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THE TRUTH ABOUT THE ALGERIAN REVOLUTION

An Open Letter to the Editors of The Militant

(Note: The following letter received from Paris and written by a supporter of
the Pablo tendency in reply to the series by Philip Magrl on the
Algerien question is submitted for information purposes to the
Discussion Bulletin.)

Comrades:

Your peper published in its issues of December 16, 23 and 30 three articles
on the Algerian revolution and the Algerian nationalist movement by a casual
collaborator, one Philip Magri. These articles are full of false or distorted
information, end the conclusions at which they arrive are incompatible both with
factual truth and with revolutionary Marxism. The continuing defense of these
incorrect ideas would do great harm to the Trotskylst cause among the revolution-
aries and rising masses not only of Algeric 1tself but also of all the countries
of the Middle East.

For that reason I have felt it necessary and urgent to send you this letter,
which presents the balanced opinion of the great majority of the world Trotskyist
movement about the Algerian revolution and the Algerian nationalist movement. I
hope that you will live up to the Leninist tradition of telling the truth without
restraint by publishing in The Militant the whole or extensive parts of this
letter, thereby correcting the false positions of Philip Magri -- which I hope
are not those of the SWP.

"Politice of Assassination" -~ In Recent Months or For Three Years?

Philip Magri's thesis, in a nutshell, amounts to the following. The Nation-
al Algerlan Movement, McNesA,, led by Messali Hedj, is the left wing of the Al-
gerian revolution; the National Liberation Front, F.L.N., is 1ts right wing. The
struggle between the FIN and the MIA is something like a class struggle between
the " bourgeois” and the "proletarien" wings of that revolution., The point of de-
perture for this thesis js that "in recent months, many supporters of the Al-
gerlan liberation struggle have been profoundly disturbed by crimes against
Algerians committed, not this time by the French, but by other Algerians partici-
pating in the struggle against French imperialism,"

As the victims of these murders have been "a iarge number of Algerlan trade=~
unionists,” the inference drawn is simple: "regctionary bourgeois" forces with-
in the FIN have murdered honest socialist revolutilonaries of the MyA.

Unfortunstely for Philip Magri and other defenders of this thesis, it is
not only in "recent months" that "crimes and murders" have been committed against
Algerian revolutionaries in France. These crimes have been going on without in=-
terruption since the end of 1955 Philip Magri does not mention these assassina=
tions for a very simple reason: they were, with few exceptions, committed by the
MNA; the victims Were militants and leaders of the FIN (among them, the leader of
the FLN organization of the Algerian workers in Belgiumje

The then Minister of the Interior, Bourges=Manoury, speaking before the
French National Assembly, declared recently:
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"The sttacks multiplied during the year 1956 The victims Were mostly
FLN pecple: there Were 80 murdered, most of them of that faction, dure
ing that year. At the beginning of 1957, the FILI, having consolidated
iteelf, started to counter=-attack by increasing its activity. And it
also began & terrorist campaign and tried definitively to exterminate
its enemies.

"These actions and reactions are becoming more and more violent, and
the two nationallst parties are today carrying on a real struggle of
mtual extermination on our territory."

(Journal Officiel, Nov. 12)

"But we do not need this testimony of French lmperialism to confirm the
correctness of our thesis. Philip Magri himself says that the MNA solidly cone
trolled the Algerien workers in France at the moment of the outbreak of the revoe
lution. How could the weak, if not inexistent, FIN have in a short time organi-
zed sufficient arms and people to kill 80 persons? All French revolutionaries
know how desperately the few FLN cadres Were searching for srms to defend theme
selves during the whole year 1956, Why does Philip Magri keep silent about the
80 murders of that year? Certainly not because they were committed by the "bour=-
geois" FIN; he indicte them only for the crimes of 1957 Very significantly, the
"solemn" public appeal made by Messali himselT to the Algerian workers in France
to stop murder and bloodshed was madeses in the summer of 1957, nor in the spring
of 1956. It is not because it was his own supporters who were killing FLN mili=-
tants in 1956 before the tide turmed?

v

The truth is that the MNA had the complete support of the Algerlan workers in
France when the revolution broke out. It tried to keep that support by pretende
ing that it was the MNA that led the revolutionary struggle in Algeria itself.

But as this was an obvious falsehood, and as the Algerian workers in France
started to receive news about the actual struggle in their homsland from their
families and friends on the spot, first a few, then more and more, militants left
the MWA and set up an FIN organization among the workers.

Messall was furious and desperate. He had lost his control over the revolu=-
tion in Algeria. He began to fear that he would lose also his control over the
Algerian workers in France. So he gave orders that the militants leaving the
MNA in France to found FLN orgenizations should be executed as “traitors." Phile
ip Magri well characterizes this action when he writes:

"What more need to be sald to characterize a political movement than
that itspreferred methods of political discussion is the assassin's
bullet?"

Finally, the FIN, having consolidated its organization and receiving more
and more help from the Algerian workers in France when it became clear that the
armed struggle in Algeria was FLN-led, started to answer back to assassination
by assassination, And as the relationshlp of forces changed radically between
the two Organizations around the beglnning of 1957, soon the majority of the peo-
Ple killed became MNA people. And it was only then, after they had been forced
to swallow their own bitter medicine, that Messali and the MNA begen to protest
about "murders"a.ee
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Let me make our position clear from the start. We are opposed to methods of
physical violence inside the labor movement, inside the international revolution-
ary movement, in which we include the liberation movement of the colonial peo=-
ples. Just to the extent that violence is inevitable in the fight against im=
rerialism, to the same extent it should be banned within the revolutionary forcese
We have consistently defended that position in the past, we defend it today, and
We shall defend it tomorrow. It applies in the Algerian question guite apart
from the change in the relationship of forces between the rival nationalist orgen=
izations. Only such a principled position can be consistently defended. It is
completely unprincipled, nay, cynically hypocritical, to let out a great shout of
moral indighation about the kllling of Messalists by thelr opponents while keep-
ing complacently sllent, white-washing, or justifying for reasons of '"self-defense"
the numerous murders of FLN militants by MVA people.

These murders, by the Wway, continue, esSpecially in the North of France vwhere
the MNA still has some strength. The latest incident was during the night of
27-28 January, when five armed Algeriiuis broke into a workers' dormitory of the
Bouchain factory, near Valenciennes, and savagely sprayed the room with shots,
killing one worker and gravely wounding another; a third saved his life by simue-
lating death. Three hours later the murderers Were arrestede. According to all
newspapers, they belonged to the MVA; the leader among them had already been
arrested on December 18 for "reconstitution of ¢ dissolved league" (the police
definition of the Algerian ngtionalist organizations), and -- significantly =--
later on set freees It is particularly to be noted that it is a matter of public
knovwledge that those cases where whole cafes are machine-gunned without regard to
the individual identities of the people in them are exclusively MNA jobs.

The Origins of the FIN and the MNA

The second reason why, according to Philip Megri, the MNA is the "left" and
the FIN the "right" wing of the Algerian nationalist movement is to be found in
the origins of both organizations. The story he tells in that respect is highly
colored. He writes about the split which occurred inside the old Mouvement pour
le Triomphe des Libertes Democratiques (MILD) in 1954, between the right-wing
"centralists" and the "orthodox" Messalists. He himself admits that the in-
surrection of 1 November 1954 was launched, not by these centralists (who wanted
to collaborate with French imperialism, according to Philip Magri), but by "ime
patient" militants of the MILD, But he then hastens to conclude that at present -
it is these right-wing people who lead the FIN, whereas the MNA continues to be
led by the old intransigent revolutionary group around Messali Hadj.

There is something slightly ridiculous about the “"leader Messali" “carefully"
preparing the revolutidn," and suddenly "taken by surprise" by the "agtion of a
small group of men" somehow “"stealing" the masses from The K "true revolutionists™
by launching ite The trxuth of the matter is that the Messali leadership had been
for years procrastinating end increasingly passive, that 1t was that passivity
and lack of perspectlves -- I shall return later to the political reason for this
== Which had led some opportunistic leaders of the Messalist party to incline toe-
ward a policy of winning reforms from the "moderate" imperialists, that at the
same Time however the rank and file and the lower cadres in Algeria became exas~
Perated by the passivity of the leadership, especially when they saw how armed
struggle was spreading over Tunisia and Morocco and winning lmportant victories
for the revolution in those countries, and that it was these rank-and-file mili-
tants who started the insurrection of 1 November 1954
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It is very sad for self=-proclaimed "leaders" that the revolution doesn!t
follow their timetablee. But if they are responsible people they acknowledge the
fact and try to reintegrate themselves into it.” When on ‘the contrary they subore
dinate the objective processes of history to their own narrow sectarian purposes,
the revolution simply passes them by, That is what happened to Messali,

But, says Philip Magri, the nature of the FLN "changed" when right-wing poli-
ticlans like Ferhat Abbas and the former reformists of the MI'LD (the so-called
"centralists"] joined it, and when its initial leadership around Ben Bella was
kidnepped from a Moroccen plane by the French army., NNow the FIN leads a revolu=
tionary army of tens of thousands of people, spread over thousands of villages.

It has the active support of hundreds of thousands of poor peasants and agricul=-
tural workers, organized in village commitlees. It 1s hard to see clearly how

the nature of that mass movement could have been changed by the kidnapping of a

couple of its leaderse

Contrary to what Philip Magri affirms, the whole world press has reported the
fact that the real leadership of the FIN is in the hands, not of the Cairo or
Tunis politicians, but of the leaders of the armed wndergrounde. These, on the
other hand, are described by the bourgeois press as “the hard ones," the "intran-
sigents," and “the extremisis.” They lead the army;, they collect the money; they
control the apparatus; and they are under the tremendous pressure of the uprisen
revolutionary masses of Algeria. It is not very clear why they should turn the
leadership of their movement over into the hands of a couple of turncoatse.

But, some bright boy will argue, didn't we see in Spain how the leaders of a
revolutionary mass uvprising abdicated and turned their power over to the shadow of
a bourgeoisie? Well, In the first place, there is no comparison between the capi-
talist class inside the Republicen camp in Spain and the "Algerlan bourgeoisie"
in Algeriae. The former, though very weak, did have factorles, banks, landed prop-
erty, vig merchant capital, innumerable links with its class brothers in Wall
Street, the City, and Paris; the latter 1s economlcally, socially, and politically
non-existent, as Philip Magri himself indicates. Wealthy lawyers, physicians, and
state functionaries are not capitalists, but rich petty-bourgeois.

In the second place, the Spanish "shadow of a bourgeoisie" got the power back
notwithstanding its weazkness, for the sole reason that the recognized leaders of
the mass movement, i.es the Stalinists, the Social-Democrats, and the right-wing
Anaxrchists, handed. it back to them volunterily. By their own strength, the Span-
ish capitalists could never have expropriated the revoluticnary masses in the
Republican camp. Even Philip Magri himself does not dare say that the leaders of
the Algerian revolution in Algeria, the heroic figures who lead the armed struggle
against the sanguinary French imperialists, voluntarily hended over the pover
which they created through innumerable sacrifices, to a (non-existent) bourgeois-
ie. This "bourgeoisie" "captured" that power somehow by... taking a plane to
Cairo and Tunis? The abgurdity of this thesis simply knocks one's eye out.

It is true that some opportunist petty=bourgeois leaders of nationalist
groups to the right of the old Messalist MILD have joined the FINe. But if it is
"historical precedents" that are being sought for, the correct ocnme would be that of
gome bourgeois and petty-bourgeois politicians Joining Tito's "Popular Front" dure-
ing the war. At that tims, also, many comrades feared that these forces would
lead the Yugoslav revolution back to cepitalism; history showed those fears to




-5e

be unfoundeds There 1s a decisive difference between Workers or revolutionary
leaders being the “hostages" of the bourgeoisle, and petty-bourgeois politiciens
being the "hostages" of revolutionary or Stalinist forces. The Algerian case
seels mich closer to the Yugoslav than to the Spanlsh one.

The Class Nature of the Algerian Revolutionary Organizations

~ In order to determine the social nature of both the FIN and the MNVA, it is =

necessary to sketch the social structure of the country, to analyze the objective
role which both organizations play toward the different social classes and layers
of Algeria, to examine their programs and see to what extent their day-to-day
politice are consistent with those programs. This is the Marxlst method of ane
alyzing the social nature of an orgenization in the past; it is the same method
vhich has to be applied to the case of Algeria, and for which we carnot substile
tute Philip Magrits method of gossip and fairy-tales about "intrigues,”" "murders,”
and some people taking planes to strenge places with strange passports, , .

As Philip Magri himself admits, there does not exist any capitalist class
in Algeria. There is not & single Algerian industrialist or banker of any impor-
tance« There is no compradore class linked to French capital In forelgn trade.
The French capltalist class, which tried to destroy the Algerian nation, has com=
Pletely monopolized the leading economic and entrepreneurial functions in all
ways of life, The only better=off leyers of the Algerian popuwlation are some
landowners end the upper strata of the petiy-bourgeoisie (local merchants, ine
Yellectuals, and state functionaries}e .

At the other end of the socilal ladder, the broad mass of the Algerian popu=-
lation is composed of semi-proleterien layers of landless peasants, who work as
agricultural laborers and as Wage~eaxmers for private bosses or the public admine
istration, whenever they find work, which is not very often. Above them stands
the clags of more or less permanently employed city-dwelling wage-earners, the
proletariat In the true sense of the word, which is not very broade The rest of
the Algerian people is composed of a mass of small peasants, eking out a dublous
existence for themselves and their many uremployed relatives on the unfertile
land which the French colonialists did not grab, and in the primitive Algerian
village where a strong bond of collective solidarity still reigns.

Under such conditions, it is clear that no bourgeols or even petiy=-bourgeois
mass movement 1s possible., The Incredibly miserable and highly explosive social
conditions imply en instinctively revolutionary mass movement, plebean and semi-
proletarian in nature, led by more or less educated petty=bourgeocis elements.
That was the nature of Messalits MILD. That is the nature of the MNA., That is
also the nature of the FINe Inasmuch as the basis of the FIN is today much broade
er than that of the MIA, the relationship of forces is more favorable to the ple=
bean masses than to the petty~bourgeois elements in that movement than in the MNA,
And as a matter of plain fact there are more conservative religious landowners
in the MNA than in the FIN,

Again, I should llke to meke our position quite clear. We do not say that
the FIN 1s a socialist or a revolutionary Marxist movement. We say that it is a
broad mess movement of a revolutionary anti-imperialist character, in which the
crystallization of distinct politicel currents, defending distinct social inter~
ests, has only begun, reflecting parallel tendsncies within the society itself,
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It 1s the task and duty of revolutionary Marxists to ald thal process by defend=-
ing and unconditionally helping the Algerlen revolution and its organizations,
against imperialism, by developing a clear Marxist program for Algeria, Norih
Africa, end the whole Arad world, by advocating an independent organlzation of
the working class. Such an independent organization is a matter of principle

for Marxists; but not the independence of one petty-bourgeocis nationalist organi-
zation from another, and especially not in armed struggles against Imperialism.

Concerning the program of both the MNA and the FIN, 1t can be in general
said that they remain mostly on the line of the old MILD programe. It should not
be forgotten that Messall was in origln a Commnist, and that the old pre-war
Algerian Popular Party (PPA), of which the M'LD weas an offspring had strong
socialist elements in its program. In the MITLD's own program these soclalist slo=-
gans were-much less put in the forefront; in the MNA'e propaganda they are never
mentioneds It is true that both organizations, being petty-bourgeois nationalist
groupings and not revolutionary Marxist class partles, are trying to solve their
problems also by internationallzing the Algerian conflict and thus avold any for=
mulation which would antagonize American lmperialisme The only distinction is
that the FIN from time to time, reasserts these socialist elements of its posi-
tions, whereas, the MNA has descended to such depths of opportunism as calling
upon Washington to save Algeria ... for NATO!

- For instance on 24 Janvary 1957 Moulay Eilerbah, Secretary-General of the MVA,
gent a telegram to President Eisenhower which said among other things:

"The Algerian people and Messali Hedj greet with favor your policy

on the Middle East and approve it as a generous and positive contri-
bution to the well-beilng, the peace and the liberty of the Aradb peoplesse
The truly colonial war which is being waged in Algerie Weakens the
security of Europe _[ 7 as 500,000 French soldiers, smong which L

NATO divisions and NATO arms, are being engaged in it,."

(Le Monde, 25 Jaxmary 1957)

And in an interview with a Social-Democratic Wweekly, Demaein, Messali Had],
declareds

'We are convinced that a solution of the Algerian problem will con-
golidate peace in North Africa, will reinforce the camp of freedom

[ i 7, and congolidate Franco-Arab friendshipese Islamic North Africa
will develop by teking into account its Western neighbors, their eco=-
nomlic Interests and relations with Mediterranean states. Let us meditate
about the examples of India and Pakistan. Paklstan, this great Islamic
pover, while enjoying freedom / §_7 and independence, hes maintained
links of sympathy and relations of interest / 4_/ with Great Britain."

On the other hand, the FIN leaders, in en interview with the radical French
Weekly France-Observateur, made the following statement of policy:

YEuropean property which has been honestly acquired will be respected.
But the Algerian government will claim the right, if public interest
makes it necessary, to nationalize for example the great meane of produc-
tion which are toda;[ in the hands of a few colonialists. Py will be the
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“semo for the agrarian reform. No Algerian govermment worthy of the
name could tolerate that a single family exploits tens of thousands of
hectares while the immense majority of Algerians stagnate in dismal
misery."

Again, I repeat that in our opinion the FIN is not a socialist organization, al=-
though there i1s a Marxist proletarian current which is crystellizing in that or-
ganization. The one thing I do want to point out 1s that there is no objective
bagis iIn the matter of program for handing the palm of virtue for socialism or
"leftism" to the MNA while refusing it to the FIN. What remasins are two radical
Plebean @rganizations, which represent the same class forces and present substan=-
tially the same written program. It is precisely under these conditions that the
concentrated attacks of the MNA upon the FIN, which leads the revolution, lose
all principled character, and become purely cliquish, destructive, and gravely
harmful,

Philip Magri proclaims thet the MNA is for a "general uprising of the peo=-
ple" whereas the FLN is for "blind terrorism."” These accusations smack somehow
of the slander campaign which the French imperialists are conducting day and
night against the heroic Algerian revolubtionaries., This "blind terrorism" is be=
ing carried out by a revolutionary army of tens of thousands of poor workers and
peesants, swelled month after month by new recruits. The officilal program of the
FIN, adopted at the Congress held in the liberated Valley of the Summan on 20
August 1956, proclaims that the FIN is preparing the general armed uprising of
the whole Algerian populetion and the general armament of the wholie people. A
strange slogan indeed for "bourgeois" forces trying to come "to an agreement”
with French imperialismi

The Struggle for Algerian Independence

"Certaln" newspeper correspondents have found the MNA more moderate than the
FIN, says Philip Magri; nothing, he considers, could be more Iudicrous. May I
point out that this opinion has been voiced not only by "certain" newspaper corres=
pondents but by such responsible bourgeois organs as the London Economist and the
New York Timesd I should further like to point out to him that the International
::%c woration, the most fanatic defender of French imperialism within Ameri-
because it owns great plantations in South Vietnam}, is paying thous-
a.nds of dollars to put ads in nevwspapers like the New York Times, in which all
the attacks are concentrated upon the FIN, and the MNA is also declared to be
"moderate." And I should like finally to point out that French Foreign Minister
Christlan Pineau, a staunch partisan of the imperialist Altantic Pact and a
staunch supporter of the Algerian War, who should know what he is talking about,
declared at the United Nations on 4 February 1957:

"What is the difference between the MNA and the FIN? The MVA appears
to us to be more Westernized [ }_/, more realistic / }_/, especially more
independent [from whom?/, which does not mean that its claims are less
vivid."

- (Le Monds, 5 February 1957)

Be this as it may, the essential difference in day-to-day policy between the
FIN and the MNA' is the fact, as Philip Magri states, that the FIN stands for un=~
conditional independence which France must recognize prior to any negotiations,
whereas the MNA stands for a round-table conference between all representatives
of Algerian opinion and French. imperialism, in order 1o prepare. free electicns
vhich would lead to self-determination.
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Now, says Philip Magri, the FIN position is only "verbally radical." What
the FIN really wants is "to persuade the French to allow them to share in the
government of Algeria and in the profits to be derived from its exploitation."
Why do they really vwant only such & “share" and not total independence? Because,
Philip Magri writes, the FLN, "representing the Algerian capitalist class / 2/,"

“cafinot dresm of standing alone egainst the Algerian masses. Its privi-
1sges [ 7/ have been derived from cooperation with coloniglism, end their
perpetuation requires the continued 'French presence! in Algeria as a
counterweight against the Algerian revolution."

According to that thesis, one would then expect the MNA, that suthentic represen=-
tative and leadership of the "Algerian revolution," to stand for unconditional
independences Alas, agalnst the "verbal extremism'of the FIN, the MIA asks -=- I
quote =~ "that the war be ended by means of a round-table conference at which all
French and Algerian tendencles involved would be represented,"” without prior
recognition of independence by Francee

What does that mean? It means that the representatives of different Algerian
parties plus the representatives of French settlers in Algeria will start "dis-
cussing" its future stetus with French imperialism, l.es, repeat the sterile
policy of stagnation and practical passivity which Messall has consistently
followed for many years and which provoked the crisis and split in his organiza-
tiond It means that the French imperialists will be allowed to play the cards of
commmnal and national differences among the various sectors of the Algerian peo=
Ple, Instead of a united front of anti-imperialist struggle being built. It
means giving up the tremendous advantages won by the armed revolutionary struggles
through countless sacrifices of thousands and thousands of the best sons and
daughters of the Algerlan peoples

It means mores The actual slogan launched by the MNA for many months was
the slogan, "For an Aix~les-Bains on the Algerian question." Ijow the Aix-les=
Bains round-teble conference to which this slogan alludes was the conference
which granted formal independence to Morocco while “safeguarding" the economic
interests of French imperialism in that countrye. .

So now we have the following ludicrous picturepainted by Philip Magri: the
FILN, which stends flatly in so meny words for unconditional independence, and Ye~
fuses t0 stop the civil war until the imperialists formally recognize that inde=
Pendence, is accused of really wanting "to share power" with French imperialism;
but The MNA, Which aétually launches the slogan for a conference leading to a
share-the~poWwer compromise, is presented as the staunch defender of unconditional
independencel It is hard to imegine a more grotesque distortion of truth and
facts than this completely upside~down picture.

Nationsal Independence and Pexmanent Revolution

Philip Magri tries to make some capital out of the fact that the MHA defends
the "consistently democratic position® of self-determination by means of free
electlons for a sovereign Constituent Assembly. But the FLN recognizes the same
principle. The whole question here is: who and under what conditions will call
for these elections?
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The Algerian people have had a bitter experience with "general electionsi”
Philip Magri himself describes how “all the elections in Algeria were outrageous-
ly falsified" after 1945 Now at that time there was relative "peace" in Algeria,
vwhereas today there are 500,000 French soldiers and tens of thousands of armed
European "militiamen,” Under these conditions could "elections” be anything but
a sinister farce? The position of the FIN is that only a provigionial Algerien -
govermment could call for general elections after the recognition of Algerien inde=-
pendence and after the withdrawal of French troops.

It might be said that democratic guarantees for elections under these condie
tions would be found insufficients The right for all Algerilan national partles,
all shades of Algerian national opinion, to participate in these elections, could
and should be deméndeds We ourselves would always defend the right of the MNA to
participate if these elections. But is it not clear that the FIN position is far
more antieimperialist, revolutionary, and democratic than that of the MVA which,
in the midst of a wel, falls for a “democratic election" without saying one word.
about the presence of the sanguinary occupation troopsi

This i1s all the worse because it has been the political program of that re=
formist stooge of French imperielism, Guy Mollet, to counterpose "democratic elec=
tions after a cease-Tire" to the FLN's demand for wnconditional recognition of
Algerisn independences The MNA slogan came dangerously close to that imperialist
one; and what is implied in the latter has been made clear by that French Noske
called Robert lacoste who openly stated last week in the French Naticnal Assembly
that a "cease=-fire" implied disarmement of the rebels, &nd that no electlons could
be held without those rebels being disarmed.

The position now becomes quite clears In the armed uprising of the Algerien
people against French imperialism, the FIN, leaders of the revolution, whatever
may be the insufficiency of their doctrine or the opportunism of their tactics,
call for unconditional independence and for the withdrawal or disarming of the
imperialist troops; the imperialists, for their part, logically stand for the dis=
arming (l.es, Wholesale murder) of the revolutionaries, and “"free elections" after=
wardse _And what does that "vanguard" organization celled the MNA stand for? For

‘a round-table conference of both camps and "free elections," without mentioning

the few hundreds of thousands of people busy cutting each other's throats in the
war{ Oné could meke a definition of that position. But it would certainly not
be the definition "Bolsheviem" or "socialisme"

The question of the winning of national independence by an armed uprising of
the masses 1s a decisive questlon in the unfolding of the revolutlonary process in
a colonial or semi~colonial country. It is no accldent that the colonial or semie
colonial bourgeoisies, from Ghana t0 Indie, and from Argentina to Iran, have ale
ways shied away from the perspective of an armed mass uprising sgainst imperialilam.
Thelr way to "win independence," has always been that of negotiation, of haggling,
of compromise, of "round-table" conferences, which enabled them to keep the masses
from violent action and to maintain Important economic links with imperialism. On
the other hand, the strategy of proletarian parties in the nationaleliberation
struggles of colonlal countries has always consisted in developing the mass strug=
gle, culminating in Tthe armed uprising, to its logical conclusion, because the
theory of the permenent revolution teaches us that the process that begins as en
armed mass struggle for national independence ends as a civil war for proletarian
dictatorship.
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The hesitations, weakness, and betrayal of the Indian bourgeols national Con=-
gress leadership prevented this process from working out completely in India in
August 19L42; the same characteristics of the bourgeois Mossadegh leadership in
Iran, of the bourgeols Arbenz leadership in Guatemala, of the bourgeois Peron
leadership in Argentina, enabled imperialist or pYo-imperialist counter-revolu=
tion in each of these cases to triumph temporarily without organized armed mass
resistances But the example of Yugoslavia shows that where a revolutiorary
leadership, even an opportunist Stalinist one, consistently tries to develop the
mass uprising for national independence, it 1s forced by the logic of the situa-
tion and the pressure of the masses to trespass on the fields of soclal revolu-
tion, There are meny signs thet the same process is taking place in Algeria, with
incaloulable consequences for the whole of North Africa. The confirmation of
that revolutionary process would shatter the shaky compromises in Tunisia and
Morocco, would bring about a new stage of the North African revolution, and would
give a tremendous impulse to the revolution in all Arab countries.

Already today the relations between Bourgibe and that part of the FIN revo-
lutionary army stationed on Tunislan territory are very strained. They are Indeed
strained to the point where American imperialism felt it wise to send some arms to
Bourgiba to enable him to defend himself against the ruch stronger Algerian fore
cese In Morocco the FLN partisans openly collaborate with the Liberation Army,
against the pro-imperialist stooges around King Mchermed V,

- It is true that the FLN leadership as a whole carnot be said to work cone
sciously for a socialist Algeria. But by developing the mass uprising more and
more broadly, by preparing and putting into effect regionally the general arming
of the whole population, it is objectively preparing the soclalist Algeria and
soeialist Middle East of tomorrow, It deserves unconditional support in its
fight against imperialism, and friendly criticism in working out its politicss ~
It does not deserve irresponsible attacks and slanderous gossip, copied from the
imperialist yellow press which, like Philip Magri, speaks of them only as "gangs
of killers" and "assassing." .

The Belloufxis Caée

In the last weeks, however, &t the very time that Philip Megri's articles
Were being printed in The Militant, the real situation in the Algerian national
movement has been made even clearer by the dramatic betrayal of Bellounis.

Bellounis was the only important underground leader heading a large group of
armed fighters in Algeria in the name of the MNA., The Algerian "maquis" visited
by the French journalist Claude Gerard, whom Philip Magri quotes, was precisely
the “maquis" organized end led by Bellounis. After many months of very strange
and shady goings=on, Bellounis, at the begimning of December 1957, signed an agree-
ment with the French imperialist army. In the first public declaration, publi=-
Sshed by the French newspapers, he declared:

"If I should be recognized as representing the national army of the
Algerian people and the Algerian National Movement, and if Messali
HadJ were recognized as the 'valid negotiator,? I am ready to partie
cipate in the pacification [ 1/ of Algeria with my ermy."

As there are differences emong the imperilalists, and most of them do not
think™ it useful to "play up" the MVA and Messali, Bellounis a few days later made
a speech over the French radio of Algiers, in which, without mentioning the name
of Messali, he denled having any links with the MVA,
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" Some provinces of Algerila Were covered with his "proclamations," in which he
defends the position of “free elections" in his somewhalt special manner:

"I hereby solemmly declare that my army is struggling ageinst the
anarchistic [ 17 forces of foreign obedience represented by the FLN,
in order to Iiberate the population of this country from their / i/
cruel rule. My goal is essentially to allow everyone to express him-
self Treely on the day when the destruction of the FIN will allow the
people of Algeria to define freely 17 their destiny in a harmonious
framework ind.issolub]:z linked with ance.

"I have undertaken this struggle in close collaboration and friendship
[ 17 with the civil and military euthorities of Frence. My army is en~
gaged in the struggle which Frence weges against the killers of the FIN
who spare neither women nor children nor old people."

Bellounis, of course, has become a vulgar traitor. After his proclamation
and the open collaboration of his armed forces with the imperialist army, there
can be no doubt about This. But Bellounis was defended by Messall and hls friends
1111 the very last moment; why do they keep silent today? Why don't they openly
and publicly dissociate themselVes from this traitor?

We do not want to identify the MNA or Messeli with Bellounis; neither do we
identify with the MNA that irresponsible split-off group of French Trotskyists
led by Iambert, But what should one say about these people when one reads the
following sentence in their newspaper, Le Verite, of 14 November 19577--

"With regerd to the objectives of Bellounis and the situation in the
zone he controls, most fantastic and contradictory information has cir-
culated and 8till circulates. On the other hand, the assertions of
those who pretend that Bellounis has gone over 'to serve France! are
brought into question when one reads _[: . .7 llAction, the official paper
of Bourgiba which, in its issue of 28 Octo'ber, says that Bellounis has
reached & 'modus vivendl!' with the French troops, that is to say,
srmistice, which is a purely military situation / i/ and which does
not presuppose any particular policy."

The "purely"” military situation which involves collaboration with the French
army against "anarchistic," "communist" assassing -« doesn!t that remind one
of the behavior of the Mihailovitch foyces in Yugoslavia making "armistices”
with the fascist forces against Tito’s'gangs of essassing?" ,

Furthermore, after Bellounis's political betrayal became public and he went
over into the camp of lmperislism, a trial was being held in Alglers of some
MNA militants. According to Le Monde of 15 January 1950 they claimed that they
Were MNA people and that they had fought under the lesadership of Si Lahoucine and
S1 Mohammed Bellounis.” Two days later, Le Monde gave the following excerpt from
the speech for the defense made by Lawyer Dechezelles, a close friend of Messell

Had j:

"Today my task could Pe easy; for if these men had not been captured
in 1956, they would be part of an army which seems to have been recoge-
nized / 17 by the French governments I do not wish to penetrate into
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"the mysteries of government affairs, but I am forced to state that
the civil and military authorities have come to an agreement with the
chief of these accused: Bellounis."
Some sophists have tried to compare the "desperate situation” of the Bellou=
nis forces to the situation of the POUM and Trotskyist armed forces on the Span=-
ish Civil War front, when Stalinist repression closed in on them from behind, I
have already explained why the social and political characterization of the FIN
makes such a comparison absolutely slanderous. The Stalinists in Spain strangled
and killed the revolution; the FLN for the moment orgenlzes it and pushes it
forwarde But even if the parallel Wwere correct, can anyone for one moment vige
ualize the POUM or the Trotskyists meking "purely military" or military and polie
tical agreements with Franco for common struggle against the Stalinists? Only
the Stalinist slanderers pf our movement have ever advanced such possibilities.
It will be to the eternal honor of the Trotskyist movement that never and nowhere
did it for one moment subordinate the general interests of the revolution and the
abyss separating hostile class camps, to its own self-defense. There Were no such
traitors or turncoats in our movement, no people meking "military srmistices"
with fasclsml We must defend the POUM and all honest revolutionarles against sl=
enderous comparisons like this one. And vwe must openly denounce the unprincipled
irresponsibility of people like the Lambert group, which puts the label of "Trot-
skyism" on sentences like the above=-guoted, which come very near to open betrayals

“Comrades might Sey: in Spain end in Yugoslavia there was fascism; in France,
there 18 bourgeols democracy; this makes a difference. These comrades are quite
wronge It vas not in France that Bellounis mede his agreement with the army of
imperialist butchers; it was in Algeria. And in Algeria there is not only no
bourgeois democraty, there is a regime of terror and wholesale assassination
vorse than Nagl Germany between 1933 and 1938 and beyond comparison with fascist
Italye The horrors of the imperialiist repression in Algeria can be compared only
with the worst tralts of the Nazils in Poland, Yugoslavia and the Soviet Union.
Conservative figures of the number of innocent civilians slain by the imperialist
bandits are around 500,000, In such a situation one chooses one's side without
a moment's hesitation. One 1s the camp of the revolution, whatever may have been
the errors or even the crimes of its leaders, and the other is the camp of coun=
ter-revolution, And that's where Bellounis is today» Any honest revolutionary
vho had mistakenly identified himself with that traitor should today show the
moral courage of acknowledging his mistake. And an organization iike the MNA,
which has consistently and proudly identified 1tself with Bellounis, should dis-
soclate itself all the guicker because of the extent of its past mistake in the
matter, History tolerates no misunderstendings on questions of such importance.

A Dangerous Revision of Leninism

But, it might be asked, how do We explain the bitter fight between the two ~
Algerian nationalist orga.nizations, it there are no class differences between them?

One of the reasons for this fight is, of course, cliguism, which has often
and will often In the future play a role in young and rapidly growing revolutione
ary movements. Messall ves the acknowledged leader of the Algerian nationalist
movement. At the Hornu Congress of 1954, he had himself nominated "president for
1life" (a sTrange proposal for s socialis‘b don!t you think?}, When he saw that
control over the mass movVement and the revolu‘tion Wwas escaping from him, he tried
to recapture it by all means, abandoning thereby all principled positions and be-
coming cynical and demoralized.
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But, of course, there is a question of "profound political difference" between
Messali and the BIN, and that question trickles through Philip Magrits articles,
although it is nowhere explicitly stated. Nhgri many times alludes to the "nece
essary solidarity between the French proletariat and the Algerlian masses."  This
seems OK, of courSe. But what 1s behind this correct phrase is Messali's concep=-
tion that, because of the presence of a million French settlers in Algeria and

the strength of resistance of French imperialism toward the national liberation
movement in that country, the victory of the Algerian revolution is impossible
without a revolutionarx upsurge in France. As there is no immediate prospect of
such an upsurge, Algerian revolution cannot achleve military victory.

During the last Session of the United Nations Genheral Assembly, according to
the newspaper Le Monde, the MIA issued a communique stating that "the ehd of the
Algerian conflict camn canno% be the result of military victory. The only democratic
and Jjust solution can be the organization of free elections under the effective
control of the United Nations."

And the irresponsible Lamﬁert, acting like a mouthpiece for Messall, falth-
fully echoed in La Verite:

"As a result of its relative isolation, essentiallj from the French
proletariat ZT..7 the Algerian people camnot achieve a military victory.”
(Issue of 7 November 1957)

Such theories are wréng in principle and unproved and irresponsible in prac-
tices It is true that the proletarian vanguard in a national-liberation movement
of a colonial country must be internationalist in theory and action, that it must
call on the oppressed people of its own country not to identify the rulers of the
metropolitan country with the exploited toilers of that country., It is also true
that the Victory of the colonial revolution will be the easier and the quicker,
the more energetically the proletariat of the metropolltan country joins in the
fight against imperialism, But it is absolutely wrang that the armed uprising or
the revolution of the oppressed people must be subordinated in any way to the
"favorable timetable” for revolution... in the metropolitan country. On the con=-
trary, the revolutionaries of the colonial counitry must audaciously forge ahead,
conscious of the fact that by the blows they are striking ageinst imperialism,
they are preparing the revolutionary upsurge 1in the metropolitan country.

Lambert even dares reproach the FII leadership for its "adventurism" which
"favors" the climate for war in France! This is ILeninism turhed upside-down. When
the exploited people of the colony rise, it is the task of the vanguard of the ~
metropoliTan proletariat to call tirelessly on the messes to come to the defense
and active help of the colonial revolutlon, irrespective of the "errors” and mig-
Takes” of its leaders. To correct these "exrrors” is primarily the task of the pro=
letarian revolutionaries of the colonial ¢ountries, rather than of the workérs of
the metropolitan countries. They must first win the right to "correct the errors”
of the colonial revolution by showing in practice their capacity to help this
revolution.

Now In practice the French proletariat, owing to the betrayal of the Stalin-
ist and reformist leaderships, and to the hesitations and procrastinations of the
mogt influential centrists, has done nothing to help the Algerian revolution.
There has not been one strike in a harbor; there has not been one ship transporte-
ing soldiers or loaded with munitions which was held up 24 hours; there was not
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one general strike on an all-city level anywhere in France against the Algerian
var. Under these circumstances, it is not very becoming for a French revolution-
ist to reproach the herolc leaders of the Algerian revolution for their “natione
allsm;™ he would do better to address these reproaches to the leaders, cadres,
and even sometimes militants, of the working-class organizations of his own
country.

It is significant that the FIN is not only far to the left of bourgeois=-
nationalist parties such as Bourgibals Neo=Destour or the Moroccan Istiglal. Its
criticism of Stalinism is also criticism of a left natures CP leader Leon Faix
was forced last Week in the Stalinist paper France louvelle to get into public
polemicy with the FIN over its accusations that the French CP leadership is crim-
inally inactive with regard to the Algerian war. He timidly reproaches the FLN
for its "ingratitude," saying that French Commnists have “done imch" to help the
Algerian revolution. In reality, the bitter FLIU criticism of the criminal passi-
vity of French Stalinism has found broad echoes inside the French CP, and es=-
peclally in the international Communist movement (Moroccan end Tunisian CP,
Yugoslav CP, Polish CP, Chinese CP, etc.)s

- Thére is nO imperialist war in Algeria; there is a war of liberation by an
exploited people against impe¥rialist slavemongerse Under these conditions, no
honest revolutionary can "wage a war on two fronts." Leninism teaches us that
under such conditions the only correct position ls the united front, not made
conditional on politics within the colonlal revolution, between the working class
of the Imperialist country and the coloniel revolution, for the defeat of im-
perialism, The MNA, Messeli, and the Lambert group have never said this in 80
many words, Our International and its French section are proud to be the only
working=-class organizations” thet have consistently defended that position. The
Militent would do Well to defend it also. T

Fraternally, -
/a/ Patrick O'Daniel

Paris, France
3 February 1958




To the Editors of The Militant

Comrades:

After mailing you my letter of 3 Februery, I received your issue of 6 Janu-
ary, with still another article by Philip Megri on Algeria. It contains a fur-
ther major error of fact end additionel distortions which require anevering. I
am therefore asking you to insert in my letter at the points indicated the follow=-
ing additional materials:

Page 12 Add at end of second paragreph, after words in that country. - -Lno pare=
eraph/ (In the December 1957 issue of the newspaper 1& Voix du Iravailleur Al-
5erien, organ of the MMA-controlled trade-union federation, the USTA, Almed
Bekhat, its secretary, since killed, published an axticle on the Bama.ko Conference,
that brought together most of the politicel militants of the French colonies of
Central Africa &t the end of September 1957 In this article he wrote: 'We have
seen that the Africen people are Whole-heartedly ready to build a union with
France on a basis of equality." Terrible words if we recall the moment when they
were Written. At the moment when the Algerian people had gone into open insurrec-
tion, whose example has been inspiring and will continue to inspire the revolu=-
tionary movement in Central Africa, the so-called "left-wing" leader of the Al-
gerian nationalist movement calmly tekes the opinion of the reformist collabora-
tionist tendency among the petty-bourgeois politioians for the opinlons of '"the
peoplet” And then they condemm the FIN for “oollaborationist" tendencies?)

e 16: Add at the end of fifth peragraph, ‘after words from this traitor? ~-
Znio' paragraph/. (In its issue of 6 Januery, The Militant states that 'the MVA =
has disclaimed eny connection with Bellounis or his actions" I believe that The
Militant published this statement in good faith, and that some "informants" have
deliberately provided incorrect information to :d;s editors. Because in fact no
such declaration of the MNA has been published anywhere; and several French left
newspapers have repeatedly declared that Messall Hadj , While refusing himself to
come to terms with imperialism, has also refused to denounce Bellounis, because
the majority of his followers in Algeria epprove Bellounis.)

Page 20: At end of first paragraph after words the metropolitan country, insert
nevw paragraphs

Philip Magri comes close to formulating this wrong and dangerous theory of
the "impossibility of a victorlous revolution in a single country" when he writes
in the 6 Jenuary Militant: “Exhaustion of the Algerian revolutlonary forces is a
gerious danger,” when he speaks of a “deadlock,” and when he concludes: "But
the French workers will have to act soon, for the war of attrltion has begun to
tell on the Algerians, As Messali has emphasized all his life, the fate of the
Algerian revolution rests in the hends of the French working class."”

This thesis of the "exhaustion® of the Algerian revolution was feverishly de=-
veloped by French imperialism on the eve of and during the seasion of the United
Nations General Assembly, in order to prevent an "internationalization" of the
Algerian conflict. All bourgeois and pro-imperialist newspapers in France Were
talking about this "exhaustion.” Alas, no sooner was Philip Magri's article
printed than the news from Algeria caused great alarm in French imperialist cir-
Cless Butcher No. 1, Robert Lacoste himself, was forced to admit that the "reb-
els” were now 80 strong and so velle-armed that they could go over from "terrorism"
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to full=fledged "guerilla warefare.” And Bourgiba announced to French public
opinion, without being contradicted, that the Algerian revolutlonists control
"large pgrts of the Algerian territory.“r

Under these conditions, talk about "exhaustion" and "attrition” is irres-
ponsible, to use a very moderate term. Working-class and Marxist revolutionists
should always be the most enthusiastic and intransigent soldiers in the struggle
for national liberation, who should tell the downtrodden masses that they are
able to liberate themselves, and not congtantly shed doubt on the future of the
colonial revolution end repeat the defeatist and anti-Leninist thesis that with-
out action of the metropolitan proletariat the colonial revolution is doomed to
defeats

I suppose that in the very first sentence of my letter the date of January
6th should be added.

I am sorry to give you the extra work of making these insertions, but the
points seem Yo me too important to omit. I express once more the hope that the
line presented by Philip Megri is not that of the SWP 1itself, and urge you to
utilize my letter for a rectification, the failure to meke which now will ungues-
tionably put The Militant in & most embarrassing situation later as the factual
gituation hecomes ever more clears

Yours fraternally,
/s/ Patrick O'Daniel

Patrick O'Daniel

12 February 1958
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REVOLUTIONARY SOCIALISM AND THE SPLIT In THE
ALGERIAN NATTONALIST MOVEMERT

Reply to O'Daniel

-~ by Philip Magri

In his "Open letter" Comrade O'Daniel disputes in the strongest terms the
accuracy of my presentation of the present situation within Algerian nationalism.
The questions in dispute are of the most serious nature, involving the alignment
A - of sections of the Trotskyist movement on opposite sides in a conflict approach-
ing at times the sharprness of civil war, This fact in itself would necessitate
the most serious and sober gtudy of this entire question by all concerned -- but
even more important, the Algerian Revolution is one of the decisive facts of the
T present international situation., A false position on it could have the most dis-
o astrously disorienting effect on the revolutionery socialist movement.

In my articles in the Militant, I analyzed the struggle between MNA and FLii
as a conflict within the colonial revolution between a baslcally proletarian and
a socialist tendency and a petiy-bourgeois opportunist grouvp orienting toward a
capitalist Algeria and a rotten compromise with imperialism. For Patrick O'Daniel
the situation is differeant: +the FIN is a plebilan mass movement with a leadership
reflecting its social base and playing an objectively revolutionary role under
the impetus of the Algerian masses, the MVA is & "sect,” a "clique"” without a po-
litical basis for existence, evolving toward a policy of copciliation with French
imperialism.

The political and factual issues in dispute can be grouped under four main
headings: the question of which organizetion is primarily responsible for the use
of violence within the nationalist movement, the origins and leadership of FIN and

: MNA, the difference in politics and program of MNA and FIN, and finally the basic
A perspective for the Algerian Revolution.

I. Who is Guilty of a Policy of Assassinations?

Patrick Ot'Taniel contends that the MiNA was first to regort to systematic
¢ assassinations of FIN militants, starting at the beginning of 1956 when the FLN
first tried to organize itself in France. The actions of the FLN, according to
7 . this theory, vwere originally motivated by legitimate self-defense. According to
‘ Patrick O'Danlel, the overwhelming majority of murders which took place in 1956
were committed by the MNA asgainst the FLN.

On analysis, the arguments and evidence advanced by Patrick O'Daniel to es-
tablish this point appear flimsy indeed. In the first place, the only documen-
tary evidence he cites is...a statement by one of the most violently reactionary
members of the French government! Bourges-Manoury, a consistent apostle of all-
out war in Algeria, has one purpose and one purpose only -- to slander the entire
Algerian liberation movement, to persuade the French public that all Algerians
ere simply murderers and thuzs. Neither Comrade O'Daniel nor myself would attach
the slightest value to an attack on the FIN by Bourges; why then does Patrick
0'Daniel call on Bourges as his sole witness against the MiA? Can he find no
betier one?
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This, I repeat, is the only empirical evidence presented by Patrick
O'Daniel in regard to the murders of 1956. He also uses two arguments to infer
the guilt of the MVA., One is the initially small size of the FLih: "How could
the weak, if not inexistent, FLN have in & short time orgenized sufficient arms
and people to kill 80 persons?" But murders are not the work of a mass movement
-- they are by their very nature carried out by a small apparatus which may or .
may not be tied to a mass movement. It is tragically easier to organize terror-
ist groups then to build a mags movement! In addition, the MNA has charged that
the FLN murders have been carried out by hired killers from the French-Algerian
underworld, wWhether or not this charge can be proven, there is in any case
nothing unlikely ebout it. The FIN, financed from Cairo, has quite obviously
alvays disposed of sufficient funds to pay for this sort of dirty work. It is
thus impermissible to argue that the FIN could not have been responsible for mur-
ders in 1956!

The other argument is that the defenders of the MVA ignored all these
crimes in 1956 and only spoke up in 1957, when the MIA became the principal vice
tim. "All French revolutionaries know how desperately the few FLIN cadres were
searching for arms to defend themselves during the whole year of 1956. Why does
Pnilip Magri keep silent about the 80 murders of that year?” But this is a
very, very dangerous point for a representative of the Pablo tendency to make.
If, in fact, all through 1956 the FLIi was "desperately" trying to defend itself
from a murderous attack by the MiA, was it not the elementary duty of "All French
revolutionaries” to come to the aid of the FIN, to denounce the MNA? Well, the
paper of this tendency, "la Verite des Travailleurs" went through the entire
year of 1956 without & word of condemmation of MA murders! Why? Surely not
out of hostility toward the Flii,..

Another paper which only discovered in the fall of 1957 that "The MNA wvas
the first in France to use physical liquidations.." was the staunchly pro<FIN
weekly "France -Observateur.” This journel, too, let the whole year 1956 slip by
without the least denunciation of MNA “terrorism,” Its first statement on terror-
ism within the Algerian nationalist camp came on May 30, 1957: "What astonishes
and disturbs part of French opinion -- and most particularly left-vwing opinion
-=- ig the persistence of 'settling of accounts' taking place in the metropolis
between representatives of rival tendencies (end for which members of both FLN
and MNA bear responsibility)." Again, the failure of "France-Observateur" to
indict the MNA can scarcely be explained by & lack of partiality toward the FIN...

The MNA, for its part, claims to have acted only in self-Gefénse. An MNA
pamphlet reprints a study by Claude Gerard's "Interafirique Fresse" which states:
"In France, the small orgenization of the FLN tried to disorganize the cells of
the MNA by murder until that moment when, so it seems, the MFA decided to
ansvwer back."

Claude Gerard is, of course, a partisan of the MNA just as Patrick O'Daniel
supports the FLN -- and their assertions ag to the primary guilt for the "settl-
ing of accounts" are compleiely contradictory. Is there then any independent,
verifiabk evidence showing the truth about the responsibility for assassinationsg?

In fact, there is. It is unquestionable that the introduction of violence
within the Algerian nationalist movement began with the seizure and imprisonment
of MNA leaders Mezerna and Meiki by the lasser government at the request of the
FIN. This took place in the fall of 1955 -- well before even Patrick O'Daniel
accuses the MNA of murders. It proves that as early as 1955 the FLN was resolved
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t0 use techniques of violence to wipe out the MNA! Another action of this type
was the murder of one of the original leaders of the insurrection, Ben Boulaid.
A member of the secret orgenization of the MILD, Ben Boulaid had been asked to
participate in the uprising in the name of Messali Hadj by the leaders of the
CRUA, who would have been incapable of starting the revolution without the ille-
gitimate use of Messali's prestige. Ben Boulaid was captured by the French and
sentenced to death at a trial at which he defended the ideas of the MNA and
Messali Hadj -- but he was able to escape with the aid of the MNA. Shortly
thereafter he wes agsassinated by the FLN on March 27, 1956! These events in
Egypt and Algeria provide the real context for the outbreak of violence in France
itselfa

But beyond these facts there is one conclusively significant event which
Patrick O'Daniel only alludes to: In the summer of 1957, Messali, in an effort
to break the vicious cycle of terrorism and counter-terrorism, made a solemn
appeal to all Algerians to end the use of violence among themeelves. This appeal
vas initially effective -- for several weeks all violence stopped. Assassina-
tions began again on the sole initiative of the FIN leaders outside France, with
a series of murders referred to in the Militant.,

And this is, of course, decisive proof of the guilt of the FIN, for after
Messaeli's appeal it no longer had any pretension to a claim of self-defense,
however unjustified. Denunciations of the MNA's behavior in 1y56 from people
who were silent at the time cannot conceal the fact that in the fall of 1957 the
FIN carried out & series of coldly calculated political murders without provoca-
tion of any sort. Patrick O'Daniel quotes with ironic approval my statement
"What more needs to be saild to characterize a political movement than that its
preferred method of political discussion is the assassin's bullet?” And who were
the assassins of Bekhat, Fillali, and the others?

Political murders have to be explained politically. It is not enough to
deplore them -- supporters of the FLI are called upon to explain why the FLN
carried out these crirmes.

The FLN, to be sure, has its own "political" explanation. Patrick O'Daniel
spends & great deal of time on an analegy with Spein that I made nowhere in my
articles -- perhaps that is because a certain analogy with Spain imposes itself.
To justify their murders of revolutionary sociallsts, the Stalinists resorted
to the vilest form of slender against their opponents, calling them fascists,
counter-revolutionaries, agents of France. In exactly similar fashion the FLN
has covered its murder campaign against the MHA by denouncing its revolutionary
opponents as counter-revolutionaries and agents of the police! The attacks of
this sort against the MNA are so similar to those against the Poumists and
Trotskyists that I for one would not be surprised to learn that they had been
written by the same hands,..and as for the killings, the similarity there, too,
lets the mind wander,..

I believe that only on the basis of the analysis presented in the Militant
can the political basis for the FLN murder campaign be understood. The FIN rea-
lizes that it cannot destroy the influence of the MNA and Messali Hadj over the
Algerian messes, either in France or Algeria, except by terrorism and the physi-
cal annihilation of the MNA. In any honest political confrontation, in any free
election, the FLN would be relegated to minority statuss And because the
Algerian people will not end the war without having won the right to choose
their own government by free elections the MNA must be smashed now before the war
ends. Hence Melouza. Hence the murder of Bekhat, et al.
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II. Who leads the FLN?

Patrick O'Daniel does not dispute the picture of political forces within
Algerian nationalism before November 1, 1954 presented in. the Militaut arti-
cles. What he denies is that the bourgeois reformist tendencies within the
- FIN control its leadership. Instead, it is claimed, the nature of the FLN is
- Getermined by the mass movement that it heads, and the real leadership of the
FIN rests in the hands of "the hards," the underground military leaders in Al-
geria.

In regard to the leadership of the FIN, a clear picture was given in a re-
cent article in the New Leader by Joseph Kraft, an American correspondent who
entered Algeria in FIN territory, and is extremely sympathetic to the Front.
According to Kraft, the FIN is led by a commitiee of nine members, of whom
Ferhat Abbas and one other are from the former UDMA and three members from the
former MI'ID Centrel Committee -- thus at least 5 out of 9, a clear majority,
are from the bourgeois reformist tendencies. A revolutionary movement does not
usually give "bourgeois hostages" a majority voice in its lsadership!

As to the so-called "hard ones" of the underground FIN leadership, there
is congiderable question how much more than skin deep their "extremism" goes.
Perhaps the most prominent of tiese "intransigeants," at least judging from
the French press, is an underground leader named Ramdane Abane. Ramdane makes
an appearance in Servan-Schreiber's "Lieutenant in Algeria" which is worth
notingo . '

Apparently one of the officers of the French Army in the area made direct
contact for negotiations with Ramdane. According to this officer "What im-
presses me most about the way he looks is his shoes. Theyive got a shine on them
like a looking glass. And his hands are clean, and his nails are as well
trimmed as if he's Jjust come from & manicurist., Started me thinking about the
kind of people the maquis are recruiting..." But this, of course, is secondary
-- the essential is the political basis for these negotiations: it had been
laid down from the beginning that the exchange of ideas must be founded on the
premise that Algeria would remain French and that the aim was to be the appli-
cation of the Minister Resident's directives.."”

In any cese, we can concede that incidents like Melouza show that there
really exist FIN Jeaders who merit the term "hards"” =-- in a certain sense, of
course.

Can we say that Patrick O'Daniels's third factor, the pressure of the Al-
gerian masses, alters the nature of the FLN leadership? In the January 6 Mili-
tant I indicated that the pressure of the FLii ranks is extremely important --
that it restricts the freedom of maneuver of the leadership, and continually
pushes them to a more determined stand against France. But this in no way al-
ters the bourgeols cheracter of the FLI leadership, and for two reasons. First
of all, the pressure of the masses is fully effective only to the extent that
the MNA exists as an alternative to which the FIN ranks can turn. If the FIN
leaders by terrorism could succeed in gaining a monopoly on Algerian politics,
they would be much freer of mass pressure, at least until the Algerian masses
had succeeded in rebullding their own organizaticn.

And in the second place, the bourgeois character of the FIN leaders en-
ters continually into contradiction with the demands and needs of the masses
following the FLN. Thus the FLN is, in fact, meither a "bourgeois mass movement"
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which Patrick O'Daniel rightly considers impossible in Algeria, nor a classless
"plebian,"” "instinctively revolutionary" mass movement. Rather, it is a petty-
bourgeols revolutionary tendency dominated by a contradiction between its bour-
geols leadership and its semi-proletarian base.

Political stability within such a movement is inconceivable. The FIN
must evolve either toward complete domination of the bourgeois elements and a
compromise with French colonialism or toward a split and the regroupment of its
more revolutionary terdencies with the Messalist MNA. The current heterogeneity
of the FLN leadership is notorious. It is an artifical creation and can be held
together only by force.

As to the MIA, its quality as the direct continuer of the Algerian revolu-
tionary movement of the past and the fact that it is solidly based on the Al-
gerian working class (it is, of course, the decisive peculiarity of the Alger-
ian revolution that the great bulk of thls working class can find employment
only in France) in addition to its socialist traditions justify our terming it
a proletarian tendency.

For Patrick O'Daniel, on the other hand, the MVA has become a "clique" --
it was reduced to that status because the revolution of 1954 broke out without
its participation as the result of & "crisis” brought about because “the
Messali leadership had been for years procrastinating and increasingly passive
eees” As a result ",..the revolution simply passes them by. This is what happen-
ed to Megsali,"

In fact, as 1 showed in the articles in the Militant, the split between
"Messalists” and "Centralists" in the MIID in 1954 was precisely over the issue
of orienting toward an armed uprising of the Algerian people, and everyone rec-
ognized this at the time. Among those aware of the fact were the French com-
rades of Patrick O‘'Daniel, who wrote (La Verite des Travailleurs, November
1954): "The creation of the Algerian maquis is also the expression of a poli-
tical crisis in the national movement,"

Did they, perhaps, refer to some "crisis" caused, they now claim, by the
rerennial "passivity" of Messali? It would not seem so, judging from the June
1955 issue which said: "L*Humanite ignores the name of the greatest Algerian
leader who merits the respect and admirstion of all workers, the living symbol
of the unbending will to emancipation of the Algerian people,”

And if, indeed, the "passive" and "proscrastinating” MNA was simply by-
passed by the Algerian revolution, it also took our comrades of the Pablo ten-
dency a rather long time to realize thls simple fact., In that same June 1ssue
of La Verlte des Travailleurs they wrote denouncing the French Stalinists whose
policy wass "to play upon the intermal divisions of the Algerian nationalist
movement and to deny to the MILD of Messall Hadj its quality as the authentic
representative of the Algerien masses."

II1. Where 1s the Léft-Wing-Program? '

Patrick O'Daniel contends that political differences between FLN and MUA
are minor, and thcose that exist place the FIN to the left. He cites two seem-
ingly pro-Western declarations by MNA leasders, It is impossible to say how
much the pro-Western tone of these passages can be ascribed to opportunism on
the part of the MVA, and how much to an out-of-context quote. In any event,
Patrict O'Daniel asserts that the FLN in its turn tried to "avoid any formmla-
~ tion which would antagonize American imperialism," As to statements sympathetic




-2D-

to the MNA from certain French Social-Democratic leaders, notably Pineauw, we need
merely realize that such statement represent exclusively an attempt to play off
MiA against FLN before world public opinion. When it comes to repression, these
“Socialist” scoundrels are at least as vigorous against the "more Westernized"
MNA as against the FLN. And, while they eagerly use the MNA to explain in the UN
why they cannot negotiate with the FLN, at the same time they carry on undercover
negotiations with the FILN exclusively, such as the mission of Commin and Grose.

Patrick O'Daniel states that the MNA cannot in any sense be considered 'soci-
alist" because, while the old Algerian nationalist program hed socialist elements,
"in the MMA's propaganda they are never mentioned.” The validity of this state-
ment can be Judged in the light of this statement by Messall Hadj, from hls pam-
phlet "The Algerian Revolution:" “The MNA is deeply socaked with the principles
of democracy. WuWhile struggling to win its freedom, it is determined after having
done so to Join its efforts to those of &ll the democrats to go ag far as possible
on the road towards socialism, for the purpose of creating a society in which man,
without distinction of race, religion or color, can finally live in freedom and
security from all the torments which preceding generations have known."

Of course, the decisive programmatic difference between MiA and FLN lies in
their position on negotiations and the eventual Algerian government. Patrick
O'Daniel manages to confuse these quostions completely. He counterposes, in the
most misleading fashion, the MiA's proposal for a round-table conference to nego-
tiate a cease-fire to the FLNN's proposal for "unconditional independence." He
makes it appear that the MNA wishes to submit.the future of Algeria to the re-
sult of a conference with French imperialism, while the FIN will settle for noth-
ing less than complete independence.

In reality, the MNA proposal for a round-table conference has always been
presented solely as & method to negotiate a cease-fire and conditions for free
elections to a govereign Constituent Assembly. It insists that only the Algerian
people through free elections has the right to determine its government and fu-
ture political status -- and no one can doubt that the choice would be for inde-
pendence. It should go without saying that these proposals have nothing in
common with the Mollet-Lacoste program for falsified elections and unconditional
surrender of the revolutionary army camouflaged under the phrases of "free elec-
tions" and "cease fire." Patrick O'Deniel's effort to imply that MNA policy comes
"dangerously close" to that of French imperialism is certeinly an unworthy one.

Patrick O’Daniel also takes off from the MiA‘'s use of the term "An Algerian
Aix-les-Bains" to insinuate that the MNA wants to settle for a pseudo-independence
like that gained by Morocco, But, as we heve ssen, the MNA's position on this is
that only the Algerian people cen determine the status of Algeria. The analogy
to Morocco comes from the fact that there, too, the French pretended that they
could find no valid negotiator, since the Moroccans were divided between the Sul-
tan, the puppet Sultan, the Istiglal, the "Democratic Independence Party,” and
other groups. In Algeria, the round table formula would be a crushing answer to
French attempts to play off MNA against FLN if the FLN accepted it.

But in fact, and until this is understood the question must remain a complete
mystery, the basic political orientation of the FIN is that it alone has the
right to negotiate in the name of the Algerian people, it alone alone can form an Alger-
ian government. It does no good to claim that the FLI "recognizes" the principle
of free elections -- Melouza, the murder campaign, the repeated FLN slanders
against the "counfer-xevolutionary MNA" show clearly that, as Patrick O'Daniel so
delicately put it, "democratic guarantees for electlons und.er these conditions
‘would be found insuffioient."
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In these circumstances, what is the meaning of the slogan "unconditional in-
dependence" which Patrick O'!Daniel counterposes to the MNA Gemand for a round-
table conference and free elections to a govereign Constituent Assembly? On its
face, this FIN position is a downright lie, since the FLi has on many occasions
entered unilateral negotiation with the French without a word being said before-
hand ebout "independence.” And as I established in the Militant articles, all
the concrete aspects of this "independence" would be negotiated after the word
was conceded. But Tunisia and Morocco are “"independent," too. So, for that
matter, is Cuba. The only meaningfull guarantee against a sellout of the type
that the background and social character of the Yazids and Ferhat Abbases makes
absolutely inevitable is the power of the Algerian people to establish its own
government. And it is exactly on this question that the difference between MIA
and FIN is most clearly merked.

The only content of the famous phrase "unconditional independence" is thus
that the FLN has the monopoly of negotiastions and cen establish itself as an
Algerian government without the consent of the people. If the Front is, as
Patrick O'Daniel contends, the authentic representative of the majority of the Al-
gerian people, it is incredible that the FLIN should refuse free elections (real;z
free elections, of course, not elections a la Lacoste; or insist that it alone
can negotiate for Algeria. uhy is it afraid of the MIA? Why is it afraid of the
verdict of the Algerian people?

IV. The Bellounis Case

All connection between the MNA and Bellounis or his action was disclaimed to
the Militant by the MiA representative in New YOork, Mr., Abed Bouhafa. The
accuracy of the MNA statement is epparently confirmed by the statement of Bellou-
nis himself (although his first declarations had tried to use the MNA as & cover
for his betreyal), and Patrick O'Daniel further confirms it when he says: 'We
do not want to identify the MHIA or Messali with Bellounis."” Unfortunately, it is
also true that the MHA failed to denounce Bellounis publicly, and I do not wish
to defend this failure In any way -- but that is a long way from implicating
the MNA in any way in Bellounis! treason.

Furthermore ,there is oie fact that esceped Patrick O'Daniel in his lengthy
discussion of Bellounis -- that is the fact that he stood at the head of a resis-
tance group of 3,000 Algerien fighters. Why did they go along with his betrayal?
Certailnly, opportunistic "Machiavellisn" arguments could play a part. But trea-
son of this sort could never take place if the actions of the FLN units typified
by Melouza had not provided a basis for the desperate reaction of "war on two
fronts" and then "cooperation with the lesser evil." The treason of Bellounis
cannot be excused -- but the FLN cannot escape a heavy share of the responsibility
for it.

V. What Perspective for the Algerian Revolution

Patrick O'Deniel rejects the proposition that '"the Algerian people cannot
achieve a military victory." Apparently his reason for this 1s not a specific
analysis of the military situation confronting the Algerian revolution today, but
the general proposition that the colonial revolution is able to triumph on the
basis of its own forces. This is obviously correct in some cases, even in most
cages; China, Vietnam, Egypl are only some of the best examples, It is also ob-
viously incorrect in some cases -~ anyone who told the Puexrto EKlcan people that
they could win their freedom by military means would be acting as a criminal provo-
cateur. Even the best general principle is never universally true -- it must al-
ways be applied concretely.
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The Algerian people have demonstrated that they were capable of initiating
and sustaining a megnificent struggle in the face of the most terrible difficul-
ties -- their continuing struggle was worthwhile, proper, and 1s today one of
the most dynamic and progressive elements in the world situation. But does this
imply that the Algerian revolution can achleve military vichtory? When we talk of
military victory we mean something very definite -- the defeat and destruction of
the opposing army. An Algerian Dienbien Phu. And this is obviously out of the
question.

But if we recognize that the Algerian people cannot achieve military victory
does it mean that they cannot win, that they should accept some solution short of
real freedom? Not in the least -- a negotiated settlement which would amount to
a political victory is entirely conceivable. But only on one condition. Algeria,
its chosenfield of exploitation and investment for a century, is far too precious
to the French ruling class to be given up willingly, even apart from the pressure
exerted by the French colons in Algeria. The cost of the wer is exorbitant, but
as long as it can be shifted to the shoulders of the workers it can be born eas-
ily. What French capitalism cannot afford are the revolutionary consequences in=-
side France itself of the Algerian war, Patrick O'Daniel is absolutely correct
to point out that the Freuch working class has by and large remained passive during
the Algerian vwar, and to place declsive blame for this on the Stalinists and
Social-Democrats -- but it is equally necessary tO emphasize the fact that French
capitalism can be forced to give up its rule of Algeria only if the proletariat
can overcome the treason of its leaders, move out of passivity, and convince
the capitalists that if they insist on holding on to Algeria they will merely
succeed in losing =-~-.France!

To emphasize the indispensaeble relationship between the Algerian revolution
and the working class struggle in France, as the MiA has consistently done, is
not to adopt a policy of defeatism toward a struggle which powerfully increases
the prospects of revolution in France -- it is to base revolutionary strategy and
tactics on a realistic, not abstract, analysis of the nature of the Algerian revo-
lution. And a realistic analysis cannot ignore the fact that the Algerian people,
too, are made of flesh and blood. Ilio people can fight indefinitely in the face
of a terrorist slaughter, Neither "La Verite," the I4iA, or the Militant has said
that the Algerian revolution is today at the point of exhaustion, But we are not
blind to the fact that such a point exists, that it will one day be reached 1if
the French working class does not intervene, and that the FIN policy of terrorism
within the Algerian revolutionary camp brings that day nearer.

I bvelieve that revolutionary socialists should support the MNA, whose program
stands for an Algerian independence, the real content cf which must be determined
by the Algerian people through a freely elected sovereign Constituent Assembly
as against the FLN whose program calls for an "independence" dominated and define
ed by a clique of leaders of petty-bourgecis origin behind the back of the Alger-
lan people, an "independence” which would embody the reality of a deal with
French colonialism. Patrick O'Daniel doces not accept this apnalysis. But at
least he, I and all Trotsikyists can agree on & position of unconditional support
for the Algerian struggle against French imperialism, whatever our estimate of
the tendencies within that struggle, a position of defense of the militents of
all tendencles against the common enemy, French imperialism. Fortunately, the
comrades of the Pablo tendency as well as the tendency represented by "La Verite"
and the Militant have taken this position, which can, I hope be the basis for
common action despite deep divergences on other questions.

April 1958 Philip Magri.
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