activity on too "elementary” slogans. Take
the typical case of France. There a strong CP has mo-
bilized regularly around  the demands of "Peace in Viet-
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nam" and U.S. Out.™ This CP is infinitely stronger than
the far left. If the latter called for demonstrations on just
the slogans advanced by the PCF, it would mobilize al-
most no one. Those susceptible to such political appeals
already respond to the PCF. The far left mobilized more
militants around more radical slogans than around ele-
mentary slogans alone. You can see that the main criti-
cism made by the minority and developed atlength in its
document analyzing the European resolution (see the docu-
ment by Mary-Alice Waters in a coming internal bulletin)
[International Internal Discussion Bulletin, Vol. X, No. 3]
proves particularly ridiculous. As the minority sees it in
fact, if the majority agreed that the SWP should mobilize
masses because such mobilizations were effective in the
U.S. A, it thought that in Western Europe radical and
small (deliberately kept small!) demonstrations were good
enough because the only ob]ectlve was to educate the van-
guard.

We will come back later on to what enables the mi-
nority comrades to defend such a manifestly erroneous
notion with so much perseverance, a notion that has
been exposed so often by the members of the majority
and especially at thelast IEC.

In the U.S.A., many demonstrators may simply be
for their country getting out of the mess in Vietnam; the
same is not true elsewhere. For activists to go beyond
mere humanitarian condemnation of the American es-
calation they must take the side of the Indochinese peoples.
Their capacity for prolonged activity in the solidarity
movement, as well as for resisting the Nixon demagogy
depends- on their understanding of the struggle of the
Indochinese fighters. This is why we have always wanted
to endow the movements we led with an anti-imperialist
understanding and not merely an antiwar one. This type
of commitment is illustrated and promoted by the slogans
"The NLF Will' Win" or "Total Support Till the Final
Victory." These are the kind of slogans that Barry Shep-
pard characterizes in a-terse phrase as-a "mere expres-
sion of sentiment with no effectiveness as such," and which
the Canadian LSA-LSO (whose country has no expe-
ditionary force) rejects in these terms: "It is NOT more
revolutionary to demand 'Smash U.S. imperialism' or
'Victory - to .the NLF,’ (i.e., more revolutionary than de-
manding 'U.S. Out of Indochina Now') for these de-



mands do not relate to the present consciousness: of the
masses and will not mobilize the masses." (Draft reso-
Iution for the 1972 Canadian youth convention, Bulletin
in English, Vol. 8, No. 4).

(b) But the problem doesn't stop there. The specific
role .of the far left is not simply to mobilize particular
layers that respond to radical solidarity slogans. By or-
ganizing a solidarity current that it can lead, the rev-
olutionary vanguard must .also bring pressure to bear
on the whole movement with the aim of increasing the
degree of mobilization. By its own mass initiatives, the
vanguard play the role of locomotive with respect-to
other forces. Let's take the French example again. We
were able (with the help of the deepgoing- struggle of
the Indochinese fighters) to achieve the following things.

— Stepped: up mobilizations by the PCF, which feared
losing the initiative too much in this field,. especially in
the year 1971-72,

;—A shift to relatively more "left" slogans. Whlle in the
years 1965-67, it violently opposed the slogan "The NLF
Will Win," it has since been forced to let its youth dem-
onstrate to shouts of "With Indochina Until the Victory,
Always." Today a new divergence has appeared: over
slogans. The PCF has advanced the slogan of "Nixon
Has Signed, Vietnam Has Won.” We have countered .with
slogans calling for unrelenting support ("No Truce in
Support,” "Total Support Till the Final Victory," ete. : ...,)

—A broadening of the themes of mobilization (taking
in the role of multinational companies, French govern-
ment complicity, etc. )

—A radicalization of the forms of mobihzatxon. For
two years we could hardly break out of the straitjacket
of repetitive demonstrations less and less suited to.the
gravity of the U.S. escalation, except by a mllxtant style
of work in the rank-and-file committees and by some
exemplary actions that remained small. The demonstra,

tions of January 20, 1973, were, however, the culmina-’

tion of these two years of remobilization. The demon-
stration called for the U.S. Embassy was banned by
the government. But despite a considerable mobilization
of pohce, it was possible to hold it. It succeeded in as-
sembhng ‘15,000 demonstrators, who had to organlze
in ‘advance to break ‘the police cordon. Thousands of
others went du'ectly to the embassy, or wandered off:
This mass demonstratlon faced a head-on confrontation
with the forces” of order ‘to demonstrate its determination
to go to the U.S. Embassy no matter what. The rever-
berations of this demonstration were largely due to the
decisiveness it showed. Moreover, the scope of the dem-
onstratlons in Paris” and the provinces once again illus-
trated how in thé past we were able to mobilize more
people around radical perspectives and slogans

It the January %0 demonstration was larger, de.spzte
the police ban, than those that preceded it (which fit in
beéfter with the "schema" of the minority comrades), tlns
was because it offered a target suited to the depth of i in-
dignation ‘that existed —the U.S. Embassy L1kew18e, the
actions that the Ligue Communiste was able to carry
out in its own name got & broad mass response.

Against the emdence of the facts, Mary-Alice" continues
to claim in her doctiment that such actions can only rule
out our being able to achieve any mass mobilization:

Thanks to all this, we have helped to raise the degree
of consciousness of the activists in the solidarity’ move-
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ment and to prepare it for assuming its tasks in the dif-
ficult period following the accords. :

(c¢) Finally the role of revolutionary organizations is
also to educate more specifically the broad vanguard
emerging in the solidarity movement. This vanguard is,
in fact, not homogeneous, and it is important to know
how at the same time to bring it into action as a whole
as well as to raise its average level of consciousness by
appealing to its advanced wing. leewxse, in separatmg
out a mass radical solidarity current, we force, by our
initiatives, the reformist formations to mobilize, so we
reinforce the mass current that we help to inspire by being
able to organize and respond to the specific problems
of its broad vanguard.

The way our intervention is geared obviously differs
profoundly according to the time and country It depends
on the organizational and political relationship of forces
existing in each country. The conference of the' European
sections on Vietnam in the last quarter of 1972 showed
how greatly the slogans and kinds of alliances we ad-
vocate in each country differed accordmg to the degree
of development of our sections, the far left, and the sol-
idarity movement. In Luxembourg, our comrades are the
sole inspirers of the high-school committees, whose pro-
gram includes the basics of ‘our analyses regarding Indo-
china. This corresponds to a situation where our section
was formed in the face.of a weak far left and a broad
solidarity. mavement that manifested itself only very spo-
radically.. On the-other. hand, in France, the Front 5o-
lidarité. ' Indochine, in which the French section is active,

-was formed omn-a united-front platform oriented toward

a struggle for the victory of the Indochinese peoples but
also acceptable to various Maoist currepts as well as
radicalized = Christians, etc. . This corresponds to a
situation where the Ligue Communiste is strong enough

to directly advance all its political positions on permanent

revolution or Stalinism. and where the framework for
an, onrgoing united-front policy is very different from
Luxembourg.

. But if the forms vary, the prznczple in gearmg our inter-
vention is essentlal, as we see it. It is in fact by knowing
how at. the same time to separate out a mass radical
solldanty current, to ojfer, on the basis of 1nitiat1ves that
we together ‘with this current give impetus to, a broader
un;ty in actlon ‘to all the forces moblllzed on Indochma,
to educate the broad vanguard by the activ1ty of our
revolutxonary organizatlons, that we at the same time
achieve our tasks ‘of international solidarity and building
t]ae revolutionary party.

It is at this pomt that the general debate between the
ma]onty and the minority of the International on the
relatlonshlp between the vanguard and mass in party
bulldmg turns ‘up in the discussion over the support move-
ment for the Indochinese revolution

The profound mcomprehensmn shown by the minority
of the way the majority poses this questi’on is ﬁlustrated
by ‘this passage in Mary-Alice Waters's ‘document:

“"The' major problem was not one of slogans, although
the policy was reflected through slogans. Whether ‘or not
it is correct to carry banners saying "Victory to the NLF,'
or 'Solidarity wih the NL¥,' or‘some variant on that

‘theme, ' is* entirely secondary. The fundamental problem

was ‘one of political’ orientation. Once we ‘decide that our
perspective” is* to ‘reach 'the masses, not just respond to



the 'concerns of the vanguard,' the question of what slo-
gans to raise will resolve itself quite naturally.in the course
of such activity and the response to it."

We have tried to "reach the masses" and we have been
able to combine mass work with inspiring a radical cur-
rent. What the minority does not understand is how, in
order to play a role in an antl-lmpenahst mobilization,
we had to be able to fit solidarity activity into the chan-
nels of the youth radicalization and the formatlon of a
broad vanguard

2. Eour Criticisms of the SWP

The SWP has in fact played a very important role in
the development of the antiwar movement in the U.S. A.
It has notably endowed it with the unity, the continuity,
and orgamzatlon it needed by fighting against the spon-
tanélst currents. But we do not think, therefore, that its
1ntervent10n was free from major weaknesses and errors.

(a) The first criticism we make of the SWP leadership
is over their advocatmg the extension of their NPAC
pohcy to the entire Internatlonal and their fazlure to un-
derstand the speczfzc nature of this policy.

(b). In the U.S: A, 1tse1f in NPAC, the SWP comrades
tended to make an identity between-a "single issue move-
ment" and a "single slogan movement." The slogan "Out
Now!" not only became the main slogan but virtuaily
the only one. :And this occurred at a time when, with
"Vietnamization,” and then the approach of the accords,
the situation: was becoming much more: complex than
during the "local war" that made possible 'the emergence
of the antiwar movement. Some years ago already, it
was ‘important -to center a part of the agitation on ex-
posing the puppet regimes in 6rder to show their political
nature and -prepare the militants to act in a situation
where the U.S. involvement was essentially (though not
entirély)’ through the intermediary-of these regimes: This
theme ‘'was present in the activity of 'NPAC but 1t was
completely overshadowed.

(c) Finally, the SWP aligned its activity completely with
that of NPAC. Except for denounting Stalinism, it did
not’ conduct an independent campaign of political expla—
natzon, notably on the nature and dnving forces of the
reVOlutlonary war in Indochina It did not advance more
radical slogans of its own, and more partmularly it has
not advanced a slogan of open sohdanty ‘with the Indo-
chmese revolution., This has generally Ted it to present
the Indochinese revolution more as a ‘mere struggle for
self-determmatlon than a social revolution, a permanent
revolution. Fmally, it ‘has not’ mmated activities” of 1ts
own based on its’ slogans that would have enabled it
to draw in part of the more advanced layers of the anti-
war movement who already saw the objectlve as the vic-
tory of the "enemy," the Indochinese revolutionists.

As a result of these errors, the ant1war movement in-
spiréd by the comrades of the SWP has shown great ri-
gidity in actlon; whlch has generally prevented it from
responding to events in a short time and has made it
much ' more dlffxcult for it to contmue its act1v1ty since
the cease—flre This dtfﬁculty in_ acting stems .also, . ob-
vigusly, from the analyses .of the situation made by the
SWP. comrades. ‘A dangerous tendency has even emerged
to reduce the activity of. NPAC to a minimum and to

concentrate most. of the effort on a campaign of exposing
Stalinism carried on by the YSA (the youth group of
the SWP). This notably was the orientation given to the
YSA at the time of their convention in December 1972.

‘This passage from a reporf made to the December 1972
convention by the Joint SMC-NPAC Steering Committee
Fraction illustrates the rigidity we mentioned:

"The. National Peace Action Coalition (NPAC) and the
Student Mobilization Committee (SMC) are mass-action
coalitions. They have existed on a basis of an agreement
to march down the street on a particular day under a
particular demand, attempting to mobilize in action the
mass opposition to American involvement in Vietnam.

- H the accords are signed the U.S.  will have agreed to
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withdraw .its combat troops within 60 days. This fact
plus the Vietnamese characterization of the accord as
a 'just settlement’ will cause .the American people to:feel
that the war is over, even though all the basic social
problems will -still exist in Vietnam. This situation  will
curtail the ability of NPAC. and the SMC to organize
mass actions. In the .event of the 9 points being signed,
we “believe that there is very lrttle that the mass-action
coalitions could do.

"This does not mean that we propose that NPAC and
the SMC should be dissolved. The cease-fire has not been
signed. . . . Over the longer term, assuming that the cease-
fire is signed, there will remain a néed for coalition forms
to be available to respond to posszble deuelopments in
Vietnam.

"NPAC and SMC's ab111ty to respond in such an event
will depend on' their maintaining their character as co-
alrtlons based on mass action. There will be a temptation
—because of the present narrowness of the coalitions —
to forget that they eéxist on a very simple and rigidly
defined political basis. NPAC and the SMC exist to build
mass actions against the war. They do not have a worked
out ideological framework, nor can they. They are not
organizations to defend political prisoners, or fight for
amnesty or whatever. . . .

"The recent perspective for NPAC and the SMC means
that more areas will not be able to sustain paid staffs
and rented offices. This will mean a post office box, a
person responsible for the mail, ete., and minimal ac-
t1v1t1es depending on the status of t.he cease-flre One im-
portant part of this perspective will be that the coalitions
settle their financial obligations and work out a serious
plan for dealing with whatever p011t1ca1 problems may
arise as the result of debts. . . .

"It is our opinion that a call for an NPAC convention
should not be issued at this time. It would obviously
be difficult to build, and would very likely involve a
confrontation between the assorted sects present at such
gathenngs and ourselves. There would be no major pro-
posal for action and only a very thin layer of indepen-
dents. ." [Emphasis added.] .

The mothballing of NPAC had already begun when
the Christmas bombing. of Hanoi and Haiphong was
launched and this raised problems, Nonetheless, the suc-
cess —relative to the last demonstrations — of the January
20 mobilizations in the U.S, A. illustrates the potential
retained by the antiwar movement.
 Since then, The Militant has devoted a lot of space
to the question of political prisoners (on the other hand,



it has remained strangely silent on the issue of amnesty
for the tens of thousands of deserters or youth who re-
sisted being drafted). But at the time of the mobilizations
against Thieu's visit to the U. S., NPAC showed the same
rigidity in its forms and themes of action. It mobilized
around the three slogans "U.S. Out of Southeast Asia
Now," "No More Support for Thieu,”" and "No U. S.-Im-
posed Regimes." All of these express the need for Amer-
ican disengagement (and all are obviously correct). But
the problem of the political prisoners in Saigon has been
presented rather more as an illustration of the situation
that exists than as an issue to mobilize around. 1t is
the U.S., however, that in the last analysis bears the
responsibility for their fate. And it cannot be said that
the slogan "Release the Civilian Prisoners Now" is "van-
guardist.”

This is not to suggest that the SWP bears the respon-
sibility for the decline of the antiwar movement in the
U.S.A. This was largely inevitable. But by its policy
the SWP failed to adequately prepare a skeletal structure
for the movement so that it could continue solidarity
activity most effectively in the present conditions.

Finally, while the SWP took a leading role in animating
the antiwar movement, it has remained politically in its
wake, incapable of meeting the needs of the advanced
layers of the movement.

3. The Debates in the Majority

Two debates that have unfolded among the majority
of the International deserve to be pointed out. :

A. Before the end of 1968, the anti-imperialist move-
ment was very vigorous in Western Europe, and the sec-
tions of the Fourth International were a driving force
in it. But after the explosion of the French May, these
movements went into a profound decline, which with a
few exceptions (e.g. Sweden) led to the disappearance
of ongoing organizations devoted specifically to solidarity.
It was only in the years 1970 and 1971 that anti-im-
perialist activity started progressively developing again,
finding a new stability in 1972. In a European meeting
on anti-imperialist work in October 1972, a debate began
on the reasons for this profound lapse in support activity.
Two basic reasons were put forward in the discussion:

— Fundamentally, this decline was inevitable. Around
the French May the situation of the far left underwent
a deepgoing change that brought about a general shift
in focus of the activity of revolutionary militants toward
the plants and the "national” problems of the class struggle,
as well as the breakup of the united student movement
that had been the foundation of the anti-imperialist or-
ganizations before 1968. In this context, consistent and
continuous anti-imperialist activities on Indochina could
only be developed by going against the current of the
"natural” activity of radicalized militants. Whereas before
1968, the anti-imperialist movement was the training
ground of the new revolutionary generation. It was in
the years 1968-69 that our sections were consolidated;
they did not have the strength immediately to buck the
natural current and overcome, notably, the spontanéist
forces in this field. It was only after they had consolidated
that they could deliberately revive the ongoing movement
of solidarity with the Indochinese revolution. In this sense,
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the hiatus was actually favorable, and all the more so
because as far as "mass" public opinion went, the pause
was fostered by the opening of negotiations in Paris,
the halt in the bombing of the DRV, etc. . . .

This period illustrates in a negative way how dependent
we are for meeting our international tasks on capturing
the mass radicalization and orienting it around anti-im-
perialist themes. Four North American comrades attended
this European commission meeting. They do not seem
to have understood the meaning of the discussion that
took place there. The proof of this is the peculiar inter-
pretation given by Mary-Alice Waters to Germain's report
to the IEC in December 1969 (see the next Internal Bulle-
tin). (

— This said, it is probable that in a good many Eu-
ropean countries the resumption of systematic interven-
tion in this field by our sections lagged relatively behind
what was objectively possible. The pause was inevitable,
but it could have been shorter. We were affected to some
extent by the "inertia" of routine in this matter and in
certain sections resumption of this work involved a virtual
political reeducation of the new members. We probably
could have gained a year in getting this activity going
again, which obviously would have been precious time.

B. A difference appeared among the members of the
present majority over the slogans to be advanced in the
period that preceded the signing of the accords. Some
defended the slogan "Nixon Must Give In Before the Thir-
ty-First” (October 31 being the day initially set for signing
the accords). Others opposed any slogan concerning the
signing of the accords.

To some extent, this debate reflected minor d;fferences
in analysis regarding the relationship of forces that
brought about the accords and the framework that they
would provide for future struggles. But above all what
was behind this debate was a difference over the tactic
to use in the anti-imperialist movement to mobilize it at
that given moment.

Those who objected to our proposing any slogan about
the accords to the solidarity organizations— and notably
any slogan calling on the U.S.A to sign them —feared
that if we did so we would disarm the anti-imperialist
movement politically. Insofar as the accords contained
important concessions and repeated political formulas be-
longing specifically to the Vietnamese Communist move-
ment, we would, by bringing pressure to bear for signing
the accords both arouse hopes in the activists that the vic-
tory was won—and that therefore there was no need for
keeping up support—and suggest that we supported the
content of these accords with theu‘ concessions and errone-
ous political formulations.

Those who advanced such slogans, on the other hand,
believed that in that period we could not impel mass
actions without responding to the conjuncture that was
largely dominated by the "battle for signing” [the accords].
They argued that if we thought the accords marked a
U.S. retreat and opened up a framework for developing
the struggles that was preferable to the continuation of
the U.S. escalation and if our international activity could
at that moment help the Vietnamese, it was politically cor-
rect and -necessary in practice to put forward slogans
that called, in the most militant terms possible, for signing
the accords. In order to avoid the danger of demobilizing
the movement in the wake of the accords being signed,



they proposed raising a combination of slogans, which
should be:

® Adapted to the immediate conjuncture ("Nixon Must
Give In").

® Reaffirm the Strategic Objective ("No Truce in Sup-
port,”" "Total Support Till the Final Victory").

® Prepare the way for the coming struggles ("Support
Cambodia,” "Free the Political Prisoners” . . .).

In the context of a common understanding of the soli-
darity movement and its essential objectives, the partici-
pants in the debate discussed "the best practical course of
action in a special situation." The comrades of the inter-
national minority have sought to turn this discussion into
a debate over principle, arguing that Trotskyists could
not call for signing accords including such concessions
without in fact recognizing the U. S.'s right to oversee the
fate of the Vietnamese people and thereby violating the
principle of self-determination. The analogy with Brest-
Litovsk singled out by the international minority shows
the abstractness of this method of putting the problem
on the level of "principles." As the majority sees it, the con-
tent of the 1973 accords is different from that of the Brest-
Litovsk agreements in 1918. The purpose of the latter
was to gain a breathing space for the young Soviet repub-
lic that was under attack from all quarters; it represented
a tactical retreat. The recent accords represent the defini-
tion of a new and more favorable framework for a con-
tinuing struggle. The Bolshevik party had to agree to
relinquish very important territories won by the revolu-
tion. In Vietnam not an inch of liberated land has been
given up — quite the contrary.

Above all, we cannot be compared to the German work-
ers movement against which the Bolsheviks raised an
outery in 1918 because they called for signing the "unfor-
tunate "peace” of Brest-Litovsk. In a Europe where revolu-
tion loomed, and particularly in Germany, the Social
Democratic workers movement had the concrete possi-
bility of at least shaking the government of the Reich,
and it was its passivity that forced the Bolsheviks to come
to terms. Today the "joy" expressed by the international
Stalinist movement over the signing of the accords re-
flects only its cowardly relief and unperturbed conscience
over its betrayals, because it was also its passivity that
forced the Vietnamese to accept the maintenance of the
Thieu regime following the cease-fire. But we did not have
the means to transform the international relationship of
forces in a few weeks or a few months so that the prob-
lem of the accords would no longer be posed in such
terms for the Vietnamese fighters. The problem for us
was not "do we accept the compromise accords or do we
sweep them away?” but "how can we have an effect on

the situation right now and how can we best prepare
the way for tomorrow's struggles?”. It is in this sense
that the debate is about tactics and not principles.

The English section, for instance, has noted its dis-
agreement with the French section over the slogans put
forward in the solidarity movement. Here also the dis-
agreement has shown up in our respective press. But the
conjuhct'ural, tactical nature of this difference is evident.
The British Vietnam Solidarity Campaign reflects the same
traditions as the French Comité Vietnam National before
1968 or the present Front Solidarité Indochine. These
various solidarity organizations have developed according
to a similar logic and around common themes. In France
and England they have achieved a relationship of forces
such that the Communist parties have been forced to par-
tially redefine their policies, taking account of their exis-
tence. In Great Britain, the CP has found itself forced to
follow our lead.

Over and above these problems, the general balance
sheet of the solidarity movement in Western Europe con-
firms the majority's overall analysis of the nature and
role of the anti-imperialist movement. Our sections have
been able largely to combine work in the anti-imperialist
movement with training the new revolutionary genera-
tion and building the revolutionary party. Most impor-
tantly, all the solidarity movements inspired by far-left
organizations (regardless of their political allegiance) that
have played an important role in the mobilization in sup-
port of the Indochinese revolution have been movements
that developed around a perspective of victory for the
Indochinese peoples, that is, as mass radical currents.
The comrades of the minority are familiar with this fact.
It is a shame that Mary-Alice Waters did not grapple
with it in her document.

Since the signing of the accords, mass actions have
dropped off sharply. In many European countries, the
situation of the solidarity movement at the moment is
difficult. This is both because of the apparently confused
situation in Indochina, as well as the development of other
mass mobilizations (in the army, university reform,
etc. . .). Nonetheless, we have just succeeded for the first
time in setting up a European coordination for the soli-
darity movements in this area. This coalition has launched
a European campaign that is to culminate May 12 in an
international demonstration in Milan, Italy. But the coali-
tion must continue its work after this first target date.
The existence of this cooperation, moreover, testifies to
the vitality of the groups involved.

The Evolution of the Situation and Our Tasks?

The key question in the history of the second Indochinese
war has been winning the cities. The first Indochina war,
notably, arose out of urban insurrections (Bac Son in
1940; the August 1945, 1946, Hanoi uprising). The Viet-
namese CP always kept up an important level of urban
work. But the problem of insurrection in the cities was
not to be posed again as an immediate objective before

the end of the first Indochinese war. Because of the nature
of the imperialist involvement, it was a different matter
after the fighting resumed in the South. On several occa-
sions, the Vietnamese CP has given priority to "the battle
for the cities." In 1964, as soon as the "special war" was
checkmated, they prepared to send the bulk of their cadres
into the urban areas. But the arrival of the U.S. expe-
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ditionary force and the start of the bombing of the North
made them change their immediate objectives.. The 1968
Tet Offensive gave the coup de grace without ‘being able
to consolidate a revolutionary power in the besieged cen-
ters. The mew political framework emerging from the sign-
ing of the accords on January 27 putsthz's,decisz'vewques—
tion back on theagenda. -

The "battle for a cease-fire in. place" that developed
around . January 27 ,‘shows ‘the extent to which, in fact,
the reconquest of the countryside is no longer a decisive
problem. "Vietnamization" has of course scored some
points in South Vietnam, taking advantage of the fact that
the Indochinese fighters were devoting their main efforts
to Laos and Cambodia. But, strangled by the failure
of the American-puppet operations in.these two countries
and shaken.by the March-April 1972 of.fenswe in the
South, "Vietnamization” has revealed its weaknesses. ‘The
gains were only superficial and today the map of the dip-
erated areas seems more extensive than ever. According
to.the accounts of foreign journalists in Saigon, the puppet
forces retain military contrel only of the urban centers
(with more-ar less .of the surrounding territory) and:the
main roadways (which the NLF could cut abruptly if the
necessity arase). A part of the coast and the central prov-
inces are still “contested,” hut the, open network of the rev-
olutionists is supposed to be largely dominant, including
in the rich Mekong Delta. According to-Ly Van_Sau (the
PRG representative in Paris), since the signing of-the ac-
cords the liberated areas have undagone a slow but con-

stant expansion.- -

In. what. conditions can: the "battle for. the cmes be
waged? To understand this, wemust keep in mind the facts
of the present balance of forces. The . U. S. A. has powerful
means. at its disposal, consisting essentially .of: the com-
bined use of military, police; and commando terror.on the
one hand, and.a policy of "social corruption® on.the other,
based on the successes of its policy of "forced. mrbaniza-
tion." But we have.seen that the U. S.'s. strategic position
remained weak (see part one, end-of peintB) and.that
as a result the Vietnamese fighters were both in a more
favorable position. and confronted with the.pecessity of
continuing a difficult struggle. What are the tempos. llkely
to be?

A ~CreMe Favomble Condmons far the
‘Battle for the Cities’ :

In orde'4o win the "battle for the-cities” and establish
a revolutiohary ‘government over the whole of the' terri-
tory, the Vietnamiese fighters must ‘assemble two ‘edsential
conditions — a  political - gituation interdicting Washington
from resuming the escal&tlon, and -& situation pertmt‘tmg
the relaunching of the urban’'movements.

‘1. A politiéal situttion previenting Washington from re-

sponding to a deteriorating ‘sitiation with aHl itg  military
means, going so far as to raze the cities:to the ground.
The Vietnamese military offensives, notably, have always
had ‘this as ‘an-objective: The 1968 Tet offensive ‘did not
open the way-to ‘*make :a sweep” of :the urban centers
but it did ultimately create a.:general political: sithation
(isolation: in Vietnam and in the:world, demoralization of
the U. S. expeditionary ferce... .) that interditted. the:. Amer-
ican government from . continuing its’ "local::war.": The
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March-April 1972 offensive not only created the condi-
tions for relaunchmg guerrilla warfare in the whole of the
territory and. reextendmg the 11berated areas. It created,
in a given znternatzonal context, the conditions favorable
for signing the J anuary 27 accords . .

Today .the Vietnamese f1ghters have partzally achieved
the  political conditions that can paralyze renewed Ameri-
’cgri .escalation. The effect of the withdrawal of the last
American prisoner and the last soldier- officially -involved

in Vietnam was a dual one. On the one hand, now that the

fate of its prisoners is settled, Washington has its hands
free to maneuver. The Vietnamese have lost as important
means of pressure. But this means of pressure did not
stop. much_in the past. On the other hand, the American
government is in-a more difficult’ pesition to renew open,
direct, and massive intervention. The policy of air and
naval escalation has shown its limits. :It cannot rapidly
break:,an enemy.that has shown his capacity for:resis-
tance and, has had the time to reorganize.- The interna-
tional reactions -at: the.time of the bombing of the dikes
last -summmer.-and the:bombing of Hanoi and Haiphong
this Christmas show, moreover,: that .a brutal and pro-
longed resumption of the escalation would probably touch
off.-an unprecedented, mobilization. The threat of a reesca-
lation-remains.(and -is still being brandished by.Ameri-
can . officials), but carrying it out would be apt to cost
the American.gowernment a great deal without necessarily
proving very effective.. ENEIUR

But because this condition has stﬂl been only panually
achieved (a-general offensive by the revolutionists would
probably- enable Nixon to relaunch the escalation today),
the Vietnamese fighters have sought and still seek to- avoid
a head-on clash with the Americans (during the withdrawal
of their troops):as well as an alkout collision with the
puppets.- It is here notably that the solidarity movement
retains an . essential function —to ecounter the blackmail
of .the - escalation -threats. with the danger the worldwide
anti-imperialist movement represents, even- potentlally, for
the U S. S T

2. A sltuatlon permlttmg the relaunchmg of the urban
movements. -

Active. before 1968 ; and in 1369 -70,. the urban move-
ment -has been; paralyzed. since the ,electlonuof . Thieu as
president: and .subjected to an -all-embracing and ferocious
repression. The accords by themselves. will npt loosen this
vise of repression; they only favor the emergence -of a
mass political struggle capable of confronting it.

But such a mass struggle could not arise in the urban
centers immediately after th'e”"sighiﬁg of the accords. Some
mobilizations have occurred (Danang, Dalat Mytho .Y)
but they- ‘have beed very limited. ‘For ‘the ) repression re-
mains, and aside from the improébable case of the Saigon
regime" progresswely dlsm’tegratmg, ‘the puppet-apparatus
will Break down ohly when: confronted with a social and
military ‘ force: that* needs to bé prepared-in order to act.
The signing of the aceords marks a turning point in the
conditions of the struggle in Vietnam and implies a thor-
oughgoing reorganization of the forces on both sides.

From the standpoint: of ‘the PRG and the NLF, this
probably means:
~—Reorganizing - their -urban network which was once
again driven underground after the Tet offengive in 1968
and- which - maw: must- prepare itself" for wagmg ‘8 more
open struggle. ..



"'~ Extending the liberated areas to the maximum and
reorganizing them militarily, economically, politically, and
administratively. Many “of these areas have suffered se-
verely from the escalation. Another part of them have just
left the status of "contested” areas (where the two govern-
ments ‘exist side by side). Such reorganization is essential
because these liberated areas are called tpori'to play a
decisive role in the battle for ‘the cities. Aféas of refuge
and retreat, they need to be both as extensive and as near
as possible to the urban centers as well as militarily pre-
pared for any counteroffensive. As a pla¢e for organizing
the revolutionary government, they must aid in the social
and pelitical- struggle. ' The NLF seems to have a large
base among ‘the refugees. The right for refugees fo return
to‘their villages—which is' formally recognized. by the
accords —will - probably : be one -of the important axes
of the'struggles to come. But this struggle will have all
the more weight if the liberated areas-are really ‘able so-
cially - and ‘- economically to receive millions of new in-
habitants. ' Likewise, the agrarian reform is one of the
important levers in:the work of brmging about demoral-
ization and desertion in the puppet army.

.— Beginning to break up.the puppet repressive and ad-
ministrative apparatus. While we cannot hope— aside from
an -exceptional case~to see the:apparatus of the Saigon
regime break' up without a military. offensive and/or an
insurrectional uprising, we cannot expect either to see a
progressive development of the urban movement unless
the repressive apparatus begins to come apart. This is
the significance of the campaign the NLF:is waging now,
calling for fraternization, disobedience, and:desertion. The
cease-fire in place- has:'been very important for-this, be-
cause it has increased the points of contact between the
revolutionary forces and the puppet army, and thus fa-
cilitated: this political work. In this context, we can better
understarrd Thieu's refusal~to implement-the ‘cease-fire.
He is not trying simply-to nibble away ‘at the liberated
areas or slow their expansion or hampér their reorganiza-
tion. He is also trying to keep his troops in a state of
alert - in order “to: prevent desertions. The result of this
undermining work is obviously hard to estimate because
it can remain below the surface for a very long time.
(In the ‘April:6 FSI rally in Paris, Phan' Thi Minh; the
representative of the PRG, reported that 50, 000 -desertions
had occurred in- the puppet army in the space of two
months).

ot

B. Questions

The present situation poses many questions for which,
in the absence of information and more thorough discus-
sion, we can only give the elements of an answer. The
elements enable us, nonetheless, to better appreciate the
terms of the situation and highlight certain tasks of sup-
port. They should also make it p0951b1e to advance the
discussion more easily.

The Themes.of Strdgg-le in Sout}; Vietnam. -

Past experience sheds light on the way in which the strug-
gles -developed in similar -situations. Every sector of -the
population ‘mobilizéd -around its . own:slogans ‘(agrarian
reform, the fight against higher prices and taxes, for
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raising pensions, etc. . . .) and the whole movement was
focused "around a few political ‘objectives. Today these
focuses” are— and will very probably remain for a whole
period - the struggle for democratic freedoms - whose im-
plementafion .is required by the accords— and the release
of the ‘civilian prisoners-~which is called for in principle
in the accords. Because these two joint foeuses will very
probably dominate the present situation in Vietnam and
provide a basis for extensive international solidarity work,
they must occupy a speczal place in our mass acthty
today :

The Tempos of the~Struggles

Since the "battle for the cities” demands a deepgomg re-
organization of the revolutionary forces,  as a result of
the fact that thé Americans and their puppets still hold
important cards, the struggle begun today may prove
long. The key  question with which the Vietnamese leader-
ship is going to be confronted is determing the "favorable
moment" (and by what process) to reactiviate the struggles
in the Saigon region. Time is working today rather in fa-
vor of the revolutionists, enabling them to prepare them-
selves better ‘in the South (from the regroupment of mili-
tary forces, ‘witha new contribution of forces coming from
the North it seems — does Dick Roberts think that Hanoi
has already answered one of his questions?—to the re-
organization of-the urban movements) and by ‘accentuat-
ing U.S. political "disengagement” internationally. Tomor-
row or the day after tomorrow time might work in faver
of the puppét regime by enabling it to bring new economic
and sacial instruments into play. But, let us repeat, this
tomorrow or day after tomorrow may be rather far away.
This is:why we must prepare our solidarity movement
to keep up a prolonged activity— and, this-is why the anti-
imperialist politicalization of the activists forming the skele-
ton of the selidarity movement is decisive today. It is
harder now to act than when the genocidal escalation was
being met with'revolutionary offenstves.

. B . - .
The Framework of the Debate Inside the Vietnamese
Leadership R ' ’ ‘

At every great turning point in the Vietnameserevolution,
important discussions have taken place:inside the leader-
ship of the VCP. It is certain that the same is the case to-
day.

Prior to the signing of the aecords the question being
debated was certainly not: "Should we sign the accords to
win, militarily?" The Vietnamese have known for a long
time ‘that a purely military - victory was impossible and
that a "political .solution” would be necessary. The terms
of the debate were probably the following: "In the present
concrete conjuncture, what price are we ready to pay for
halting the U.S. escalation and getting a start at Ameri-
can disengagement?”

Today, the framework of the debate over the zmmedzate
tactic ‘can probably be summed up in this way: "To what
extent are we going to tolerate the violations of the accords
by the Americans and their puppets and how should we
respond ‘to them? How far can we go in-violating the ac-
cords in our favor (extending the liberated areas, sending
in troops and materiel)." We have seen elsewhere the out-



line of the debate that must be going on over. the tempo
for advancing the struggle in the medium term. .

The Questzon of the "Third Force”

In order to understand the "tIurd force" we’ have to. go
back to the source of the strength and weakness of the
puppet regime, that is, the economie, ideological, and
cultural upheavals brought about by American imperial-
ism in. Vietnam. :

In order to find a mass base, the puppet regimes have
turned to politico-religious currents (the upper echelons
of the Buddhist and Catholic movements, especially the
immigrants from the north, and the sects), as well as
the urban "petty- bourgeoisie." By a policy of "forced ur-
banization," spreading the "ideology of consumer- society,"
and developing a "war economy" that made millions of
persons dependent on the U.S. presence, the American
government tried to strengthen this potential. mass base
for the Saigon regime. But the weight of the social con-
tradictions, the strength of the revolutionary movement,
and the transparency of imperialist domination provoked
the outbreak of a political crisis in Saigon and displaced
this potential mass base. -This ‘is this twofold process that
about the appearance of a thoroughly heterogeneous "third
force.”

‘The puppet regime first found itself in conflict with the
Buddhist movement (1963), and today it has come into
conflict with a whole wing of the Catholic movement (es-
pecially the youth, whose leaders ‘are in jail). It is prob-
able, however, that the Catholic refugees from the North
grouped in the fortified hamlets remain faithful to anti-
Commuhnism. The "third force"reflects both the profound
shift to the left of the potential mass base of the puppet
regime and the permanent crisis in the Saigon political
apparatus despite the decision of the U.S. government
to defend Thiei no matter what the difficulties. This "third
force” thus represents ‘a heterogeneous gamut of political
currents and various cliques. It is honeycombed by the
NLF on the one hand and by crypto-puppet forees on
the other (of the type of "Big Minh").

The attention the NLF is paying to this heterogeneous
"third force"” corresponds to the importance of the objec-
tive process it ‘reflects. It also corresponds to the need
for making the maximum effort to find semilegal covers
for activity in Saigon. But the nature of this "third force,"
as well as the repression it has suffered, explains why it
has not been able to produce an organized political force
capable of holding its own- agamst both the NLF and
Thieu.

The Future of the Neocolonialist Economic Policy

The only chance in. the long run for the American gov-
ernment to consolidate its presence in theurban areas lies
in establishing a consistent neocolonialist fpolicy. But two
obstacles bar its way: .- -

— The bases. of the Amerxcan pohcy of economlc cooptlon
lay in the parasitical and artificial. development of a "war
economy" linked.particularly to the presence of the troops.
Now they have to go over.to a policy -of industrialization
and big public works.: :

— But such a recrientation demands tune and most of
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all something besides State Department aid. It requires
large medium-term investments. that the U. S. private firms
as well as the other capitalist governments do not seem
ready to grant. (See Kolko's article in Le Monde Diplo-
matique of March 1973 and reports such as the one claim-
ing that investments being made in Saigon are planned
to be realized by 1976.)

. Today, with the dismantling of the last American bases
and the isolation of Saigon, we are seeing instead an in-
crease in the social crisis.

The Probabkle Persﬁective ‘

Since the American government is in a difficult position
to resume its escalation, since the Vietnamese revolutionists
will probably move gradually for an initial period, and
since the American puppets cannot accept the reestablish-
ment- of democratic freedoms, the probability is that we are
witnessing today the opening of a phase of still undeter-
mined duration that will be marked by the obstruction and
breakdown of the accords. The. public confrontation will
shape up around the next deadlines set by the accords
and the failure to respect them —in particular around the
nature of the. elections to be prepared in Saigon. and the
political system prevailing there, while the political forces
are regrouping under the surface. This phase will be rich
in conflicts, confrontations, threats, periods. of tensions,
etc. . . . but it will be a difficult one for the solidarity
movement because it will be confused. But most probably,
this period will be a prelude to the spread of political and/
or military confrontations, which will foreshadow the gear-
in of military pressure operations: and/or urban insur-
rectional movements.

" C. The Indochinese Context

" The evolution of the situation in Cambodia and Laos
is clarifying the situation in Vietnam and the minority/ma-
jority debate. In approaching this subject, we must always
keep in mind both the fundamental solidarity that has
linked the struggles of these three countries in the first
and second Indochinese wars and the existence of three
differentiated national realities that have strongly influ-
enced the forms of combat in each.

1. In Cambodia

Cambodia today is ;;erhaps the conspicuous challenge
to -the method of analysis . used by the international minori-
ty. This country finds itself particularly isolated internation-
ally. In fact, while the USSR has always maintained links
with the. FUNK [Front Uni National Khmer — Khmer
United National Front], it has always refused to recog-
nize the GRUNK [Gouvernment Royal Uni. Khmer—
Khmer United Royal Government} and kept . up.diplo-
matic relations with Lon Nol. Today the U.S.A. is con-
centrating its air power on Cambodia where.the B-52s
are intervening massively and daily in very densely popu-
lated regions, From the. standpoint. of .the minority, the
isolation of the Cambodian. revolution is still more grave
hecause the revolution has jyst expenenced an important
setback.in Vietnam.. :



Despite ail this, the situation continues to develop favor-
ably for the revolutionary forces in Cambodm These last
months have in fact seen the unfoIding of a succession
of FUNK offensives aimed at strategic points (the Kom-
pong Thom region, the Mekong, thé suburbs of the capi-
tal, etc. . .) which have regularly won new positions. Sup-
plylng Phnom Penh is still very difficult, and the’ Cambodi-
an capital is frequently isolated "and in danger of being
sealed off. The crisis in the governmental cu‘cles is increas-
ing. Movements of opposmon to Lon Nol have made
inroads into all strata of the urban populatxon and even
the army. Military actions’ by the FUNK have taken
place virtually in the heart of the capital. The liberated
areas embrace 80 percent of the territory and contam
more than half the population.

It is this situation that gives Cambodia ‘its spécial place
for the international solidarity meovement. The country is
in the front line of the military struggle in Indochina.
It is up to the anti-imperialist movement today to fzght
for an immediate halt to the murderous’ escalatzon con-
tinued by the U.S A and to struggle in support of the
FUNK offensives. And this need is all the greater m pro-
portlon to Cambodia's international isolation. -

- Are a general offensive and the taking of Phnom Penh
in the offing for tomorrow? Probably not. While the rela-
tionship of forces between the puppets and’ theFUNK is es-
pecially favorable to the’ latter, we have to take account
of two important factors:

. (a) In the present state of things, a srege ‘of Phnom
Penh by the FUNK would probably mean the destructlon
of the Cambodian capital by the B-52s. The army of Lon
Nol would put up énough of a fight fo enable the a1r force
to make the revolutionary armed forces and the popula-
tion pay dearly for their victory. Moreover, the FUNK
would not be sure of being able to hold a liberated Phnom
Penh. This is why itis probably that the FUNK will wait
for a better political situation in Cambodia and Indo-
chma as well as internationally . before launchmg the final
oﬁenswe

(b) Furthermore, the Cambodlan revolutlon is ‘of more
recent vintage and has less fighting experience than the
Vietnamese revolutlon The Khmers Rouges have amajori-
ty not only of the leading posts in the FUNK but in the
GRUNK . itself, it seems. At least this is what Sihanouk
says. That is, the resistance is being led by those who
resumed the armed struggle under the Slhanouk regnne
before Lon Nol's ¢oup d'état iri 1970

But if Sihanouk and his followers have slight influ-
ence today in the ongomg struggle and no politico-mili-
tary organization .to oppose to the Cambodian Commu-
nists, once the séizure of power is completed, Sihanouk
might gain weight because of the prestige he holds with
the peasantry. This is why the Khmer Rouge may feel
the need to consolidate their revolutionary network grad-
ually rather than win a lightning victory. Statements by
Sihanouk give credence to these two arguments.

In this framework, the tempos of the Cambodian revo-
lution still depend partially on the evolution of the Indo-
chinese revolution and especially the Vietnamese revolu-
tion. Major successes in Vietham can open the way to
creating the political conditions favorable for -the final
offensive, just as a stalemated situation in South Viet-
nam might lead the Indochinese revolutionists to go onto
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2 InLaos o ’

“"The tempos ‘of thé revolutionary strugglé in Laos have
aIWays been moré ‘strongly dictated 'by the Viethamese
¢onflict “than in Cambodia. This is first of all because of
the intrinsi¢ weaknesses of this struggle. It is developing
in a small ¢ountry (three million inhabitants) more back-
ward economiically than the other “Indochinese countries
and lacking in a tradition of national unity and nation-
wide struggle (Laos is a mosaic of ethhic minorities).
Secondly itis a result of the country's strategic importance.
Laos includes both an important part of the Ho Chi Minh
trail, areas of strategic military importance for Indochina,
and a common frontier with theaters. of guerrilla activity
and areas of Commumst and Meo unrest in Thailand.

_After the 1954 Geneva ‘accords, the Pathet Lao in par-
tlcular pald the price- of peaceful coexistence. Logically,
if the comrades of the minority were.correct, the accord
on. Laos should have been especially regressive. But in
several of its clauses it is better than the one on Viet-
nam. The comrades of (the>r‘nin'ori'ty recognize this since
they have explained that these accords are closer to the
7 points of the PRG and the demands of the Pathet Lao
than the January 27 accords on Vietnam.

To :tell , the truth, these accords are astonishingly fa-
vorable, even in the context of the majority analysis. In
reality it seems that a de facto. break has appeared be-
tween Seuvanna Phouma and_the Laotian extreme right.
Phouma is supposed to have signed without the agreement
of the extreme right. This would explain both the protests
that have been expressed in.the assembly in Vientiane
and the .present complete sabotaging of the accords. But
such .a break .would also reflect the strategic impasse of
1mper1ahsm in Indochina.

Despite . the . contmuatlon of -the U. S aerlal operatrons,
the  strategic positions of the PLF remain favorable and
have been politically reenforced by the. publication of
the accords But here also, in view of the special place
that Laos occupies in the Indochinese front, it is probable
that the tempos of the struggle in this . country will de-
pend in large part on the establishment of an Indochinese
pollcy and. the evolutlon of the situation in South Vietnam.

It is important for the revolutions in each of the Indo-
chinese countries to remain in close subjective and objec-

- tive- solidarity.~This :is “all- the .more necessary inasmuch
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as the liberated areas form a geographically cohesive
bloc. The evolution of the relationship of forces in one
country influences the others, and if today South Vietnam
is still the heart of the Indochinese resistance—and this
tends to set the pace for the whole—it also benefits from
a favorable evolution in Laos and Cambodia.

D. The International Context and Our Tasks

The objective necessity of maintaining international soli-
darity is obviously making itself strongly felt. The victory
of the Indochinese revolution is still far from won. Inter-
nationally its role remains key. Its essential weakness lies
in its relative international isolation. It is this relative
isolation that explains, first of all, why the Vietnamese
fighters were led to sign the January 27 accords and sus-
pend their general offensives while the Thieu regime re-



mained in place. It is this relative international isolation
that enables the top boss Nixon to continue his support
to Thieu without worrying about violating the accords
he has just signed. It is this relative international isola-
tion that is giving Nixon's threats what little weight they
have. While it is improbable that the U.S. will shift its
Indochinese and international policy so as to resume a
prolonged escalation in Vietnam, it is entirely possible
that they will decide to stage scattered but murderous
raids on the liberated areas in the South or the DRV for
the purposes of intimidation, pressure, or giving a Nixon-
style "warning." '

In the face of this need, our own responsibility is greater
than ever. The pro-Soviet Communist movement and the
"orthodox" Maoist current are subordinating their policy
to the needs of peaceful coexistence and an "international
detente.” They are finding in the situation excuses to jus-
tify complete passivity. The forces that mobilized episodi-
cally in solidarity with the Indochinese peoples for hu-
manitarian reasons have now fallen back into a wait-
and-see attitude. They may take up the protests against
the fate of the civilian prisoners in Saigon but are (in gen-
eral) incapable of developing systematic support work.
We alone—along with a few other far left currents and
individuals linked to. the Vietnamese—can respond in a
consistent way because our activity is not subordinated
to the imperatives of peaceful coexistence and because the
anti-imperialist education we have given the activists in
the solidarity movement can enable them to understand
the situation and thus to act.

It remains to be pomted out how effective the activ1ty
we can develop still is. In the present context a decline
in the scope of this activity was and is almost inevitable.
But it should be recognized that it is as important to keep
up minimum solidarity against the trend of natural mo-
bilizations as to play our role when the solzdarn‘y move-
ment was at its height. :

The present function of the solzdanty movement can be
defined in this way:

—First of all it is to continue to affirm our pohtlcal
support for the struggle of the Indochinese’ peoples, if
only to let them know that the solidarity movement has
not disappeared. It is also to continue to give the van-
guard a practical education in anti-imperialism.

— Secondly " specific activity on certain ‘issues is urgent
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and necessary today. It can have a (modest) influence
on the course of the situation. This is true of activity on
the issue of the civilian prisoners in Saigon, the evolution
of the military situation in Cambodia, and support for
the American deserters.

Finally, today's activity enables us to lay the ground-
work for future action. We are working under the assump-
tion that the situation in Indochina will experience new
periods of general and conspicuous confrontation (what-
ever the forms) that will require massive and immediate
solidarity, at the same time as permitting the redevelop-
ment of a large-scale'movement. A halt now in soliddrity
activity would mean the breakdown of the solidarity orga-
nizations and the depoliticalizatioii of the activists called
upon the provide the skeletal structure of the support
movement. Our capacity to respond to any qualitative
worsening ( U. S. bombing of Vietnam, etc. . .) or improve-
ment in the situation (an offensive in Cambodia, mass
movements in the South, etc. . .) in the time and at the
levels desired will depend largely on our abxhty to main-
tain our support work today.

In these circumstances the rule incumbent on our sec-
tions is particularly important. They must at the:same
time:

— Politically educate the activists of the support move-
ment 80 as to enable them to keep up ‘their activity.

~—Prevent support work from being reduced to a nar-
row sectarian issue confined to the arena of small groups
by - developing it around activities that retain a mass
impact (civilian prisoners, ete. . .).

—Develop our own campaign of political educatmn
around two basic themes — internationalism vs. S_tallmsm
and peaceful coexistence on the one hand, and the colonial
revolution and permanent revolution on the other.

* o *

The international discussion around the Indochinese
question must enable us not only to clarify the terms
of the general debate that is developing between the inter-
national minority and majority. It must also permit us.to
refine and amend our analysis of the situation so as to
help the International respond today'to the tasks of soli-
darlty that are incumbent on it. !

-~ Apiil 1973
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1. Since no resolutzon has been approved by the mmorlty, we
are obhged to refer to articles in their press.
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2. This part contains numerous conjunctural elements that may
be obtained by the time this bulletin reaches the member-
ship Nonetheless, it seems essentml to mclude it.



,Dear Comrades

- The balance sheet on: Latin Amer;ca is: gme of the eentral
tasks m preparing for the approaching Tenth Wotld Con-
gre.ss :The: IEC plenum will be the. first opportunity to
make a tentative evaluation -and to make. more precise
the points. of view -of the International leaﬂershlp and. the
sections most directly involved, in the first place the -Argen-
ting, and Bolivian sections. We hope you will -be able to
overcome” all the technical difficulties. and assure the active
;partlclpation of -a representatwe deleganon from your
party.. T Sl

We thmk 1t necessary, however, to raise a few question.s
before the plenum ‘takes place. -It seems .to us that this
-ghould facilitate the necessary clarification.

In -the first place, we want to point out that whatever
differences: -of judgment we ‘may arrive ‘at, the struggle
the PRT ‘and ERP'have carried- forward since the Fifth
Congress represents ‘an’ unquestionable gain for the ‘Trot-
skyist and - revolutmnary ‘movement. The party hLias pro-
foundly changed the: 'spirit and style of work of ‘its
members; it has launched an armed struggle that rapidly
&CQulred considerable dimensions; it has won the status
6f 'being the’ largest’ organization fightmg in this field;
it has won great sympathy from proletarian and popular
layers, making itself a‘real factor in the pohtical battle
in the country. The party has experlmented with advanced
forms of struggle, laying a basis for solving the decisive
problem of the relat1onsh1p between armed struggle and
the ‘tha’ss) movement B

Ut is absolutely lamentable that this lesson has not beén
learned 'by a mmorlty of the International ‘and that
’f‘rotskylst organizatlons have pubhcly d1ssoc1ated them-
selves ‘from’ PRT—ERP actlons at premsely the moment
when tHey should have shown the most complete sohdanty
with, the Argentme comrades, the target of funous atfacks
from the world bourgeoisie. Moreover, it is inadmissible
that the "La Verdad" group launched attacks on the
-Azgentine- section. This.-group: nevertheless obtained-~with
the agreement of the PRT delegate—the status of sympa-
thizing  organization:- This group, whlch provoked the
party split in 1968, has Tost sxght of its most elementary
obligations, devotmg 1tsel.f to factlonal maneuvers,
attacking Latin ‘American sections in its press, as .well
as the International leadership,  and completelyd dis-
regarding the decisions of the Ninth .Congress. It has
confirmed .its. profoundly opportunist and tail-endist orien-
tation and methodology by hurrying to give a "left" cover
to tricky maneuvers of the dictatorship and carrying out
an unprincipled fusion with a socialist party lacking any
revolutionary ftradition and without the slightest real in-
fluence among the masses.

. . Having .said all this,. what are the. questxons facmg
the party, . questlons that have prompted us. to send this
letter? :

Leﬂer to the PRT (Combohente)

By Ernesi leno, Plerre, Sandor, Tonq, Delphm

At the beginning of a discussion that will necessarily
be very full, " we limit ourselves to 1nd1catmg them as
succinctly as possible.

‘We repeat: the actions developed by the party and the
ERP .since the Fifth Congress have had an indisputable
impact, they have helped to counteract the dictatorship's
maneuvers, they have gotten a considerable response
among: the popular strata, they have mobilized a sizable
vanguard in struggle. But has the political line developed
up to now really been able to éstablish a solid relation-
ship between armed struggle and the concrete dynamic
ofthemassmovement‘? '

"This question is all the more pertinent inasmuch as
the armed struggle was not initiated during a defensive
or stagnant stage but during a. period of impetuous
advance by the masses and, more particularly, by the
most advanced proletarian sectors ‘in the epicenters of
social confrontation in the country. In such a context
a linkup between the guerrﬂlas and the mass struggle
was “objectively possible. In fact this was beginning to
take place during the high point of ‘the Céordoba mobi-
lizatich, in the early months of 1971. The mterventlon
in FIAT, the active participation of the ERP in the 'Vibo-
razo [second Cérdoba uprising], and even the action
agamst Sylvester went preclsely in this direction.

But these poss1b|11t1es have not been exploited adequate-
ly and the actions during the last year have marked
a regression from the standpoint of political content. This
is the conclusion we draw based on the information at
our.disposal -(above. all, the party's commumques, bul-
letins, and public press). :

Perhaps this is owing to conjunctural factors and has
ondly. a purely tactical. meaning? Thls is a questlon that
deserves to be cleared up.

. In .our opinion there have been errors of estimate in
]udgmg the level attained by the armed struggle. The
party has not made a clear distinction between an em-
bryonic stage of civil-war in whiech urban guerrilla ac-
tions are developing and a situation of revolutionary
war in the strict sense, Thus there is a tendency to pro-
ject and carry -out actions suited to the second kind of
situation but which involve very grave material and po-
litical dangers .in the first kind of situation. This can
be verified coneretely from one angle that cannot be con-
sidered secondary. The enemy has to a large degree per-
fected his technique of repression, making a qualitative
leap in this regard. The armed organizations have not
been,able to respond on the same level. As a result, while
certain types aof action have not ceased,. they have be-
come much less frequent. For others the price paid has
been high (sacrifice or capture of many. members and
leaders, etc.). The action against Sallustro has clearly
shown how objectives not commensurate .with the rela-
tionship of forces ean only lead into an impasse. .
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In general, the strategy of armed struggle has not been
defined in a rounded way, and it is in this area, above
all, that a discussion is necessary. At its Fourth Congress,
the PRT correctly considered that the class struggle in
Argentina had reached a stage where armed struggle
was on the agenda. At its Fifth Congress it created the
instrument to begin this struggle, the ERP. But its orient-
ation underwent oscillations and rectifications. The Fourth
Congress had given priority to rural guerrilla war based
not only on "technical,” but also social and political con-
siderations. Taking into account the new situation created
by the upsurge of 1969, the Fifth Congress. proposed
although in 1nsuff1c1ently clear terms,. combmmg rural
guerrilla warfare and urban guerrilla warfare. In practxce
there is no doubt that the actions actually carrled out
were of an urban guerrilla type. But ‘these rectlficatlons
were made in a fundamentally emplrlcal way . w1thout
undertakmg a new overall deﬁmttom And, what is worse,
we repeat,, the urban guernlla actions marked a regres-
sion from the standpoint of pohtlcal content, desptte an
objective situation marked by, repeated ‘mass “mobiliza-
tions. ‘ o o )

Let's avoid any mlsunderstandings We are not unaware
of the fact that the PRT-ERP has never stopped mttlatmg
actions and that at times these actions have had very great
impact in Afgenfina and elsewhere, provmg to all that
it had in no way been paralyzed by the repression. But
in most cases these actions have been dictated much more
by the neéd to defend or rescue cadres and activists and
by logistic needs, than by a detertmﬁed pohtlcal end
by a iong-range plan.

"We have already mentioned the question of astrategic
orientation for the armed struggle. But what is decisive
in the end is the relationship between armed struggle and
the dynamtc of the mass movement. The objective’ condl—
tions in the country (a profound crisis of the system,
a high level of combatlvity on the part of the masses,
the maturing of a broad social vanguard on 'different
levels) make possible a direct linkup between the ‘mass
struggle and the armed struggle of the specmlized de—
tachments. This task remains unaccomplished

We know that the PRT is not unaware of thé problem.
The attempt to create rank-and -file committees ‘was aimed
precisely at providing the party with thé instruments for
establishing a presence—legal or illegal'— among themass-
es. But up to now mass strugglé and armed ’struggle have
simply been juxtaposed. Thé lack of 'a clear, overall strate—
gic line, and the choice of arm'ed actions of a certain type
—a choice which’ in turn has targely followed from a
certain estimation of the situatlon -has p”t'eVented the PRT;
despite the prestlge it has" won, frOm wmmng any Teal
political or organizational mfluence among the’ masses,
in the trade unions, etc., as well as from building a real
network of rank-and-file commlttees that would be able
to go beyond Sporadlc actions.

“Inasmuch as various’ articles and statements in the PRT
pubﬁlcatlons have put forward some rough generahzatnons
aimed at clarifying perspectlves, we believe we see two
essential ideas. The first, 1dea—11nked to' the perspectlve
of rural guerrilla war — is derxved from the experience
of China and Vietnam; this is the’ perspectlve of creating
red zones, that is; zones which can escape control by the
central power and- represent the base of the people's army.

Although we do not exclude this varient for Latin American
countries, including Argentina, it would, nevertheless, be

‘a mistake to fail to recognize that the conditions of the
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revolutlonary dynamic. in. China, namely (1) the soc1o-
economic composition of the country, ie., highly agrx—
cultural;(2) the existence of a party — prior to the launch-
ing of the peasant war—that had a very broad mass
influence and was linked to the world Communist move-
ment and through this to the tradition of .the October
Revolution; (3) the. paralys1s of the native ruhng classes
because of domestic as well as mternatlonal reasons. S;m-
ilar conslderatlons ‘hold. for Vietnam, with quahfxcatto,n
that since the conflict took on international scope Viet-
nam could count on the 1nd1spensable logistic support
of the workers states. In all of this there is no. analogy
with the current situation in. Argentlna :

The second idea, which  is .more, xélevant to th,e perspec-
tive of urban guerrllla war and which corresponds more
closely to. the country's structure, 1nvolves ;a concepnon
of areas of a certajn_measure ot dual power in the poor
netghborhoods—lxke the Algermn Casbah before the great
roundups — a sea in whlch the combatants would be able
to swim like fish, Leaying aside their propaganda value,
the food distribution actlons in the last analysis f1,t into
this perspective. But it is one thmg to carry out actlons
that take the enemy by surprise and win sympathy from
a certain milieu and another to be able to really con-
solidate red bases m the urban areas This. could only
come about if there were a very advanced crisis’ of the cen-
tral power and the party already had a broad and.solid
base. These condlt}ons clearly do not obtain, and lt is
unpossible to see how they could be created in the 1m-
mediate future.

Furthermore, all these’ questlons should be ralsed in the
context of a contmual]y ‘updated analysm of ‘the sithation
in the country. Let us start from the analysis’ deveIoped
in one of the most recent issues of Combatzente that we
have recelved (July 30, 1972) The article speaks of "three
forms that the dictatorship’ of the bourgeons1e ¢ould theo-
retically take in the comtng months. . A Brazilian type
dlctatorshlp, a populist coup of the Peruvran type, an
acuerdist [from Gran Acuérdo Nacional — Great’ Natlonal
Accord] coup or changes m the present govarnment favor—
most likely.

In ‘its general lines this analysm seems to us to bé well
founded. Buf i the third 'variant ‘is really the ‘most
probable; what conclusion follows from' this? it follows
that thé government wiil have to maneuVer with the mass
movement, seek to gain-time" through ‘economic ‘as well
as political concessions, lét the miassés énjoy a reIattve free-
dom of action.

Such a situation can Be explaited for' the benefit of the
revolutionary ‘movement : on tondition 'of avoiding any
confusion in the ared of analysis and’ perspeétives. It Will
be necessary, above all, to eombat any ‘téndeéhty to infer:
pret the' period eof partial- "democrahzahon ahead, T our
hypothesis proves correet;“‘as irplying a ‘perspective "of
"democratization" ' for an ' entire’ ’sﬁge =pen‘r'uttmg full
develdpment of the mass movenient: -of the unions, and" ‘of
the working~class organizations, ‘with - steadily w1demng
gains. It must never be forgotten that 'there are no ‘objec:
tive possibilities for the installation of a populist demo-



cratic regime in Argentma and that an experience like
that of Peronism ‘in 1945 can never be repeated. In the
last analysis, the regime cannot achieve a stage ‘of even
relattve stabllxzatlon, of economi¢ growth, without super—
explmting the working class and breaking its’ strength on
the trade-union as well as the political level. That is why,
aside from a "democratic” interlude, thé bourgéoisie ¢annot
aim at 'any alternative save the' Brazilian type. For this
reason, from the workmg-class point’ of view, it is néces:
sary to reject emphatlcally any orientation that 1nvolves
dlsarming the armed-struggle oﬁ-ganizatlons as well as any
concession to Spontanélst msurrectlonaltst v1ews that lead
in practlce to allowing’ 1arge~scale clashes to occur Between
an all—powerful repressive apparatus and empty handed
masses

On ‘the other hand, an opposite danger would be to
fail to grasp all the potentrahtles of the stage loor‘ning up;
to believe that thé action ‘of small’ armed groups could
block such a variant from taking place: (which ‘means
relymg 6n the loglc that the’ worse things - &te the better
the chances for revolution, which’revolutionists coné¢erned
dbout the interests and feelings of the masses carnnot do),
and fa"ilin’g to make the indispensable tactf¢al adjustments.
Such an attttude would lead to adventurism and would
rapxdly have very negaﬁvé results. -

‘Let us make it clearer Above all, what has’ ‘t6° be under-
stood is  that ‘over and above' the acuerdlst“ _bloc's
proposars, and all the dlversmmst maneuvers, the ”demo—
cratic” interlude will in’ any case be marked by great mass
struggles, by a deepgomg process of clarlflcatlon and de-
mystification (The Peronist movement will be the first to
find itself facmg agonizing choices. ) Avery rapld matura-
tion “of a very broad social vanguard will take place In
the framework of this perspective, developmg dzrect ties
with the masses in the union and polztzcal area assumes
an. absolute and immediate ‘priority and all m;ttatwes in
thg armed st'ruggle must be subordmated to this task.
The PRT and ERP should be prepared to assign their
best cadres to the mass movemen,t, cadres equlpped with a
rounded political educatlon ‘And _at the same time the
defense of the mass moblhzahons and actions from the
attacks’ of the enemy should be assured. Only to the degree
that they effectively explo,tt the possxble "democratic Ain-
terval wxll ‘the, revolutmmsts be _able to go over.from
an armed struggle, which consists essentially of urban
guerrilla warfare carried on by specialized detachments
to an armed struggle in whlch sectors of the masses will
be directly involved and where cadres coming, du‘ectly
from the work,lng class and the most exploited layers of
the populatlon will play a role, of primary unportance

It is necessary to prepare for thls perspectrve with the
greatest energy.

..The Uruguayan example shows. the dlfflcultles and dan-
gers that the PRT must confront. In spite of their strength
and popularity —which were unquestionably greater than
those of the ERP—the Tupamaros, far from exploiting
the electoral. interlude .for their. own benefit, have been

placed in a very- difficult gituation. ]
.. There are, .essentially, two reasons for this. In the ﬁrst
place, the Tupamaros djid not succeed in building .instru-
ments that could maintain close links between the armed
struggle and the masses. As a result the traditional left
organizations, mainly the CP and the CNT-[Confedera-

cion. Nacional de  Trabajadores], retained substantial
dommance over the working-class and petty-bourgeois
layers, and were thus able to lead and canalize the great
mass mobfl'izatlons In the second place, the Tupamaros
endorsed the Broad ‘Front in which workers parties alhed
themselves with bourgeois currents in backmg a bourge01s
personahty for pretudent Such an operatron did nothing
but ‘obscure the perspectlve for a revolutlonary struggle
whlch would not “have an abstract ant1—1mper1a11st and
democranc content, but a concrete antlcapltahst dyn ic,
excludmg any. alhances w1th ‘the bourgeo1s1e, or even
sections of it. Support to the Broad Front could only
promote all kinds of petty-bourgems deformations even
among the combatants themselves.’

Clarlty on these key questlons is absolutely necessary
in Argentina also. We’ have already pointed out that the
mab111ty of the PRT until now to translate the prestige
gained by its actions and the herotc sacrlflce of its mem-
bers into concrete gams in the workmg class, the’ unlons,
ete., represents a senous negahve entry in the ledger. Judg-
mg from some resolutlons ‘and bulletlns we must say that
this situation has been made worse by a very dangerous
kmd of political confusjon. It is significant, moreover,
that the PRT has not felt the need to express a cr1t1c1sm
of the’ Tupamaros attltude toward the Broad Front o

Obvtously there may also be’ bourgems sectors that op-
pose a fascist and mﬂltary dictatorship and the reyo-
lutlonary party should naturally, exploit the contradic-
tions of 1ts adversary. But thxs does not in any. way Justxfy
a pohtlcal lme of a umted front with the. bourgeoxsw or
with any part of it. It never justifies usrng formulatlons
like . those introduced in_one Executlve Commlttee reso-
lutlon, which characterlzed ‘the’ ENA, petty-bourgeors
formatlon, and even bourge01s sectors as strateglc allies."
(See Bulletin 23.) o

Ab0ve ali, an alhance—whlch 1s necessary _with social
Iayers cannot be confused with an alhance with polmcal
formattons ‘that haye influence at certain. perlods in these
layers (the Bolshevlks struggled hard agamst the Social
Revolutlonarres prec1sely to take away their peasant base)
Furtherrnore, when you talk about a strategxc alliance w1th
the ENA, you are elther usipng the term 'strategic’ 1ncorrect-
ly or, falhng into a gentrlst opportumst amalgam. In
reahty our strateglc persRecuVe can have absolutely
nothmg to do with that of the ENA or any other petty-
bourgeois formatlon it is dlametncally opposed. Their
oblectwe is to build a democranc regime, to, bring about
a bourgems-democrahc stage, as distinct from the socialist
stage, which they relegate to the dlstant future Our objec-
tive is to stxmulate a dynamlc of permanent revolution.

The PRT must explain without any ambiguity that
takmg advantage of legal or semllegal opportunities, ex-
ploiting a possible "democratlc interlude, in no way
1mp11es the shghtest compromlse the shghtest alliance w1th
the bourgeoisie or with petty bourge01s formatlons in 1ts
tow. The party must explam that while it m1ght make tacti-
cal agreements ‘with the Argentme CP, and even participate
in a campaign around a’'common candrdate of the workers
orgamzahons that call for soc1ahsm, it will not make the
slightest concession to the CP's strategy and general
methodology or those of other simﬂar formatlons

Any lack of clamty in tlus regard would be catastrophxc
for. accomplishing the key political task, demystifying
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Peronism, which continued to be the main obstacleblocking
the Argentine working class from achieving its political
independence as a class. The Peronist movement is con-
demned to be more and more violently shaken by its
contradictions. But these contradictions can only be taken
advantage of to advance the consciousness of the pro-
letariat and to build a mass revolutionary party if the
vanguard expresses an absolutely clear conception and
orientation.

Clarity, even terminological clarity, is very necessary,
since confused and openly mistaken orientations have been
shown by even the sector of the international workers
movement that has contributed the most in the past fifteen
years to advancing the revolution in Latin America. Since
the comrades of the PRT themselves have asked us ques-
tions in this respect, we will therefore make clear our
opinion of the current political line of the Cuban leaders.

The Fourth International is the communist organization
that has most energetically and enthusiastically defended
the Cuban revolutionaries, whom the supporters of Moscow
as well as Peking have frequently characterized in the
past as ultraleftists or petty-bourgeois adventurers. We
have stated that there is a qualitative difference between
Cuba and the other workers states in that Cuba has not
undergone bureaucratic degeneration. We have never in-
dulged in facile criticisms and denunciations raising the
cry of "betrayal” as have, however, some "friends"” of Cuba,
including even some armed-struggle organizations of
Castroist origin.

This does not keep us from saying that bureaucratic
tendencies have developed and that, to the degree that
Cuba remains isolated and severely restricted by its need
for aid from the Soviet bureaucracy, these will inevitably
increase. Proletarian democracy based on organs of a
soviet type, councils elected by the workers and peasants
with members subject to immediate recall and structured
in such a way as to form the real backbone of the workers
state, do not exist in Cuba. This fundamental lack cannot
be compensated for by the existence of other organs that
play only a partial role, nor by the prestige of Fidel
and the direct ties he and other leaders strive to maintain
with the masses. Neither can it be claimed that the party
bases itself in practice on democratic centralism as Lenin
conceived it. It is enough to record that not a single con-
gress has been held up until now — thirteen years after the
fall of Batista and more than ten years after the official
proclamation of the new Communist Party—and that
the differences expressed in the leadership bodies are kept
from the masses.

But it is some of the Cuban leaders' attitudes on the
international level that we find most alarming. We by
no means minimize the serious difficulties Cuba has to
overcome. We understand the full meaning of what Fidel
said last July 26: "When the hour of revolution comes
for Latin America we have to integrate ourselves with
the workers, with the workers and peasants, with the
revolutionists. But this is being delayed. We cannot plan
on an event that may be postponed for ten, fifteen, twenty
or twenty-five years—as the most pessimistic say. Mean-
while, what shall we do? A small country, surrounded
by capitalists, blockaded by Yankee imperialists. We will
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integrate ourselves economically into the socialist camp!”

We do not in any way question the right— and the duty
— of the Cuban leaders to establish economic and military
agreements with the Soviet Union. But the problem is
whether or not this involves subordination to the con-
ceptions of the bureaucracy, whether or not the interests
of the revolutionary struggle are sacrificed to the interests
of a certain international policy. When, on his return
from Moscow, Fidel praised the USSR unqualifiedly as
a country where Marxism-Leninism reigned in the spirit
of the October Revolution; when he unreservedly eulogized
bureaucrats like Brezhnev and company; he sacrificed
the needs of the fundamental struggle of the worker and
peasant masses against this bureaucracy, which he himself
has criticized in the past, to the needs of diplomacy. Like-
wise, he cerainly doesn't help the struggle of the revolu-
tionists when he goes even further than the leaders of
many Communist parties in exalting the superbureaucratic
Husak regime that organized trials in the purest Stalinist
tradition against revolutionists and Communist Party and
union members, whose crime was to oppose a bureaucratic
regime that is no more than a blood-stained caricature
of socialism.

But this has more direct consequences. The Cuban
leaders have put a damper on the criticisms they made
in the past of the Latin American CPs—criticisms that
were correct and indispensable— thus refusing to carry
forward the struggle against opportunist and centrist
deviations and, objectively, helping to maintain illusions
about these parties. And, still worse, they have taken
completely wrong positions toward certain bourgeois re-
gimes in Latin America. We repeat once again that we
are not trying to put in question the right of a workers
state to take advantage of the room for maneuver offered
by interbourgeois struggles. But when the Cubans char-
acterize the Peruvian army and the Velasco Alvarado
regime as revolutionary, when they keep quiet about the
repression against the Peruvian workers and revolutionists,
they are adopting an opportunist attitude that we must
criticize for the important reason that it involves confusion
about the role to be played by bourgeois sectors in the
Latin American revolution.

Precisely because the Cuban leaders are not bureaucrats,
what we have just pointed out indicates the degree to
which the Soviet bureaucracy still exercises its international
influence, including in Latin America. Behind the Com-
munist parties and their strategy, which remains profound-
ly opportunistic, behind the conceptions of revolution by
stages and alliances with the "national bourgeoisie"—
alliances that are more or less realized —lies the strategy
and pressure of the Moscow bureaucracy. On the other
hand, the events in Ceylon and Pakistan, the triumphant
receptions of people like the queen of Iran in Peking con-
firm that the Chinese leaders play an analogous role.
The inescapable conclusion is that Stalinism is not dead,
is not a phantom, but a powerful reality, the reality of
those bureaucratized parties and regimes. For this reason
a struggle against Stalinism continues to be an elementary
need, including in Argentina, whatever positions may be
adopted conjuncturally by other revolutionary currents
and in the first place, the current represented by the Cuban



leaders who have to their credit the historic achievement
of having established the first workers state on the Amer-
ican continent. !

We consider that ‘a discussion is necessary around all
these questions and that it can develop positively in the
coming months within the framework of preparation for
the Tenth World Congress. The entire International looks

forward to your contribution with the greatest interest.

October 31, 1972
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Some Fundamental Differences Betweeh the PRT

and the International Majority

By Ernest Livio, Plerre, Sundor, Tcmq, Delphm :

Before the plenum of the International Executive Com-
mittee, six members of the majority of the United Sec-
retariat addressed a letter to the PRT comrades, in which
they expressed their evaluation of the situation in Ar-
gentina and.the party's orientation. The aim was to open
a needed and urgent political debate and to provide an
initial guide mark for it. After the distribution of bulletins
No. 33 and No. 34, which review the differences between
the PRT and the. International Majority on some basic
questions, we feel it is useful to intervene a second t1me
in hope of stimulating a political and theoretical con-
frontation and avoiding a sterile dialogue of the deaf.
We deeply regret that so far the leaders of the PRT have
not mentioned our letter in any way . although  the text
arrived in Argentina (in fact we received the Spanish
translation, without any mention of who was responsible
for putting it out). On the other hand they have centered
their polemic on so-called factional activity, even a con-
spiracy, those guilty being members of the PRT, the Bra-
zilian POC, and the Ligue Communiste (including a mem-
ber of the United Secretariat). This is not the place to
give the pertlnent answer that is required and that can
be summarized as follows: no factional activity was or-
ganized by the United Secretariat or its majorlty

The basic problem is not, in any case, to stir up false

discussions over. false problems. If some problems are

posed, if relations have, deterjorated, the reason is ba-
sically political, and it is on this level that one must seek
clarity from the start. This is all the more true, since the
International is already engaged in the preparatory pe-
riod for the Tenth World Congress, and consequently,
each section, each tendency, and each. member has the
right to speak out on the problems that are posed (while
continuing to apply the line -adopted by the preceding
congress). For. our part, without pretending to exhaust
the subject, we. are. stressmg some questions here that
must be settled.

Marxlsf l.emmsts or Trotskylsts?

In summanzmg the 1deolog1cal dlfferences between the
PRT, and "the European sections of the International” (ac-
tually it isn't a question of the European sections,. but
of virtually the whole of our movement), bulletin. No. 34
says: "Our party considers itself to be Marxist-Leninist.
In contrast the other .parties of the.International define
themselves as Trotskyist." .

From a formal point of v1ew, it is . necessary first of
all to state that for.a whole period our organizations
most often called themselves "Bolshevik-Leninists," that
the documents of the Founding Congress (1938) used
the word .Trotskyist in quotes, and that the statutes adopt-
ed by the Second World Congress (1948) suggested the
name Internationalist Communist parties for our sections,

27

Even today we often use the charactenzatlon "revolution-
ary Marxists" in place of "Trotsky1sts

We might add that the title Marxist- Leninists is no longer
clear in and of itself. The pro-Soviet CPs, although fraudu-
lently, do not cease claiming to be Marxist- Leninist, and
the Maoist orgamzatlons and sects do the same thmg
w1th great fanfare. It is thus indispensable in any case
to introduce a supplementary formula what current do
we represent among all those who claun kinship with
Marxism-Leninism? We don't see any serious oblectlon
to acceptmg the characterlzatlon of Trotsky1sts, ‘which
or1g1nally was bestowed on us by our opponents.

.But here a substantive question is posed, one _which
is, in the last analyms, decisive. It goes w1thout saying
that we are MarxlstrLemmsts on the basis of the fact
that the Fourth Internatlonal accepts the totality of the
concepnons and method of Marx and Lenin, and con-
stantly struggles against all those who consider, them
obsolete. But Trotsky made his own contribution to rev-
olutlonary thought. In the epoch of the first Russian rev-
olution, he formulated the theory of the permanent rev-
olution that Lenin accepted in its essence in 1917. And
above all he analyzed the phenomenon of the degeneration
of a workers state, introducing the, sclentlﬁc category of
the bureaucracy, without ‘which it is 1mposs1ble to grasp
what happened in the last half—century, in the Sovxet ‘Union
as well, as on the world scale. :

That is why we spec1fically adhere to Trotskylsm, which
does not in any way imply that through it we differen-
tiate ourselves in the shghtest from the theoretical acqui-
sitions of Marxism-Leninism. The disavowal of such a
characterization can only be explained by a lack of clarity
on the central problem of the struggle against every bu-
reaucratlc tendency and caste, or by an opportunlst adap-
tatlon

Which ‘Revol_utionary International?

In tackhng the polltlcal dlfferences," the bulletm spe-
cifically states: "Our party hinges the reconstructlon of
the Marxist-Leninist international as a revolut1onary mass
international. on the part1c1pat10n in this process of those
revolutlonary partles that hold power such as the Cuban,
Vietnamese, etc. At the congress we also included the
Chmese, but now there are elements that we must study
more closely which could possibly show that thoge com-
rades who charactenzed the Chmese party as a bureau-
cratized party were correct. ‘The rest of the International
bases a strategy for party building on the strength of
its forces, independently of parties like the Cuban and
Vletnamese .

This involves a key questlon requlrmg a clea.r answer
First, it is necessary to recall the following basic ideas:

1. Without a revolutionary International with a mass



base, meaning without a Leninist party organized as
a world party, the proletariat will not be able to properly
carry out its historic task ofr overturning- capitalism ‘on
a world scale, and of rebuilding society on truly socialist
bases. This is the idea that led Marx and Engels to found
the First International and to, take qmrt in its practicai
activity in the difficult years, that led Lenin to launch
the Communist International on the basis of the favdrable
conditions created by the victory of the October Revo-
lution, and that inspired Trotsky's decision to proclaim
the Fourth International in 1938, despite his consciousness
of the immense obstacles.

2. The revolutionary mass International will be based
not solely on the acquired knowledge of Marxism and
Lemmsm, but' also on that of Trotskyrsm (namely the
theory ‘of the pérmanent révolution and’ the conception
of the historic' necessity of the revolutlonary struggle for
the overthrow of bureaucratic power) As a resulf, only
those organlzatlons or currents that have broken irrev-

ocably with the bureaucracy, both within each country

and on an 1nternat10na1 scale, will be able to participate
in it.

This said, it is clear that the revolutionary International
will ‘be ‘built by forces mcomparably larger than those
that today compose the Fourth International. Tn such
a perspective, one would not a prior1 exclude the pos-
sibility ‘that currents that have come under the influence
of Stalinism or of more general bureaucratism, or that
swung between Stalinism, cenfrism and revolutionary
Marxism will, on the basis of their own experiences and
a deep critical reﬂectlon, arrive at that positlon That,
in ‘general terms, is our conceptlon, whlch while being
totally’ prmcxpled reJects all sectarian attitudes, all fetlsh-
ism regardlng present orgamzatlonal forms.

As against thls, the PRT comrades express ‘an eclectic
conception restmg, in the la'st analys1s, on a too sum-
mary and partial analysis —thus incorrect —of the real
situation of certain Communist parties. The fact that,
regardlng the Chinese Communlst Party (not a small
detall), the authors of bulletin No. 34 must admit they
were possrbly decelved should 1nc11ne them to broaden
their self-critical reflection and pay closer ‘attention to
the analyses of the Internatlonal which are the result
of collective formulation developed ‘and verified in prac-
tice on a world scale. They should pose the question
for themselves of knowing if the proper role for a rev-
olutionary vanguard i to define principted arnalyses and
positions before others, if necessary going agalnst the
current, or to recogmze a s1tuat10n after 1t1has even become
obvious to the blind. '

Moreover, the " very terms of the problem are poorly
posed in the PRT's documents It isn't only the Fourth
International that considers it 'impossible to develop a
common ‘effort to build the revolutlonary International
with the Communist parties ‘mentioned ' by the Argentme
comrades, these parties themselves don't envisage any
step ‘in Such a dlrectlon and would consider any’ present
initiative on dur part as’ fantastxc and grotesque if not
a provocation.

Can one ignore, moreover, that very ‘serious differences
have existed for many years among the parties mettioned
in the PRT's ‘Fifth Congress documents, that certain of
them are oriented towards international groupings that
oppose each other in a sharp struggle? Is it possible

to dispute that all these parties, including the Cuban and
Vietnamese — about whom we will return —have not bro-
ken with the international cepters of the bureaucracy,
which is not without very concrete negative implications?

Finally: these parties, all rejecting the very idea of a

>revolutlonary International ‘as a world party, as it was

conceived of by Marx, Lenin, and Trotsky, and, to the

‘extent . that - they clearly express themselves on the sub-

ject, remain anchored in the concepts formulated by Stalin
in the epoch of the dissolution of the Communist Inter-
national and carried on by his successors. It is true that
the Cuban leaders have differentiated themselves in a
positive’ way in this arena as well, by the attempt at build-
ing the international movement that was the OLAS [Or-
ganization of Latin American Solidarity]. But precisely
because this attempt did not have a solid theoretical and
pohtlcal base, because it was conceived in a solely Latin
American perspective —thus bemg, at bottom, sectoral —
because it didn't imply an unequivocal definition with
respect to the Soviet and Chinese bureaucracy, it rapidly
and lamentably went bankrupt, being unable —it must
be added —to  express an adequate strategy for Latin
America either. All ‘the revolutionaries of the continent
have paid a very heavy price for this bankruptcy.

Regarding Proletarianization

“In defining what it calls the "methodological" differences,
the PRT's bulletin says: "Our party characterizes the Inter-
national and its sections as having a predominantly petty-
bour‘geors composmon and character and poses prole-
tarianization as one of the fundamental elements for build-
ing the International. The rest of the International, or
at least the I.S. and the leadershlp of the European sec-
tions, have not "posed this problem, “preferring to fight
agamst it as workensm " 'moralism," etc."

It is a fact that the composition of the Fourth Inter-
national, including the PRT, is not yet predominantly
prolétarian and that the growth of our sections has been
greater, up to now, in student or radicalized petty-bour-
geois layers than in the working class. It is absolutely
incorreet ‘that the International leadership and the Eu-
ropean ‘sections ignore the problem.

' The history of the ‘revolutionary movement teaches us
that during certain stages of the struggle, the vanguard
can find a deeper-echo among radicalized petty-bourgeois
layers, in the intellectual and student sectors, etc., than
in the working class. This often happened in the past.
This has happened ‘today net only in the case of the
Fourth International, but also in the case of other cur-
rénts of the revolutionary left (including, to limit our-
selves to Latin America, the Tupamaros, and the Chilean
MIR). We are perfectly conscious of the serious problems
ﬂowmg from this. ’

-“As a ‘matter of fact, our orientation, revolving around
the centrality of intervening and developing roots in the
working class —which is the orientation explicitly adopted
by the greater part of our European sections and is re-
flected in the document for the coming world congress—
is determined as much by the political conclusions flowing
from the analysis of the situation in capitalist Europe,
as by the necessity for a change in the social compo-
sition of our ‘organizations. The results attained up to
now remain incontestably modest. However, our sections
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in Europe presently have a much more significant num-
ber of worker and unionized members than ever before,
and, thanks to these members, to sympathizers, and to
other contacts, they are in a position to exercise a real
influence on the layers of new generations of workers
who have been playing a growing role since 1968. Here
are some components for concretely judging that could
not be put in question by so-called "sociological" con-
siderations, of populist inspiration, on the life style of
European comrades or on.the neighborhoods they've
chosen to live in. 1

But there is a supplementary consxderatlon Proletarlan
social composition and ties with the masses do not in
themselves furnish any guarantee. There have been, and
there are, reformist organizations that have a working-
class composition, solid ties with the masses, and are
led- by members coming out of the proletariat. This doesn't
prevent them from being truly reformist, therefore inte-
grated in the capitalist system and dominated by an ideol-
ogy originating in opponent classes. The decisive guar-
antee can only be political in nature: all depends on the
orientation the organizations adopt, the total maturation
of their cadres and members. All depends on it: including
their growth in the working class..

A Caricature of the Marxist Method

In the effort to seize on what they call "el trasfondo
ideologico” [ideological -background] of the conceptions
of the Ligue Communiste and of an important sector
of the International, the authors of bulletin No. 34 write:

"The fundamental shortcoming in the League's concep-
tion is that it essentially regards party building as a
theoretical question, although it interprets theory from
a non-Marxist point of view. We will try to explain briefly
what we mean: the League feels that the key to building
a revolutionary party is the theoretical and political ed-
ucation of its members, hence they conceive the develop-
ment of revolutionary cadres as essentially a question
of very broad study and research, mainly in the history
of the world revolution and in current international rev-
olutionary experiences. They:cannot see that this studying
and research is never ending, that it constantly pushes
them toward dilletantism, that it cannot be correctly as-
similated if it is not based on a truly revolutionary life
style.. That in the absence of truly revolutionary practice,
without. full intervention . in the class struggle in their coun-
try, without a fusion with the workers vanguard and
the exploited masses, without - a revolutionary fighting
spirit, or a proletarian way of-life, it is impossible.to
correctly assimilate Marxist-Leninist theory or to - thor-
oughly and accurately understand the complexity of the
contemporary class struggle. As Marx said, it is.'being
that determines consciousness . . . ,! the starting point for
the education: of a revolutionary militant is his way .of
life, his practice in the proletarian struggle. The compa-
neros in the French Communist League relegate the pro-
letarianizing of  intellectuals to second place, moreover
they fight ‘it and ridieule it, -thus.eliminating the possi-
bility for a real assimilation of Marxism-Leninism.

"Leninism teaches that revolutionary.theory is learned
and assimilated in the life of:the party; that revolutienary
intellectuals bring in-'fragments of Marxism' to the party,
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and in the party, through its revolutionary practice, the
teachings of the classics, the dialectic are analyzed, studied,
and assunllated in the process of concretely applying
them, using them as a guide for action. What is involved,
then, is a process whose axis is the revolutionary practice
of the party, a process that goes from the study of texts
to the concrete application of the general truths of Marx-
ism toward solving the concrete problems of the revo-
lutionary struggle, which results in new theoretical anal-
yses, a return to the texts, and once again to concrete
practice, etc., always using practice, that is, the results
of applying the line laid out, as the criterion for truth.

"From that viewpoint, from the feeling that revolutionary
theory originates in education, in books, and in infor-
mation, they develop the criteria of analyzing and giving
their opinion on the state of the class struggle in every
country and on an international level. Because they con-
sider themselves international revolutionists by virtue of
their bookish contact with internationalism, they feel they
have the right and the duty to give their opinion on the
growth .of the class struggle in any country whatsoever.
This is the way they operate for the most part, drawing
hasty, irresponsible conclusions without any real Marxist
understanding of the situation, as in Cuba for example,
where they jump to using the formulations of bureau-
cracy, Stalinism, etc., and to characterizing the growth
of the Vietnamese Workers party as empirical, etc.

"We say that they have a non-Marxist understanding
of theory because they claim that analysis is the be all
and end all, that is, they try to make analysis the most
important aspect of knowledge. As Marxism-Leninism has
already shown us, the axis and culmination of the learn-
ing process is revolutionary practice, which at the same
time is the only test of truth. Hence Marx disqualifies
other theoreticians and distinguishes himself from them
when he maintains in the Theses on Feuerbach that "The
philosophers have only interpreted the world in various
ways; the point however is to change it." It doesn't mean
anything to a Marxist to analyze a social situation that
he. is not going to intervene in; to the compaferos in
the League, however, it does. They dare to give their
opinion and, above all, to formulate a line on processes
and situations that they don't have the slightest possibility
of intervening in and that they don't know anything
about.”

The citation is long, but it summarizes the conceptions
of the authors of these lines qulte clearly.

We have already spoken of the question of proletarian-

_ization. We could add here that well-developed militants

of a revolutionary party, with very solid ties with the
masses and able to intervene effectively at all levels of
the class struggle, would unquestionably, be a condition
for grasping the situation in all its specific forms much
better. Well, such a party does not exist at present, either
in France or in Argentina. We thus have no choice but
to base ourselves on the one hand on the general analyses
developed through a rigorous application of the Marxist
method, and on the other hand on the empirical indi-
cations that we draw from the still limited practlce of
our organizations.. The question actually posed is, from
the beginning, to know if our general analyses are cor-

rect, (on this. ground the PRT comrades prefer not to

get involved, and for good reason!); in the second place,
to know if we are moving in the direction of overcoming



our present limits, above all from the point of view of
our social composition. But such a discussion must be
concrete to be useful. If not, one may repeat empty gen-
eralities, one may swing between moralizing populism
and gratuitous insinuations, ignoring the real situation.

We don't deny that impressionistic assessments —whose
source should most often be sought in insufficient study
and information rather than in the intellectual penchant
or petty-bourgeois origins of their authors— sometimes
appear in the organs of our movement. But there is a
basic point that seems to escape the authors of the bul-
letin entirely. In the last analysis, the European sections
arose from, or were profoundly rejuvenated through, the
anti-imperialist mobilizations of the 1960s ( Latin America,
Vietnam). Through these mobilizations our members felt
the need to be informed about happenings on other con-
tinents, to know their history, to analyze the dynamic
of their revolution.

The imperatives of our struggle for hegemony within
the new vanguards and in the most politicized layers
of the workers developed in the same manner. It was —
and remains —necessary to define oneself at each stage
not solely in relation to the particular developments of
the class struggle in which one is directly involved, but
also in relation to the world situation, in relation to the
decisive forces that operate on ‘the international arena.
This implies, among other things, an analysis of the
orientations and practice of all the currents in the workers
and the revolutionary movements. This implies a precise
knowledge and constant criticism of the line of the Social
Democratic or Stalinist bureaucracies, and of the degen-
erated workers states, of the USSR and China above all.
It is, in the end, impossible to win cadres, to develop
them, to push the construction of revolutionary parties
without outlining at every -stage a world perspective, with-
out grasping and indicating each day how the struggle
in each country and in each sector is indissolubly tied
to the totality of the world process.

It is lamentable that the leaders of the PRT do not
understand that it is a very practical political necessity
that inspires the interest of our members in France, in
Europe, and elsewhere, and that it has nothing to do
with an unhealthy intellectual curiosity. But such an at-
titude explains to us, at least in part, why the PRT's
publications are so poor, so primitive in terms of anal-
ysis of the world situation, including analysis of other
countries of Latin America. When positions are taken,
they are either marked by an extreme superficiality (see
for example the unbelievable judgment at the time of the
announcement of the Nixon-Mao meeting), or they are
borrowed from other sources, above all Cuban, or they
border on the most vulgar propaganda.

The authors of the bulletin outline, in passing, a self-
criticism regarding a characterization of the Chinese CP.
But they should draw the whole lesson of that situation.
In E! Unico Camino, which is linked up on this level
to the tradition of Morenoism, some comrades of the
PRT put Trotskyism, Maoism, and Castroism nearly in
the same bag. The thrust of their position was to con-
sider Trotskyism and Maoism as complementary. The
Fifth Congress confirmed the same orientation two years
later. Well, this kind of error was committed through
lack of serious analysis, through adaptation to the cli-
mate of "Maoism" of the period, through pragmatism.
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If the whole International had adopted the same posi-
tion, we would have been literally disarmed at the mo-
ment it became imperative to demystify the so-called cul-
tural revolution, to show that Mao was not, in any way,
in the process of leading a struggle to smash the bu-
reaucracy, but that he himself also represented a bu-
reaucratic current, which, while differentiating itself with
respect to Moscow, subordinated the requirements of the
mobilized masses to the requirements of bureaucratic pow-
er, and subordinated the needs of the revolutionary world
struggle to the diplomatic needs of his bureaucratized
state. '

The comrades of the PRT remind us of the basic truth
that Marxism does not limit itself to interpreting reality,
but must transform it, and that verification in practice
is, in the last analysis, the decisive criterion.

Unhappily, their formulations, especially that there is
no sense in analysing a social situation where one doesn't
intervene, borders on a caricature of the Marxist ma-
terialist conception.

What they ignore is the autonomy — of course relative —
of knowledge, thus of analysis. What they forget is that
"the dialectical path of knowledge of the truth, of the
knowledge of reality," proceeds from "living intuition to
abstract thought, and from that to practice’ (Lenin). What
they confuse is the need for practical verification as the
decisive criterion in the last analysis and an alleged ne-
cessity for a material empirical contact with reality as
a condition sine qua non of all valid analysis.

The works of Marx and Lenin are generalizations on
the highest level, preceded by the organization of a gi-
gantic mass of empirical facts and developed through
a scientific method. But it would be ridiculous to pretend
that Marx could write Capital, or Lenin The Development
of Capitalism in Russia, thanks to a direct intervention
in the social situation. Moreover, didn't Lenin explain
that Marxism was the result of classical German philos-
ophy, English political economy, and French socialism,
to wit, of generalizations developed as far as we can
see outside of any practice of the working class? Of course,
Marx and Lenin were only able to formulate their the-
ories to the extent that they oriented themselves from
the vantage point of the historic interest of the proletariat,
and the validity of these theories was verified in light
of the reality of the class struggle. But that has nothing
to do with the idea that one can only make an analysis
to the extent that one directly intervenes in a social sit-
uation. In parallel fashion, the sense of responsibility
that should inspire a revolutionary in his judgments and
eriticisms of ‘organizations and leaders who have effec-
tively contributed to the historic struggle for the over-
throw of capitalism is one ‘thing. It is another thing to
claim, as is sometimes done in discussions by the PRT
comrades, that only those who have participated in a
revolutionary process or who are engaged in armed strug-
gle have the authority necessary to express themselves.

Moreover, let us reflect for a moment on the formu-
lation used in the bulletin: "It doesn't mean anything
to a Marxist to analyze a social situation that he is not
going to intervene in." What does this mean concretely?
Taken to its conclusion, a worker, even a revolutionary
worker, should analyze only the situation in his factory,
or at most his city or region. No one should engage
in the slightest analysis of other countries, other parts



of the world. In practice, those who write these lines vio-
late their own line when, under the impulse of unavoidable
political necessity, they outline their analyses and judg-
ments on things that are not related to their practical
activity, to their direct experience.

The problem is thus, whether the analyses that every-
one has to make, more or less systematically, even out-
side their own field of activity, are or are not based on
real facts, on sufficient information, on a rigorous meth-
od. The problem is whether one draws adequate practical
conclusions or not from the analyses. This is the heart
of the problem, which cannot be made to vanish through
hollow generalizations on the connection between knowl-
edge and practical activity or through simplistic formulas
having no relation with a materialist conception. Once
again, comrades, concretize your criticisms and apprais-
als. Get into the heart of the question!

As for us, we are absolutely convinced that the Fourth
International —even as it is now —is capable of develop-
ing the most valid analyses and generalizations to the
extent that, on the one hand, it attaches itself to the living
traditions of the revolutionary world movement, and on
the other, it represents a center for collective elaboration
in which the most diverse experiences and the richest em-
pirical knowledge converge. We repeat: fundamentally the
International is the essential component in the struggle
for the overthrow of capitalism on the world scale, but
it is first of all the irreplaceable instrument for that total
knowledge that is indispensable to lead the struggle to
a proper end. To deny or minimize the role of the Inter-
national, to confine onself to conceptions that are in prin-
ciple or in fact federalist, means to be condemned to em-
piricism, to expose oneself to the risk of succumbing to
powerful sectoral pressures, in such a way as to hinder
a real understanding of the general (and thus also of
the particular, which cannot be gained in all its meaning
except within the framework of a total analysis). This
can mean, in practice, renouncing independent revolu-
tionary elaboration and contenting oneself with the crumbs
that fall from the banquet table of others, coming under
the influence, i.e., the ideological hegemony, of power-
ful bureaucracies endowed with a concept of the whole,
which they determine as a function of their own con-
servative interests and not of the revolutionary interests
of the proletariat. -

These are the substantive methodological shortcomings
which are, from the theoretical point of view, at the root
of the eclectic positions of the PRT leaders and of their
refusal to wage the consistent battle that is called for
against the bureaucratic leaderships of the workers states.
Their lame attitude in the face of the Chinese bureau-
cracy and their support to the Soviet bureaucracy in
the invasion of Czechoslovakia —a reflection of the in-
fluence of the Cuban leadership on them —have been up
to now the most obvious manifestations of such an at-
titude. In fact, there is a combination of analytical pov-
erty, principled eclecticism, and practical opportunism.
Breaks in the internationalist conception flow from this:
the needs of the mass struggle in one sector of the world
revolution are subordinated or sacrificed to particular
tactical needs. )

Class Struggle in the Party?

There is another differencé that must be underlined.
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It concerns the method through which the leaders of the
PRT characterize incorrect positions or criticisms that
emerge in the party as the product of hostile class pres-
sures. From this they go to using the notion of the class
struggle within the party.

In principle we don't question that even revolutionary
militants can come under the influence of a petty-bourgeois
social milieu, and that, in given contexts, this can lead
them to become vehicles of concepts or attitudes that are
harmful for the organization. But consciousness of such
a danger has nothing to do with the practice of auto-
matically labeling any member who criticizes the party
line or commits errors as an "objective” agent of the petty-
bourgeoisie or even the bourgeoisie.

That method was brought into the workers movement
by Stalinism: all the real or potential opponents of Stalin
were regularly denounced as agents of imperialism, sup-
porters of the restoration of capitalism in the Soviet Union.
Maoism has followed this example up to the present:
the conflicts within the party and its leadership during
the "cultural revolution" were explained as the expression
of a class struggle between the defenders of socialism
and the partisans of capitalism (it is true that a little
later the number 2 defender of socialism, the well-loved
Comrade Lin Piao, suddenly changed character, passing
from the first category into the second . . .).

Far from being the result of an objective analysis de-
veloped after an exhaustive -confrontation and a veri-
fication in practice, the sociological characterization was
simply an instrument of ideological intimidation, a means
to stifle debate, and an attempt to justify the bureaucratic
and administrative measures (including physical elim-
ination).

From. a theoretical point of view, the method utilized
by the PRT leaders, viewed in the best possible light,
is inadequate (to the extent that one automatically, with-
out any thought, looks for a class pressure behind every
mistaken position, or position the leadership considers
mistaken). But above all they ignore that the differen-
tiations and differences in a revolutionary party have
their objective base in the differentiations existing in the
working class itself. The working class is in no way a
single homogeneous entity. It is composed of multiple
layers, which are differentiated by their objective situa-
tion in the socio-economic fabric, and by their experiences
in struggle. As a result, the differences flow from the very
real difficulty of developing, at each stage, a total correct
analysis and of drawing from it all the tactical and stra-
tegic conclusions that flow from it. It is absolutely in-
evitable— above all in very dynamic situations where
the facts of the problems and the needs for action can
change with extreme rapidity —that different positions op-
pose each other within the same party on the character
of a given stage, on the priorities of choice, on the meth-
ods to adopt, etc. The only way to use the internal dia-
lectic flowing from this in a positive way, to avoid split-
ting the party organization, to reduce the contingent ex-
penses, to assure—which in the last analysis is the most
important —the most efficacious intervention in practice,
is to have the most democratic confrontation of positions,
without limitation of the right of criticism, of the right
to organize tendencies, without the leadership enjoying
a privileged position for the imposition of its own views.
The practice of constantly leveling perjorative sociological



characterizations against all those who criticize the ma-
jority line can only impede such a political confrontation
and thus harm the development and maturation of the
party. e

The Vietnamese Communist Party

The appraisal of the character of the Vietnamese Com-
munist Party is under discussion within the International
and we will take the occasion to review it during the
debate preceding the world congress. But we will state
right now that we do not accept the position of the PRT
comrades which puts the Vietnamese party on the same
plane as the Bolshevik Party of Lenin's time:. :

It goes without saying that revolutionary Marxists can-
not ignore or minimize in any way the historic contri-
bution of the Vietnamese Communists to the fight against
world capitalism in building a workers state in half their
country and ‘in inflicting a heavy defeat on American
imperialism in a war whose ultimate goal was to crush
the Indochinese revolution. Nor do we minimize—in fact
we have already drawn attention to it in regard to the
growth of our sections in Europe—the decisive impor-
tance that the heroic struggle of the Vietnamese had for
the eruption of new vanguards throughout the world.
It is for all these reasons that we don't share the position
of those who characterize the Vietnamese party as Stalin-
ist. What is involved in such a characterization, more-
over, is a very partial view that grasps one side of a
complex situation. We know that rejecting this charac-
terization can pose problems of historic analysis and
theoretical synthesis which merit ample discussion. But
much graver problems are posed if one agrees to include
in the category of Stalinism a party that has destroyed
capitalism in its country and was, for a long period,
in the vanguard of the struggle against imperialism on
a world scale. Comrade J. Rousset, in his recent essay,
correctly wrote:

"The PCV belongs to that generation of Communist
parties that, before and after the second world war, broke
in practice with the international politics of the Soviet
bureaucracy. . . . Of all these parties, the PCV is the
one that went the furthest in rediscovering the principles
of Marxism." (P. 125.) - ‘

Concretely, the PCV has on several occasions shown
its independence with respect to both Moscow and Peking
on important questions, which leads it, among other things,
to seek alliances and collaboration with sectors of the
workers and revolutionary movement ferociously attacked
by the Soviet and Chinese bureaucracies. It has in fact
rejected the Khrushchevite and Maoist conception of co-
existence and, in the face of developments in the South
in' the years following the Geneva compromise, it chose,
although with initial hesitations and a certain tardiness,
to get involved in the revolutionary struggle against the
neocolonial regime and to give it leadership, conscious
all the while that that would inevitably lead to a major
confrontation with American imperialism. It grasped the
dynamic of permarent revolution in the Indochinese rev-
olution and systematically worked to pull out the roots
of capitalism in the liberated zones of the South as well.

In other words, the' PCV did not practice a policy of
subordination to the so-called national bourgeoisie as
did the Italian and French CPs in 194447, the Chinese
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CP in 1925-27, and’' the Indonesian CP in the 1960s,
and the fronts it set in motion were based on committees
effectively tied to the masses, where the dominant classes
had no way of making their interests prevail or of ex-
ercising important influence. On the other hand, the con-
ception of the peasant war never had the result of negating
the hegemonic role of the proletariat, exercised through
the party.

‘Having said that, it shouldn't be forgotten that the
theoretical generalizations of the Vietnamese Communists
are not always free from ambiguity and that they implied
and imply concessions to popular-frontist ideas of Stalin-
ist origin. This  has had, especially in certain periods,
very negative results on the policy of theparty (not only
during the 1930s as Giap himself pointed out, but until
the beginning of the 1950s with respect, for example,
to agrarian policy). What is still ‘more ‘important is that
this also risks impeding the theoretical and political clar-
ification needed for the rebirth of the world Communist
movement; since, thanks to the prestige gained through
their struggle, all the conceptions of the Vietnamese Com-
munists represent an extremely important reference point
for Communist and revolutionary militants throughout
the world. From the ambiguities in certain formulations —
especially ' concerning relations' with the national bour-
geoisie —one can proceed as the Vietnamese have in the
last twenty years, that is, through a struggle that broke
through all theoretical limitations. But others could be
led to proceed like the Indonesian Communists, who made
an alliance with the' so-called national, anti-imperialist
bourgeoisie, etc., and ended up in a tragic defeat.

But the question of our attitude regarding the Vietnamese
Communist Party implies a fundamental question: how
should one characterize the Democratic Republic of Viet-
nam? We have said, and we repeat: capitalism was over-
thrown in North Vietnam and a workers state was in-
stalled. It is a historic gain. But the North Vietnamese
workers state is not based on organs of real proletarian
democracy. Of course, the party and the political
apparatus in general have ties with the masses'and, thanks
to the role played during the last twenty-five years, to
a large extent enjoy their confidence; which allowed them
moreover to carry out the mobilization necessary to lead
a war against imperialism and the Saigon puppet regime.
But organs such as existed in revolutionary Russia, seen
as instruments through which the masses in reality
exercise their power and decide ‘all political questions,
do not exist. This is an essential component.

We add that in Vietnam also there isn't a separation
between the state and the"p_arty, and the whole experience
of a Half-century in societies in transition shows that such
an identity between the state and party is at once a mani-
festation and a supplementary cause of bureaucratism.
This is all the more so since the party does not function
according to the Leninist criteria of democratic centralism,
but is still inspired by methods introduced into the Com-
munist movement by ~Stalin, which' exclude a free con-
frontation of different and opposing opinions and negate
every right to organize tendencies.

‘The conclusion we draw from this is that the Vietnamese
workers state, too, is characterized by a bureaucratic
degeneration, even though a crystallized bureaucratic caste
enjoying privileges comparable ‘to those of the caste ruling



in the Soviet Union, Eastern Europe, or China does not
exist. ’ :

Dangers for the Cuban Revolution

The report contained. in bulletin No. 33 indicates in the
clearest way that the leaders of the PRT take a purely
propagandistic and apologetic attitude in regard to Cuba.
We have already touched on this argument in our letter.
Here we will restate what we said by recalling three es-
sential points;

1. Organs of true proletarlan democracy, that assure
the effective exercise of power by the masses, their direct
participation in decisions on all the political questions,
do not exist in Cuba either.

The CDRs [Commlttees for the Defense of the Revolu-
tion] have important functions and they are able, under
certain conditions, to be instruments of mass organization
and mobilization, but their functions remain limited. The
Cubans themselves describe their tasks as follows:

"1. revolutionary vigilance as priority No. 1 of the
CDRs; 2. information; 3. orientation of the population; 4.
aid to the party and state in different tasks (instruction,
health, local government, economizing resources, agricul-
ture, food distribution, solidarity, civil defense, sports,
etc. " (Excerpt from a document by the Nat10na1
Leadershlp of the CDRs.)

It is thus clear that they are not highly polltlcal bodles,
comparable to the soviets of the Russian revolution. Need
we recall again, as we had to do many times in polemics
with bureaucrats and’ centrists of all sorts, that such bodies
were considered by Lenin ‘and the Third International not
as a national phenomenon, accessory components, but
as typical components, indispensable for the victory of
every revolutlon ‘and for the growth of all soclahst con-
struction.

2. The Cuban party is not organized on the basis of
democrati¢’ centralism. Once again, no one is denylng
its ties with the masses or disputing that thereis any
value in its original forms of recruitment. But it is a
fact that there is no real democratic drawing up of de-
cisions, there is no open confrontation of different’ points
of view and orientations, which inevitably arise nonethe-
less: Do the comrades of the PRT forget the "detail" that
fourteen years after the victory of the revolution, the party
has not yet held its first congress? Moreover, they thém-
selves explain their conception of democratic centralism,
writing that "Democratic centralism is based on the follow-
ing principles: the elaboration of a strategic line and.a
more general tactic for given periods, decided on by the
membershlp as a whole at a congress. . organized
tendencies can be formed. "2 That is exactly what does
not happen with the Cuban Commumst Party..

3. The assertion of the report in bulletin No. 33 that
careerism and bureaucratrsm ‘have been practically elimi-
nated does not, . unhappily; ,correspond. to the truth.
Bureaucratic tendencies have also developed in Cuba and
there are layers, notably of the middle cadres, that con-
stitute a seedbed of bureaucratism, a grave danger for the
future of the workers state. The methods of leadership
and the management used ‘by the regime are not of the
kind to root out these tendencles which are, moreover,
favored by the situation of Cuba's pralonged isolation
in an American continent that remains capitalist,  thus

33

making her economic development tortuous and contra-
dictory.

The danger is all the greater today in view of the close
relations established by the Cuban leadership with the
Soviet bureaucracy and, what is worse, the attitude of
unconditional support it adopted with respect to the Soviet
bureaucracy. When one examines the perspectlves of the
Cuban workers state, one cannot forget that among the
factors in play there is the growing influence of the power-
ful bureaucracy in Moscow, which is, from all evidence,
interested in supportmg the most conservatlve layers in
order to favor a process of bureaucratlsatlon That is why
it is very serious that the Cuban leaders more and, more
blur the necessary distinction between the legitimate ac-
cords with the Soviet Union having. an anti-imperialist
function and aiming to surmount the economic difficulties,
and an attitude. free from criticism towards the bureau-
cratic. caste in power, its mternatlonal orientation and its
ideology. A corollary of this attitude is that they have
renounced -any substantial differentiation with respect to
the Latin American Communist parties that Fidel and Che
harshly .criticized .in the past,.contributing in this way to
the political matyration of a broad, . vanguard on the
contlnent If it is. true,..as the, Fourth Internatxonal holds,
that the struggle against the opportumst neo-Menshevik
conceptions. of .the Communist parties is an mescapable
necessity . in the hattle to build revolutlonary parties in
Latin America, here too the present orientation of the
Cuban Commumsts in the matter is fraught. with harm-

ful consequences and should be legitimately cr1t1c1zed

What is even more serious, is that. the Cuban leaders
have a growing tendency to subordinate the needs of
the revolutionary movements of other countries to the

Vpohtlcal needs of Cuba. They. are moving in this way
towards flagrant analytical dlstortlons The example of

Peru, where the regime is lauded as revolutlonary, where
the army —the same one that destroyed the guerrllla move-
ment—is also . presented as revolutlonary,. is up to now
the most s1gn1ﬁcant it is not the only one and the list

is probably in the process of being dangerously length-

ened. In Chile also, the, support given, despite indirect
warnmgs, to the Allende government and .to its pOllthS
has certamly not facilitated, the task .of the revolutlonary
left, especralLy the MIR. which was always very close to
the Cuban revolution and its conceptions and leaders.
“‘Such 4n attitude coexists  with' support fo. the revolu-
tionary movements of certain. countries under the heel
of reactionary dictators. It is for that reason—as well
as on the basis of an analysis of the internal situation—
that our position of making a distinction between Cuba
and the other  workers states—in the sense that there
is not yet a crystallized bureaucratic caste—remains
valid. But, we repeat, dangerous tendencies, bureaucratic
from the point of view of theu' social content and oppor-

tunist .from the political point of view,  effect and exer-

cise a more_and more negative - influence, Latin. Amer-
ican revolutionists should be conscious of this situation,
they should understand that a purely propagandistic at-
titude vis-a-vis the. Cuban-leadership comnstitutes a very
serious error that in the long run would not be without
heavy political consequences. We all know —for us it is
a basic truth —that the most decisive aid one could give
the Quban workers state is to develop the revolutionary

struggle and overthrow capitalist power in the other Latin



American countries. Well, in certain countries at least,
that struggle cannot be effectively led without rejecting
the analysis of the Cuban leaders, without réjecting their
‘orientation. In the ldst dnalysis, thus, any unconditional
attitude would be harmful to the fundamental 1nterests
of the defense of the revolutlon

Againon'the Problems Posed for the PRT

In our letter to the party, we outlined certain prob-
tems of orientation that are posed. We will have occa-
sion to return'to them 1afer ‘Here we will limit ourselves
to the following: o

(a) The fundamental shortcorming of the PRT — deter-
mined in our opinion especially by the line followed after
the very positive actions developed at the end of 1970
and the first few months of 1971 —rests in the fact that
it was not. successful in fixing the relationship between
armed struggle and the dynami¢ of the mass movement:
more concretely,” it hasn't developed a stable and con-
ststent liaison’ between the intervention of the armed -de-
tachments - and thé struggles 'of‘the working class mo-
bilized very broadly on a national level. This resulted
inthe armed ‘actions-being fundamentally inspired by
logistical needs or by the need to' protect or liberate mil-
itants hit by the adversary; in union work not being
handled at all systematically; in no important outcome
being registered in the campaign —correct in principle —
for rank-and-file committees. In conclusion, the PRT was
not able to politically and organizationally capitalize on
the prestige ‘it won among broad ‘layers thanks to zts
'courageous armed actions. :

(b) As ‘we already underlined in our letter, clarlty has
fiot been "achieved in the’ party on the vital questions
of 4 revolutionary strategy. At the same time, a too sum-
mary analysis ignored the'difference between a trend to-
waids civil wat and the first stage of armed confronta-
tion on the one hand and revolutionary war per se on
the other.

The consequence has been that in practice, the develop-
ment of the ERP has been pursued as an end in itself,
as' the product essentxally of the initiatives it itself tdok
through the action of its combatants Practice of this kind

'could not eséape the danger of concelving mlhtary strat-'

egy in separation from a close “relationship to political
developments. In beginning with an analysis of the sit-
uation, notably the rise of the mass movement, the orien-
tation should have been based not Solely on the need
for an urban guerrilla activity in general, but more pre-
cisely’ on the need for forms of armed struggle tied more
and more to the mass movement (it would have been
necessary, in other words, to develop the potentlal ele-
ments of certain factory actions around the Viborazo3).
In thdt way it would have been possible to stimulate the
formation of self defense teams, embryos of worker mi-
litias.

(¢) These shortcommgs hindered the PRT's abrlfty to
play a major role in this stage of the class struggle, and
weakened it considerably —from the political point of view
—in the face of the tactical maneuvers of the dictator-
ship. Its mabihty to define, precisely and in time, its at-
titude toward the elections is very indicative in this re-
spect.4 Now if the elections actually take place, if the
situation grves ‘'way to a compromise between Peronism
and the military, and a — very limited —"democratic” inter-
lude is thus produced the PRT will find itself confronted
with even graver difficulties than it faces today. If there
is a turn, with an annulment of the elections —before
or immediately after March 11 —if there is a return to
a situation where armed confrontation will be a new pri-
ority, the PRT will pay heavily for its inability fo ex-
ploit the present stage to win worker cadres or those
tied to the workers movement, to enlarge its base, to
tle itself more deeply to the mass movement. '

'All the problems we have underlined, the importance
of which no one would question, should be at the center
of the discussion in the PRT and between the PRT and
the International. This dlscussron is a vital necessity for
the party and it could prove decisive for its future evo-
lution, for the evolution of its relations with the_rest of
the world Trotskyist movement. It must develop without
hrndrance, in the greatest clarity, giving absolute priority
to the polztzcal elements in the discussion rather than
any orgamzatlonal questlons, no matter how legitimate
they may be, ‘
Fegbruary 10, 1973 'Ernest, Livio, Pierre,
- Sandor, Tariq, Delphin

1. Such "analyses" inevitably -give rise to irresponsible chitchat
and gossip whese end result— deliberate or not—is to: obscure
the, political debate, For the information of comrades unware
of the facts, we can state in any .case that both the fulltimers
of the Internatlonal as well as, those of the European sections
recerve wages far below the average wages of workers.

‘3 -Wé would ‘add that according to the Leninist conceptlon,
the right to' form-a tendency is not limited to the ‘period of prep-
arafion ‘for d-“congress, evenif it is above-all in such a penod
'that ‘the confrofitation’ betWeeri dlfferent pomts of view occurs.’

Foaog o

3. Vibomzo is, .the: popular .name for. the second Cordobazo.
A -pibora is a.serpent, On March:7,.1971 Jose .Camilo. Uriburu,
the reactronary commissiqner appomted by General Levingston
to subdue the rebelhous province of Cordoba, announced that
he prayed for a chance to chop off the head of the Marxist
serpent temptmg ‘the’ c1t1zens of Cordoba 'I‘hereafter ‘serpents
appeared on’ the” walls eVerywhere and the subsequent semi-

" -

insurrectional explosion that brought down the Levingston re-
gime became known as the Viborazo, [Translator's footnote]

4. Up to .bulletin No. 36 (January 24), the leadership of
the. PRT, had not yet expressed its position, limiting itself to
outlmmg the two alternatives of abstaining or voting a blank
ballot. It is curious that in mentioning the two "left‘"partles
that ran candldates—Ramo‘s FIP (Frente de Izquierda Popular
- Popular Left' Front] and Coral's PST [Partido Socialista de
los 'Trabajadores — Socialist ‘Workers 'Party], bulletin No. '35
said:*"Their sectarian policy 'did not permit a truly representative
expression.” We do not know whether there were manifestations
of sectarianism in the Ramos and Coral campaigns. But it
is striking -that the bulletin forgets that. the .point on which they
should be blamed basically is their opportunism: because they
subordinated everythmg to participation in the elections, and
they. did not conduct a campaign of denunciation of the character
of the elections organized by the dictatorship, in this way
assuring it a "left" cover (we are abstractmg here from the fact
that Ramos and Coral can not bé put in the same sack)
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Letter to the SWP Political Committee on the
Formation of a Political Tendency

January 19, 1973

Political Committee
Socialist Workers Party

Dear Comrades,

This letter is to inform you of the formation of a po-
litical tendency within the SWP for the purpose of par-
ticipation in the discussions preceeding and the delibera-
tions of the Tenth World Congress of the Fourth Inter-
national. As cothinkers of the Fourth International,
precluded from membership by reactionary United States
legislation, the SWP receives fraternal participatory rights
and we request that similar rights be accorded our ten-
dency so that the most comprehensive discussion may
occur. It is not possible for this letter to present a full
statement of our views; what follows is simply an outline
of our basic orientation.

I The Transitional Program

Following the political leadership of the SWP, sections
of the International such as the LSA/LSO have begun
a theoretical accommodation to reformism and an adap-
tation to a petty-bourgeois milieu. These departures from
the historic lessons embodied in the Transitional Program
are marked by the gradual ascension of a minimalist
"democratic” program, especially in day-to-day practice,
and concomitant with this, the substitution of a multiclass
"sectoral” approach for a proletarian class outlook. While
this opportunist movement stems in part from the iso-

lation of the parties from the class, it has reached a point.

qualitatively wherein no tactical turn of these parties can
correct the problem by itself.

The strong emphasis on democratic demands in the
imperialist ¢countries in place of a program stressing tran-
sitional demands and the allied uncritical stance toward

bourgeois democratic movements in general taken by -

the SWP and its allies within the International, are based
on a thoroughly incorrect understanding of the theory of
combined revolution and its application to imperialist
and colonial countries.

The root of this error is the fundamentally idealist no-
tion that the spontaneous tendency of development of
democratic movements is toward revolution. This repre-
sents a tragic and dangerous misunderstanding of the
historical process of permanent revolution, especially in
the colonial countries, and it leads to the party's abdica-
tion of its responsibility for intervening among the masses
with a class line. -

The SWP's idea that "consistent nationalism leads to
socialism”" when speaking of the oppressed nationalities
within the United States, is one example of this concep-
tion. In the fight for the liberation ‘of women, the SWP
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has adopted an overtly reformist position of restricting
its propaganda to the simple reform of legalizing abor-
tion. Again, the justification for this opportunism is that
the struggle, in and of itself, will lead toward socialism.

Intermeshed with these theoretical deviations, the SWP
has generated a "sectoral” analysis of social struggle.
Replacing the program of the class with a series of "pro-
grams" for each sector, it seeks to mobilize these multi-
class constituencies independently of each other and with-
out relation to the class. This confuses the whole outlook
of the Transitional Program.

The purpose of our program is to provide a system
of demands leading to dual power and culminating in
the seizure of state power. No social layer or class, other
than the proletariat itself, and most decisively the indus-
trial working class, contains the human material and
social weight required for such an undertaking. While
certain demands pertaining to the special needs of dis-
tinct oppressed groups and strata can and should be
raised, to speak of a transitional program for any single
oppressed group or social layer—such as students—
creates deceptive illusions as to the objective conditions
of class struggle and miseducates the ranks of the party.

The practical effects of this theorizing is the orienting
of the party to these sectors instead of to the hard, serious
work inside of the class. The youth orientation, which
originated with the document "The Worldwide Youth Rad-
icalization” has become an excuse for an exclusive and
self-perpetuating student orientation which has failed to
relate to young workers, soldiers or to youth of the op-
pressed nationalities or to train new cadre for eventual
implantation into the class. '

II. The Imperialist Countries

The paramount task for the sections in the advanced
countries during the ‘epoch of the death agony of cap-
italism is the breaking of the grip of Stalinism and Social
Democracy over the working class. A strategic orienta-
tion toward the class must be a priority of sections within
the imperialist countries. The aborted revolutions of
France (1968) and Italy (1968-69) serve to confirm this
view. '

At the same time, these events call attention to a new
phase of class struggle in the advanced countries caused
by a sharpening of the economic and social contradic-
tions of world imperialism and characterized by a rise
in the combativity of the working class and a generalized
subsidence in the scope and importance of the student
movement. The ability of the European and English sec-
tions to effect impressive gains over the last several years
by shifting their orientations to the class in line with these
changes has placed the International at an historic cross-
roads. For the first time, the Internatlonal has the real-
istic opportunity of breaking out of its isolation and



emerging as a mass party of the working class. Hence,
the success of the turn taken by these sections has im-
mense import to the whole International.

The difference in the pace of the working-class radical-
ization in North America should not obscure the funda-
mental similarity of the work confronting the SWP and the
LSA/LSO to those confronting these other sections. The
continuing abstention from work within the class by these
parties can only lead to an inability to intervene in the
proletariat in the battles ahead. A refusal by the SWP
and the LSA/LSO to take advantage of the possibilities
that open up to us in the coming period have the prob-
ability of plunging these parties back into decades more
of isolation and thus may well result in an historic defeat
for Trotskyism in North America.

III. The Colonial Revolution

The perspectives for the colonial countries are generally
set forth in the Transitional Program: the building of
a Trotskyist vanguard and the mobilization of the work-
ing class and peasantry around both democratic and tran-
sitional demands toward the seizure of state power and
the creation of a dictatorship of the proletariat. Today,
numerous differences remain within the International in
terms of applying our theoretical program.

In the case of Palestine, the position adopted at the last
convention of the SWP, that is, for a "democratic secular
state in Palestine,” stands in contrast to the correct slogan,
"For a Unified Socialist Mid-East." This particular for-
mulation of the SWP neglects the obvious need to point
for a socialist solution to the Palestine struggle. Worse
yet, to call for a "democratic secular state” without spec-
ifying its class character amounts to calling for the estab-
lishment of a bourgeois state. Such ambiguity is more
than reminiscent of the two-stage theory of revolution
of the Menshevik-Stalinists. At the same time the uncritical
support to Al Fatah given by the SWP demonstrated an
adaptation to the bourgeois democratic leadership of that
national struggle.

The pattern to these errors is demonstrated in connection
to the differences on Bangla Desh. While the SWP restricted
its calls to the "self-determination of Bangla Desh,” the
United Secretariat correctly called for "Forward to the
United Socialist Bengal" and "Forward Toward the Indian
Sub-Continent Revolution." The mistakes of the SWP in
this regard echo the political error mentioned earlier; the
conception that democratic or nationalist struggles auto-
matically develop into conscious revolutionary ones with-
out intervention by the vanguard party. The fact is that
while all bourgeois democratic tasks cannot be completed
by the national bourgeoisie, the national bourgeoisie is
quite capable of taking the leadership of such movements
away from the revolutionary class and seizing control
of the state for its own class interests. This has been the
most frequent historical variant. There is no substitute
for the necessity of building Leninist parties capable of
winning the leadership of the workers and poor peasants
away from the national bourgeoisie and over to a social-
ist program.

In the case of Latin America, we cannot agree with
either the stated position of the SWP or the International
majority.

The position put forward by the SWP which advocates
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party building is poorly recommended both by the record
of the SWP in the United States and by its sterile and
mechanical nature. Intrinsic to the SWP's position is a
transferring of their sectoral approach to Latin America,
as their fraternal collaboration with the centrist PSA of
Argentina shows.

We reject the positions of the International majority
as well, but not for any pacifistic or legalistic reasons.
We believe that the positions of the International majority,
which envisage a continentwide strategy of armed struggle,
represent an adaptation to guerrillaism.

The uneven social and economic development among
the various Latin American countries does not necessarily
preclude any continent-wide strategy. But at the same
time to call for any strategy on a continental scale before
developing a clear concrete analysis and perspective of
each of the Latin American sections and countries is to
remain in the realm of impressionistic abstraction.

The policy of the majority is not based on the working
class, but rather is a substitute for the class and hence
is adventuristic. We wish to make it quite clear that ul-
timately armed struggle (as the adjunct of the mass mo-
bilization of the workers and peasants) will be the only
way for the revolutionary victory in Latin America. The
lesson of the necessity of arming the masses is one which
must be driven home to counter the reformist influence
of Stalinism and Social Democracy.

IV. The Workers States

The current discussion on China is of value chiefly in
the adoption of a more correct analysis of the role of
Stalinism and its Maoist and other national variants.
The International majority evidenced in its positions a
critical error in the consideration of Maoism as bureau-
cratic centrism. This position, if not corrected can only
lead to illusions about other Stalinist leaderships which
in turn could lead to projecting a course that would be
detrimental to the building of the International. There is
a certain tendency in this direction evident in some of the
European sections' positions toward the leadership of the
DRV/NLF and the Seven-Point Program.

The SWP while holding a substantially more correct pos-
ition vis-a-vis Stalinism and correctly criticizing the Seven-
Point Program, has demonstrated an unwillingness to
build a movement of solidarity with the Vietnamese rev-
olution and defense of the workers state of the Democratic
Republic of Vietnam.

V. The Fourth International

We support the proposal for the rapid building of a
genuinely democratic-centralist International within the
framework of the Proposed Statutes published by the IMG.
In this context we hold general agreement with the view
put forward by Comrades Krivine and Frank in their con-
tribution to the discussion entitled, "Again, and Always,
the Question of the International.” On this point we must
reemphasize the necessity of the leaderships of the various
sections and parties of practicing an extensive internal
democracy and to provide for the rights of minorities
to participate both in leadership and in international dis-
cussions.

We also wish to point out the harmful practices of the
SWP: its lack of solidarity with the Argentine section when
under repressive attack by the Lanusse regime, the refusal



in its press to acknowledge that the ERP-PRT is the sec-
tion of the Fourth International in Argentina, its inter-
ference in the internal affairs of the IMG. All of these ex-
acerbate the current differences in the International and
foment a factional atmosphere. This only makes the work:
ing out of a correct solution ‘to current différences more™ .
difficult.
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Comradely,

s/ Bill Massey (Oakland-Berkeley Branch)
s/John Shaffer (Houston Branch)

s/Don Smith (Chicago Branch)

ce:-United Secretariat ~ .

L {nternational Majority Tendency
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