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Editorial

Throughout the ninetecn-sixties, the ruling classes of the
American continent were perpetually being shaken by
events Taking place in a very small corner of ‘their’ con-
tinent—Caoba, We should recall this fact when attempting
to assess the importance of the political processes now un-
folding in Portugal for the European continent as a whole
For just as the Cuban revolution, because it expressed and
summarized the struggle of the oppressed throughour Latin
America, had an impact far rranscending its own borders,
so the great political struggles that are clearly on the
agenda in Porwgal can be expected to reverberate through-
our the European continent.

The immediate root of the military coup of 25 April
which swept away the dictatorial apparatus of the Salazar
regime, carefully constructed over the course of forty years,
was a virtual consensus among the Portuguese bourgedisie
that the course of last-ditch resistance 1o the African
liberation movements, to which the old regime was irre-
trievably committed, was a disastrous one. Such a course
constituted a major obstacle o the connnued integration
of Portugal into the European economy, involved ever-
growing burdens of finance and manpower on the fragile
Portuguese economy, and seemed in fact to be jeopardiz-
ing, rather than reinforcing, the economic hold of Portu-
guese imperialism on the ‘overseas territories’

The deeper causes are to be sought in the recent
pattern of growth of the Portuguese economy—ceniring
around the development of FEuropean-oriented export
industries and the establishment of branch operations by
Buropean wulti-national firms in  Portugal—and the
development of a new economic strategy for the domination
of the colonies, based on a greater readiness to collaborars
with foreign imperialist interests. Nor could 25 April have

TOWARDS
THE
PORTUGUESE

REVOLUTION

oocurred without the mass struggle of resistance w the
Porruguese dictatorship, both at home and above all in
the colonies, which made it impaossible for the bourgeoisie
to continue with the strategy of the Salazarise regime and
gt the same nme impossihle for the old regime o change
15 COUrsec.

Afrer an unsuccessful atrempr ar [iberalization within
the framework of the old regime, during the hrst wa
years of the Caetano Government (1968-70), the bour-
geoisie realized that the only hope for change was through
a break with the Salazarist apparatus. What was lacking
was a force that could execute this break withour placing
the bourgeoisie at the mercy of the mass movement, The
rise of discontent among junior carcer officers in the
armed forves, its crystallization into the Movement of the
Armed Forces, and the emergence of a popular, top
mulitary man, Spinola, who shared the vicws of the domin-
ant bourgeois circles and was prepared o speak out on
their behalf, filled this need. Thus was born 25 April.

But if 25 April was conceived as a sirategic
manoeuvre of the bourgeoisie, it in wrn gave birth 1 a
sweeping mobilization of the Portuguese masses, deter-
mined 1o destroy every vestige of the old regime and assert
their own demands for material improvement in their
living standards. The masses refused 1o accept the role of
passive spectator in which they had been cast by Spinola
and his bourpeois backers. They came into the streets and,
linking hands with rank-and-file soldiers and sailors, com-
pelled the military junta 1o go far further than they wished
in the dismantling of the Salazarist machine.

All the repressive apparatus of the old regime—the
PIDE/DGS (political police), the riot police and the
Republican Guard (fascist militia)—were swept away.
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Their members still sit in prison, awaiting the furure
political events which will desermine their fate. In almost
every company, cvery Government deparmment and every
organ of the mass media, workers demanded the disnuissal
of senior officials and msnagers closely associated with the
old regime and its repressive policies. In place of dicta-
torial Government control, messures of workers’ control
were demanded. This process, led with the political
ferment in the armed forces and the bonds being built
between the mass movement ‘and the military ranks,
means that bousgesss rule in Porrugal today hangs by a
finer thread than in say other country in capitalist Europe.
The main force sow keeping this thread intact is the

The problem which has always plagued the Portu-
gucse bewrgesisic has been how 1o break with Salazarism
withows touching off a mass movement that would threaren
the wery emstence of capitalist class rule. Reliance on the
sy s the executor of the bourgeoisic’s political pro-
gre=—e wus the first answer. But the explosive eruption
o e maw movement, coupled with the deep-going
pulitical ferment inside the armed forces, rapidly rendered
s solunion inadeguate. There was only one alternative—
= imcorporste into the Government those political forces
who could exercise influence over the mass movement and
gdeflect it from a collision course with the bourgeoisie’s
polincal plans.

Thus the decision was made w incorporate the
Secialist and Communist Parties into the provisional
Government. The presence of the Socialist Party was
valushle, since it broughr into the Government men who
kad been among the most popular leaders of the demo-
cratic opposition (Raul Rego, Mario Soares). But the
presence of the Communist Party was indispensable. It
brought to the Government more than a few prominent
individuals, more than the prestige of association with the
anti-Salazarist struggle: it brought the support of a
palitical appararus—indeed, after the destruction” of the
Salazarist ANP, of the omly political apparatus in the
couniry.

As the weight of the Communist Party in Portuguese
- political life is so much greater than that of the social-

democrats, 5o is its reachery that much more dangerous,
Today in Portugal the CP has become the main opponent
of further development of the mass movement. It sup-
ports a Government that can lay no claim to ‘representa-
twve’ status, even in bourgeois-democratic terms, but is
simply a paolitical front for the junta of senior military
officers. It participates in a Government in which almost
all the key posts are in the hands of either military- men
pr harefaced representatives of the big Portuguese monopo-
lies. Todey the Portuguese Communist Party has given the
Sealimist strategy of the ‘ant-monopoly alliance' a new
twist—ahey are trying to carry it out in alliance with the
monopolies themsclves!

With regard to the mass struggle the Communist
Party now has a simple message: call it off. Since their
entry into the Government they have systematically op-
posed all forms of mass activity. They have supported the
Government's decision o fix 2 minimum wage of only
3,000 escudos a month (less than £12 a week—and even
this does mot apply to domestic servants and farm
labourers), rather than the 6,000 demanded by the trade
unions, Warkers who have tried to fight for better wages
and conditions have been denounced as “tools of fascism’.
With respect to the clearly evasive manoeuvres of the
Government's colonial policy (one immediate objective of
which is to keep the Cape Verde islands safe for NATO),
the Communist Party has no criticisms o make, It openly

supports the negotiations, and has denounced those who -

call for mass action in solidarity with the liberation move-
ments a5 ‘leftist and irresponsible’.

What does the CP offer as the way forward? “The
unity of the people and the army’ By this they do not
mean the incorponition of the military rank-and-file inw
the mass movement, but the subordination of the mass
maovement to the political needs of the military junta. The
experience of Chile has already revealed what this line
will amount to in practice. In the name of ‘unity with the

army’, all political work within the armed forces will be |
progressively liguidated in order 10 maintan ‘unity’ with |

the generals and professional officers. The way will thus
be paved for the fulhilment of the bourgeoisie’s most
imperative need at the present time—the restoration of
‘order and discipline’ in the armed forces as the first siep
to reconstituting the ‘unity' of the repressive apparatus
of the bourgeois stair,

What of the future? The present situarion 18 not one
in which to mince words. Portugual is tectering on the

edge of an immense economic, political and =ocial risis,

The growth of the Portugucse economy in recenl years
has bheen closcly ted to its economic integration into
capitalist Europe—a Europe that is now expériencing
almost universal economic crisis. Despire the rapid growth
of Portuguese industry and exports 1o Europe, Portugal
has a very serious negative visible trade balance, duc to
her almaost total dependence on the more advanced Euro-
pean countries for both capital goods and important items
of middle-class consumption. To some extent this balance
is compensared for by forcign investment and the exploira-
tion of the colonies. But more important are the remit-
tances from Portuguese immigrant workers in Western
Furope (which alone cover the trade deficit) and the
eamings of the twurist trade. Thus, when Portuguese
waorkers arc sacked and sent home as a consequence of the
decpening crisis of the Furopean capitalist cconomics,
they will nor merely swell the ranks of the unemployed in
Partugal (joining the 200,000 saldiers who will enter the
workforce if the colonial wars end), but will choke off the
couniry's most important single source of forcign exchange.
Wor will depression abroad and political turmail at home
do anvthing o stimulare wourism,

The combination of mass unemployment. economic
stagnation, the dryving up of key items of middle-class
consumption due o import shortages, and a corresponding
acceleration of infladon, will reproduce all the elements
of the situation which Chile faced in late 1973 in an even
sharper fashion. For the Portuguese bourgeaisic, the need
to maintain the position of Partuguese exports in an in-
creasingly compenitive Furopean environment and to step
up the flow of forcign investment capital will become
questions of life and death. But these objectives can only
be attained il the living standards of the masses are kept
down and 'discipline and order’ restored in industry.

The conclusion iy only too evident: the treachery of
the Portuguese Communist Party is not merely paving the
way for a restoration of conservative capitalist Govern-
ment. It is preparing another bloodbath on the lines of
Chile. There is only enc way out of the impending crisis

for Portugal. It is not the road of class collaboration,:

compromise and ‘restraint’ urged on the masses by the
Communist Party. The only solution is proletarian
revolution: the total destruction of bourgeois rule, and
the creation of a workers' and peasanis” Porrugal, en the
foundations of which a planned economy can be built with
all the necessary means at its disposal to tackle the immense
economic problems of the country. This solution can be
placed on the agenda concretely by a determined struggle




in the coming period for the creation of independent
organs of workers’, peasants’ and rank-and-file soldiers
power, and around such key transitional demand: as:
immediate. total and unconditional military and political
withdrawal from the colomies; the immediate convocation
of a Constituent Assembly and an end o collaboration wirh
the bourgeois ‘government of National Union® by parries
claiming ro represent the working class, as first steps
to the formation of a workers® and peasants’ povernment
and the disselution of the Junta; the election of workers'
control committees in the factories and offices and of
committees of soldiers and sailors claiming full democrate
polincal rights; a radical agrarian reform, o cement the
worker-peasant alliance; a sliding scale of wages; the
complete abolition of censorship and complete freedom of
association, freedom of the press, freedom tw strike and
demonstrate, immediate repeal of the fascist penal code;
a ‘thorough purge of all collaborators with the fascist
regime from the armed forces and swme apparams; un
conditional amnesty for deserters: immediate abalition of
all faseist institutions and their replacement by democran-
callv elected bodies: [‘1Ih|lt. and matenal, support for the
anti-fascist struggle in Spain

It is this simple fact that throws mto the sharpest
reliel the ‘erisis of leadership” from which the mass move
ment is now so painfully suffering. In the present situation
in ‘Portugal, this phrase is not just an epochal formula-
It'is'a concrere and precise diagnosis of the central prob-
lem facimg the mass movement. The resolution of this

problem will nor be easy. "There are many signs that the
mass movement, despite 2 certain relaxarion atr present,
will rapidly resume s upwards course. There s every
reasan to believe that this can produce a decisive oum-
flanking of the Government and their reformist and
Stalinist allies, on several fronis. Bur there can be no
e ging. in the

aping over the central practical task of for

cructhle of the mass upheaval, a revolutionary party that
can lead the strugele for proletarian power
In this process—which s not merely difficalr but

also desperately urgent—ithe forces presently grouped in
the Inrermacional Communist League (LCI—Portuguese
sympathizing section of the Fourth [nternational) will
have a key role to play. Warking together with other
forces of the revolutionary left, they must provide the

nuclens ardund which the revolutionary party can be built,

The Bolsheviks managed w forge an instrument capable
of seizing power in a space of monthy, berween April and

But they staried our with muoch preater
advanrapges: pwnbers, oained cadre, political experience
and the guiding genius of Lenin, Against this we can se
only one thing: the experience and marerial assisrance of
the intermatomal revelutionary movement, It 5 litde
enough, bur it could be a decisive factor. Revolutionarics

Movemher of 19]

everywhere have an obligation w support the revolution
ary left in Portopal and sssist their strugeie for a soorkery
and peasants” P fonndandn sione af the Ulwired
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A leading member of the Fourth International, Livio Maitan, replies
to views expressed by the Marxist philosopher Lucio Colletti in a
mass-cireulation Italian weekly following the Chilean coup.
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‘Our business is 1o help get everyvihing possible done w
make sure there is & “last” chance for a peaceful develop-
ment of the revolution, to help by the presentation of our
programme, by making clear its national characrer, s
gbsolute accord with the intermis and demuinds of a vast
majarity of the population. Russia is a country of the peny
bourgecisie, by far the greater part of the population
bejonging to this class, Irs vacillations berween the bour-
peousie and the proletariar are inevitable, and only when it
EEns the proletariat ix the victory of the revolution, of the
cause of peace, freedom, and land for the working people
assured easily, peacefully, quickly, and smoothly."

Not Bernstein but Lenin. And Lenin not in 1894 but
en 267 Sepiember 1917, ‘Under no circumsiances can the
paxty of the proletariar set itself the aim of “introducing™
socalsm In 2 country of small peasants so long as the
ewerwhelming majority of the population has not come 1o
semle ghe need for a socialist revolution, We are noi
Blseessts we do not stand for the seizure of power by a
mmeesry We are Marwists ™

Thes whatever liberal or infantile-leftist literature
mar sy, 1oe problem of revolurion for Marxism is not
thae of a chosce berween peaceful road and violent road,
The peoble 55 how to proceed to genuine and deep trans-
formatees with the consent of the majority, i.e. of the
broad mass of the population. No self-respecting Marxist
—aeither Lemsn, mor Trotsky, nor Luxemburg—has seen
even the dicemtesrshen of the proletariac itself as the ‘quickest
way’, & pure a1 of military force, the antithesis of demos-
racy. the power of 3 mmority or a substiture for the consent
of the people. The altzrnarive legalitv/violence is an old
blind alley. The ‘wiolence’ which marers is the rransform-
ation of real stroctores; the ‘legality” which counts is the
consent of the majority. Both things are indispensable. For
just as the structures cannot be transformed without the

participation of the broad masses (whar is invalved is after
all the inswallation of new social relations), so there can be
no socialism withour polirical struggle, withour freedom of
the press and the right to sirike, withour opposition and
genuine elections.

The Popular Unity’s underraking was not simply a
reedidon of the old popular frongs. It is therefore an error
o apply 1o Allende rhe criticisms which are valid againsi
Léon Blum. The limit of the old popular front was not that
it maintained the framework of political democracy. It was
that, within this framework and behind the facade of anti-
fascism, the rmeal struciures remained unscathed, In the
case of the Popular Unity, on the other hand, what was
involved was precisely an attempt to combine a profound
(albeit gradual) rransformarion of those strucrures with a
mass polinical democracy. The objection is made that the
artenpr  failed partlyv—indecd shove all—because the
framework of legality' had become oo constraining, even
debilitating. What was necessary was 10 arm the people
{even if it was only 40%% of them), to disarm the troops.
10 suppress the opposition newspapers and radio stations,
to gag the rest of soctety. On Sunday morning at the
barber’s, everything is ensier. But perhaps the real relarions
of force were not precisely those which cerrain friends
imagine

Yer the problem is a different one. What makes the
dictatarship of the prolerariat impracticable today, in the
form and manner in which it was originally conceived of
fand which, it should be said, was never as the dictatorship
of a party or a simple minority governing through a police
Siate, withour strikes, without freedom of expressian,
without open opposition or political struggle), is the course
of capitalist development. Neither, it is true, was the
dictatorship of the proletariar seen by Marx or Lenin as
gvpiding the problem of consent end of democracy exer-
cized. However, it presupposed for them the schema or
model of a sociery in which a full capitalist development
had homogenized and simplified to the maximum the
social strucrure and stratificarion, reducing nine tenths of
the population to workers and technicians in industry ({in-
cluding even agriculture )—a situation which only exists in
the United States today—and at the same time isolating a
tiny minority as a counter-revolutionary pele. This is why
they thought the very dictatorship irself would be the

' The first sentence of this guotation can be found in Lenin,
Cellecrsd Works Vol 26, "The Tasks of the Revolution', p. 60,
the remaining two sentences on the preceding page. [Iwier-
matbonal |,

The first sentence of thiz quotation can be found in Lenin,
Selecred Works in three volumes, Moscow 1967, Val, 2, "The
Taikk of the Probeturiat in our Revolution®, 10 April 1917, p.
17; the rest of the passage quoted cum be found in the spme
volume, p. 20, in ‘The Dual Power’, 9 Aprl 1917, [Iwier-

nactonal ).




highest form of democracy: the overwhelming majority—
90¢% it was claimed—would expropriate a handful of
exploiters. The October Revolution itself presupposed this
model. Socialism was impossible in Russia; the dictatorship
of the proletariat was impossible. But in the meantime the
position was being held, even if only through a dictatorship
of the party, untl the revolution rook place in Germany,
where the cconomy and war planning had shown, according
w0 Lenin, the acruality and correctness of Marx's madel.

However, in reality things med out differently. The
societies of today—nat only those which are relatively less
developed, but also those where capitalist concentration
and centralization have reached the highest degree—show
a wide spectrum of social strata, with diverse and at times
directly competing interests: peasants | various levels of
these), petty and medium bourgeoisie, professional layers,
sub-proletariar, industrial proletarat, etc. And here the
operation becomes more complex. That homogeneous social
composition, that uniformity or immediate identity of
interests -among nine tenths of the population which the
theory foresaw at the height of capizalist development has
hitherto been realized only at the other extreme: in other
words, in backward countries with au overwhelming pre-
ponderance of poor peasants. Heze, in the absence of great
modern, centralized masses of producers, and hence in the
ahsence of the conditions for effective democracy. restricted
political elites (for the most part military ones) or chans-
matic leaders have been shle 1o introduce sweeping
measures of rationalization—from wholesale nationalization
to all the other cxperiments in profane form which have
been seen.

It does not appear that conditions in Chile were of this
kind. Ler us leave aside the possible tactical crrors which
nobody can evaluate seriously from here {though it is
certain that, even if one was auzmpting 4 peaceful tran-
sition and even if one had an absolute majority behind one,
one ought to be able to prepare some defences’). Let us
also leave aside the economic isolation imposed by imperi-
alism, and the conservative role of the Christian Democrats
(there as herc)—indisputable as these things were.
Would events have taken a different course if an appeal o
the people had been made a few months earlier through a
plebiscite? The possible tactical emors constitute the unre-
peatable aspect of the Chilean experience. But what
remains, whar the left must set itself the task of discussing
at all costs—rejecting with contempt the too easy advice
af Tass—is the economic situation in the three years of
Popular Unity government. Here all the problems of even
a relatively lirtle-articulated social stratification leap 1o the
eye and give an idea of the complexity of the situation.
The lorry-drivers who strike for months on end represent
small ard medium property which fears nationalization
more than death; they make one understand how the
‘demand for communism’ in the modern world does not
always have precisely the same force as it has in our heads.
The peasants who, after the distribution of the land, Tefuse
cooperative working on a Kolkhoz model and slaughter
their animals are another reality. Finally, the workers of
El Teniente who, with a month-long strike, fight 1o keep
their wages higher than those of other workers, make us
understand that it is not always enough o evoke “class
consciousness” in order o obtain it.

What this tragic experience teaches us, in my opinion,
is not the impossibility of socialism nor that Allende was
doomed inevitably ta fall. It teaches us that in Chile the
conditions (for both internal and international reasons)
were horrifyingly difficult, more difficult than they already
are always and in themselves. That the road to sociplism

imposes a complex political plan, problems of unification
and alliance berween differentiated social forces and, there-
fore, a difficult chaice of common objectives, with a correct
evaluation of the weight of such forces as will be discarded
ar each stage. Above all, it teaches us that the left must
rack its brains, that there are many things which have
be rethoughe from the beginning. in order 1o make social-
ism also into a sociery which works.

I HE

Events of decisive importance like those in Chile neces-
sarily lead revolutionary militants and intellectuals who
consider themselves Marxists to reflect upon them critic-
ally. But the impact of so TFAgIC an experience can cause
them to evolve in two diametrically opposed directions:
towards a greater understanding of the method of the
revolutionary break, or towards more or less consciously
disguised revisionist positions.

Regrettahly, it is the second path which has been
taken by Lucio Collerti, despite the fact that, on the
thearctical level, he has for many years made a significant
contribution to the struggle against reformist and Stalinist
deformations of Marxism, The article he wrore on Chile
for I'Espresso might, in fact, casily have been signed by
Fnrico Berlinguer—or at least by someone like Romano
Ledds.' The mystifying guotations, the attribution to
revolutionary Marxism of arbitrary schemas, the distortions

Lucio Colletti is the most importent contemporary Italian
Marxist philasopher, suthor of Fromr Roussean to Lenm (NLB
19723 and Marsiom and Hegel (NLB 19731 A member ol the
Itslian Communist Party from 1950, he left it in 1964 In
1966-67 he was editor of the independent Marxist monthly Za
Simistra. After the publication of Livie Maitan’s book Parey,
Ayeny and Massas i the Chinere Crisiz in 1969, Colletri epoke
with Maitan st o number of public meetings, defending Mairan’s
critical and Marzist snalysie of the Cultural Revelution Eainst
the apologetic attide to the Chinese buresucracy which pre-
dominates on the [talian far left, He is also the author of an
extremely useful article “The Question of Stalin® (NLR Mo, 61,
reproduced in pamphlet form and avafable from Fed Books)

Enrice Bedinguer 18 General Secretary ol the Ttalian Com-
munist Party, Homano Ledda a Party intellecual who as editar
of its theoretical joumal Gritica Marxista from 1963 to 1966
pursued a relatively ‘open’ policy




in his analysis, the wacuous appeal to the new as a cover
for the affer of old, defective goods: all these classic in-
gredients of countless revisionist operations are present in
Callerti's three cursory columns, which end with an invita-
tion to the left to ‘rack its brains' and to ‘rethink many
things from the beginning, in order to make socialism also
into a society which works”,

For his own part, Lucio Colletd has certainly not done
much racking of his brains. He begins, in fact, with a
quotation from Lenin (from 26-7 September 1917), in
which the Bolshevik leader arficulated the possibility of
'‘making sure there is a “last” chance for a peaceful devel-
opment of the revolution’. It is worth recalling w0 the
forgetful that the same guotation—and for the same

was disinterred by the Khruschevites at the time
of the Twentieth Congress, in an attempt to give an
‘orthodox’ cover to their neo-reformist theorizations on the
peaceful road to socialism, Bur whar the Khruschevites
prerended to forger was the lirtle detail that Lenin’s
hypothesis was one of a ‘peaceful’ coming o power in the
framerwork of the revolutionary democracy represented by

the Somiers—not organs of the boorgenis State b the |

expression of an alternative workers’ and peasants’ power.
A litdle detail indeed! For Colletti to clutch in his turn at
this particular life-belt is really pitiful; whar is more, he
forgers that even in that limited form the hypothesis was
not translated into reality (nor has anything of the kind
occurred in other revolutionary crises). Perhaps the refer-
ence to a text—and oné dragged in by the hair—counts for
more in this case than concrete historical experience?

Collewi says correctly that the Chilean Popular Unicy
was not a re-edition of the old popular fronts. But he does
not grasp the essential aspects of the difference when he
says that “the limit of the old popular front was not thar i
maintained the framework of political democracy. Tt was
that. within this framework and behind the facade of anti-
fascismi. the real structures remained unscathed. In the case
aof the Poouolar Unity, on the other hand, what was invalved
was precisely an artempt to comhbine a profound (albeir
eradudl’) transformation of those structores with 3 mass
nolitical democracy.' Before embarking on this theme.
Collerti had alreadv carried our the classic operation of
revisionists—both old and new—which consists in obliter-
ating the crucial moment, the qualitative leap of the
proletariat’s seizure of power. Moreover, to say that ‘the
“violence” which matters is the transformation of real
structures; the “legality” which counts is the consent of the
majority’ is precisely to avoid the problem—in reality
unavoidable—aof the break, of revolutionary violence, and
w substitute for the concept of revolution which is essential
in Marx and Lenin the concept of “transformation’ which
is typical of every gradualist conception. Progressing
further in mystification, Collerti forgers thar the fundamen-
tal ‘limit" of the French popular front which he recalls was
the fact that it did not even raise the perspective of break-
ing the framework of the system; the fact that it consisted,
in reality, of a coalition of the workers’ parties with the
then majority party of the bourgeoisie. As far as this last
aspect 12 concerned, the difference with respect to the
Chilean experience i manifest; for after a certain point,
as the dynamic of the class struggle sharpened, the
Popular Unity based itself ever more exclusively on the
working-class parties and came op against the opposition
of the entire bourgecisie. But precisely because of its re-

formist conception—which Allende pursued wirh a consis-
tency which, given the way m which he fell, we could even
define as heroic—the Popular Unity never challenged
either the fundamental mechanism of capitalist accumula-
tion nor the traditional political srructures nor the Siate
apparatus in it8 cssential ariculations. Therefore—given
that it was opérating in a highly explosive context and
could not escape a powerful pressure from below—it
revealed its own contradictions all the mare dramatically,
It objecrively stimulated an impetuous mohilization of the
masses, but withomt giving them the necessary outlet,
without orgenizing or structuring the movement, without
ensuring that they had the indispensable instrumenrs of
defense. It was driven w take measures which disrupred
the pre-existing economic balance, but it was not capable
of providing the bourgepisie—with whom it nevertheless
wished 0 keep a dialogue going—with the guarantees
which the latter demanded. Thus it could not aveid a
situation of persistent conflict and a tendency o paralysis,
Yet—eiven its premises—it could not and would not con-
struct an eleernative mechanism of accumulation.

In such a conrext, 8 head-on collision was inevizable,
The bourgenisie was driven w0 one by the logic of its
defence of its vital interests. And it made this choice not
because Allende's mass base was narrowing, but for the
diametrically opposite reason. Certainly, Allende was find-
ing it increasingly difficult to keep control of ever greater
sectors of the proletariat who, far from moving 1o the
right, were breaking in practice with the refarmist approach
{Collerti is wrong in his evalvatdon of the El Teniente
strike which, after an initial confused phase, was only
participated in by a clear minority of the miners). The
truth is that the bourgeois leaders had come to realize that
they could not win the game by progressively eroding the
base of the Popular Uniry régime {as, for a whole period,
they had thought they would be able to do). The March
elections were in this sense the alarm bell: today we know
from starements made by spokesmen for the Junma that it
was precisely after the clections that the military chiefs
began to plan for the coup, The mobilizations which, from
the end of June on, led to the occupation of hundreds of
factaries and to the fiest steps in arming the workers did
the rest. Unfortunately, the bourgeoisie showed itself 10 bé
far more aware than the reformist bureaucracy (and than
certain Marxist inrellectuoals) of the inevitbility of a head-
on clash, when an explosive social and political situation of
such a kind is created, and of the need for a break, a quali-
tative leap. For this reason, when the inevitable outcome
was rcached, the bourgeoisic had made its preparations
(utilizing the army as its irreplaceable instrument),
whereas the working class was either unprepared or at best
only marginally prepared.

This is the lesson of Chile, and it i a crime to try to
ohscure 1t with evazive arguments, with incorrect analyses,
with mystifying “historical’ references. It is still worse if,
as Collewti does, ope puts forward nothing in its place
except a generic pessimism or an implicic support for the
hasic positions of the strategy of the Communist parties.
And it is still worse again il one attributes o Marx and o
Lenin the idea that the dictatorship of the proleraciar ‘pre-
supposed the schema or model of a society in which a full
capitalist development had homogenized and simplified o
the maximum the social structure and stratification, re-
ducing nine tenths of the population to workers and tech-
nicians in industry’. Colletti has spent a decade or two in
minute study of the texts: how is it possible for him now
1o confound the revelotionary spirit of the histoncal agidy-
s15 and the political project of Marx and Lenin with the
evolutionist pedantry of Kautsky?
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PIELLE ROUSSET

THE VIETNAMESE
COMMUNIST PALTY

A Revolutionary Party?

The history of the Vietnamese Communist Party cannot
be understood simply in rerms of the favourable objective
conditions that the development of Vietnamese comm-
unism has enjoved ® These have obviously played a role,
bur other Asian or colonial countries—for example,
Indonesia—have had just as favourable conditions and
yet the revolutionary process has been abarted. Moreover,
other facrors have had a negative effect on the Vietnamese
revolution (limited population and geographical area,
eic.). Above all, imperialist policy has done much to
purge the Viemnamese revolution of what might have
resulted from its specifically natonal characteristics. In
China, "rnFH;riJli*.q:u wias unable to intervene directlv, on
the morrow of World War Twe, tw prevent or postpone
the wvictory of the Chinese Communist Party. In Cuba,
the American strategists did not understand what was
happening unril it was too late. But in Viemam, no such
histarical ‘breach’ existed for any length of time. On three
accasions the Viemnamese Communist Parry was on the

the national

verge of taking power over the whole o
territory, under analogous conditions: in 1945, 1954 and
1964. On all three occasions, imperialism reacted—in
1945 by sending in the Anglo-French expeditionary corps,
in 1954 through the mechanistn of peaceful coexistence
the Geneva Agreement), in 1964 by initiating the us
assault, Even the Russian revolution did not have to face
such a military onslaught [though it did have to suffer
even greater isolation). Newer has a revolution had o
develop wnder such apparently unegual conditions: the
Vietnamase paople against all-powerful America’ The
basis for the success of the Viemnamese revolution is cer-
tainly to be sought in the nature of the political parties
involved and the politics thar the Vietnamese Commumnist
Party has developed. To understand the specific character
of the Viemamese Communist Party, we must take a look
ar the conditions which constitute the context of the
Victnamese revelution—conditions which profoundly differ
from those of the developed capitalist countries.

The Nature of the Revolutionary Crisis

In the advanced capiralist countries, revolutionary crises—
in which the question of power is posed In the mast con-
crete way and a dual power situarion opposes bourgeoisie
and proletariat in practice—have so far proved to be af
very brief durarion. A few months at the most, whether in




Russia, Germany, France gr ecven Spain. In Viemam,
bowever, dual power has existed almost uninterruptedly
for thirty vears. For socio-economic conditions are radi-
cally ditferent there.

The society in which the revolutionary process began
10 develop was marked by rhe super-imposition of French
calonization on & traditional Asiatic society. The result was
a deep and continuing social disequilibrium, The metro-
politan country brurally imposed its economic interests,
Production was diverted away from the internal marker
and economic developmenr and towards the export of raw
materials and the world market, As far as possible, Viet-
nam's unity was broken. Inter-regional exchanges berween
South, Centre and North decreased and were replaced by
direzt relations with France. Investment was tightly con-
trolled by French capital. The French presence was main-
tained by the Army, the Administration and the Church.
Compulsory sales of alcohol and opivm did the rest.

Colonization destroyed the ancient equilibrium of
Victnamese society. All elements involved in the running
of the country before the arrival of the French were either
decimated and removed from the administration afrer the
‘Scholars’ Revolt', or discredited in the eves of the popula-
tion. But colonization proved incapable of establishing a
new ecquilibrium. The new, extremely weak, Vietnamese
bourgecisie, the new adminstration, the new notables, the
Court at Hue—all these were patently foreign creations.
Once Viemam's organic economic development was arrest-
ed, its social development too suffered a deep rupiure that
the French bourgeoisie neither could—nor wanted to—over-
come. This phenomenon—common w0 all under-developed
countrics—took on exemplary proportions in Viemam,
Unlike the British, the French never attempied two
strengthen the authority of upper layers of the indigenous
population, so that it could buse its power upon them.
According to Le Chau,' the pational bourgenisie conrrolled
only 3% of privawe capital and that mainly in the low-
proht agricultural sector. As a result, it never played
more than 3 marginal role either politically or econom-
ically—a fact which gave considerable room for manoeuvre
to the Vietnamese communists. Having broken Vietnam's
organic development, the French bourgeoisie could never
make use of the instrument which, ar home, had repeatedly
allowed it to take advantage of the errors and hesitations
of the workers’ movement to put an end to dangerous,
pre-revolutionary situanions: ie. the presence of a “national’
bourgeoisie, supported by a political apparatus formed
over a long period and having considerable economic
power at its disposal. This is the first factor which explains
why dual power has existed over such a long peried in
Indochina,

The second factor relates 1o the Victnamese social
structure. The chronic instability of the French colony
pravided the necessary condition for a protracted period
of dual power: no ‘national’ force succeeded in winning
acceptance by the population. The sufficient conditions
were provided by the coming together of three elements.
First, a part of the intelligentsia—mobilized against
coloniglism by the Scholars' Revolt and awakened 1o
Marxist jdeas through contact with the West and the
young Sovier Republic. Second, a proletariat, few in num-
bers but already highly concentrated and beginning to
become organized, which still preserved many links with
the peasantry. Third, a peasant mass, pauperized and
proletarianized, suffering from the reverberations of the
1929 world crisis. The coming together of these three
elements made it possible ro solve hoth the problem of the
leadership of the revolution—the emergence of a comm-
unist vanguard—and that of the military survival of

revolutionary dual power over a prolonged period. One
must never forget that in Vietnam the social weight of the
peasantry was immense. How could o revolution be made
without the participation of 95+, of the population (rwo
thirds of which are landless peasants)? The view of the
Vietnamese communists was 1o be that the solution of the
national guestion means first and foremost a solution of
the agrarian guestion. 4 people’s mar means above all a
peasant war under the political Teadership of the prolet-
ariat.

Viernam is not just an under-developed country, but
an ‘extremely backward country’ {Giap) even compared
with other under-developed countries. The Vietnamese
communists have discovered how 1o make a strength out of
this weakness. Vu Can explains chis when he describes the
conditions which made possible the second—anti-American
—Resisrance: "The South Vietnamese countryside, where
some ten million peasants live in a more or less natural
economy, is hardly subject at all to the power of the
towns. The Saigon regime has never managed to exercise |
any really tight control over it, in particular because the
legacy of the firsr Resistance has boen considerable there
and the memory of popular democratic power has not been
erased. Economic as much as political factors explain the
Saigon administration’s vulnerability in the rural com-
munes, which are the weakest link of the system.™ By
contrast, revolutionary war will find the bases there of a
‘resistance economy’ for a promracted war. by hasing irself
on the aumrky of the countryside,

Tradition and Revolution

The Vietnamese Communist Party's ask was to compre-
hend this situation and find a way of taking the leadership
of the struggles. For its undesstanding of the nature and
srraregic role of revolutionary war, the Party could draw
on mwo experiences: that of the Chinese Red Army—some
vears shead of the future Viet Minh—and the previous
struggles of the Vietnamese people. Ho Chi Minh = a
symbol of these cxperiences. A short rime before rthe
launching of the Yier Minh he spent eight months in
China, in the Communist Eighth Route Army. In addilion,
his family had participated in the Bcholars’ Revolt;
through which the Vietnamese for years opposed French
colonization.

Although the experience of the Chinese Communists
was certainly rich in lessons for the Viemnamese Party, it is
nevertheless important o understand the fact that, in an
attempt to link tradition and revolution, they drew just as
much upon the histery of the Vietnamese people. For the
Viemamese tradition 15 profoundly marked by experiences
of popular armed scruggle. The following quotations, taken
from reports made by French administrators between 1885
and 1895, bear witness to this. Here is what the Nam-
Dinh Resident wrote on 200 December 1885, afrer a tour
of his province: “The leaders of the rebellion disseminate
a certain propaganda in the areas they occupy. . . . The
rank-and-file soldiers of this army are provided by all the
villages of the region indiscriminately, which the leaders
hold in a state of terror. If a French column arrives, the
hand, organized for the main purpose of spreading trouble
pcross the country and ketping our soldiers on the move,

' Le Chau, Le Vietmawr socialiree; wowe dconomie de transiclon,
Mauaspéro 1966, pp. 35-41,

 Vu Can, ‘Du FNL au GRP', Eruder Vienamiones Ma 23,
p. 43,

' See C. Fournian, "Les traditions et lz lutte nationale su
Viemam: I'Insurrection des letinds’, in Tradinlom e rdvolusion
an Viermam, pp. 94-5.




hardly resists at ali—just a little for appearance’s sake. The
known leaders and their henchmen disappear, leaving the
bulk of the army and the lesser leaders, who are simply
the peasants that we meet every day. We are faced with a
kind of latent organization, which, in the presence of our
troops, simply melrs away into nothing and merges with
the rest of the population, But this army oaly melrs away
and remains invisible as long as our troops &re active on
a permanent basis.” What we see here is the principle of
the People’s Army.

This army develops as the war intensifies. Here is
what & French Resident wrote five years later: "Very
numerous and well armed with rapid-firing guns, guided
and given information by Viemamese deserters whose con-
tact with vs has led them to lose their salutary fear of
the European, these bands are now bold enough 1o ambush
our columns—and not withour success, alas! . . The
bands which. at this time, infest the borders of our Delta
provinces are stronger than ever, mare cohesive than before
and capable of orderly manoeuvres. They have grown from
numerous litde bands who previously operated in isola-
tion; from malcontents whe do nor like the changes our
occupation has brought sbout and have been unable to
adapt to it; and from people oppressed by an unfair
taxation system, which has been made still more heavy and
odious by all kinds of abuses for which it serves as a pre-
text. These bands seem to follow common aims and a
common leadership; in my view, this is proved by the
relations which exist between them, by the support they
give cach 'other and by the extent of their field of opera-
tions, which is no longer as i the past restricted to a
single district from which they seldom venrured out, but
which now spreads over several provinces, They no longer
live by plundering but are taking on the appearance of
regular troops. Their leaders allege that the French are
responsible for all the ills of the country, . . . The Bang-Y
pirates did not massacre all the prisoners, wounded or not,
as is the custom. Instead, they behcaded the native NCOs,
cut the Pho Quan (superior officer) to pieces, but gave the
ordinary soldiers food and sent them back, since they did
not consider them responsible. Maybe we can stll call
this piracy, bur if we do not put a swop to it, it will soon
be a rebellion. What makes it worse is thar these bandits
are as well armed as we are, are numerically superior
our soldiers, are supported by the local inhabitants and
are fighting on a terrain which they know intimately—
with the peculiar mobility of Asiaric troops who live off
the land and are not burdened by baggage trains.’

The Schelars' Revolt had its own intrinsic limits.
Looking back to the past and led by representatives of
the old ruling classes, it was not historically capable of
breaking the political end military war machine of
colonialism. Nonetheless, the movement did provide many
tactical and strategic lessons. What was necessary wis 10
reinterpret these lessons in the light of Marxism, link
them to an analysis of imperialism and discover how to
weld together tradition and revolution, the struggles for
national independence and for social liberation

It is here that the protracted, repeated nature of
revolutionary crises in countries like Vietnam, and the
armed dual power which can exist for long periods in
such countries in view of their peasant character, play a
fundamengal role. We have seen that the Viemamese
Communist Party was not born fully armed with its pure
theory, There were still ambiguities about the nature of
the coming revolution. The strategy of revolutionary war
was not yet worked ont. From 1936 to 1939, the Vier-
namese Party, to say the least, put on ice the two motor
slogans of the coming revolution: mational independence
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and radical agrarian reform. 1t then had to raise the
former afresh before it could launch the armed struggle.
Bur the time-scale within which the Viemamese Comm-
unists work is not the same as for European revolutionary
arganizations—still confused or with little implantation—
when a revolutionary situation breaks out. The dynamic
of permanent revolution that parional or democratic
strupgles contain in countries like Vietnam can bring the
whole of its weight to bear—if only the organization
which leads the revolutionary process knows how to ana-
lvse its lessons in function of the historical interests af the
proletariat. The ‘empirical’ character of the Vietnamese
Communist Party lies in the fact thar its political thinking
has progressed—through & series of readjustments, redis-
coveries, self-criticisms—in response to the concrete prob-
lems which have came up in the course of the class struggle,
rather than as the result of any reappraisal of the theoretic-
al debare which shook the world communist movement at
the time of the Stalinization of the Bolshevik Party.

The agrarian question is exemplary in this respect.
Dominating the whole of the revolutionary process, it
imposes fts Jaw on revolutionaries. At the outset, the
Vietnamese Party benefited from the lessons of the Russian
revolution and the analysis made of the Victnamese situa-
vion. As @ result its first objective was: The land 10 those
who work it. The Party's history led it 1o develop, over a
long period, the opportunist perspective of a ‘flexible
agrarian reform’. But we have seen, with Giap, how the
needs created by the revolutionary war ftself imposed a
return to the line of a radical agrarian reform. This toak
place in 1953. Without that rurn, Dien Bien Phu could
not have happened. No advance was possible along the
road of natienal liberation if the class struggle continued
to be under-estimared, The power of the big landowners
had to be destroved.

But matters did not rest there. “The land to those who
work it' was still in the historical framework of the bour-
geois revolution. In the epoch of decadent imperialism,
however, @ revolution cannot remain at this stage without
regressing “The agrarian reform carried out between 1953
and 1956 abolished the feudal relations of production by
overthrowing the class of big landowners. . . . Its con-
sequences, however, although in the right direction, were
limited. Agricultural production reached a ceiling, because
of the small size of the plots. Property, petty individual
peasant production and the layer of rich peasants who
employ labour were left intact. Favourable conditions
were created for a free development of petty commodity
production, which opens up the road to the spontaneous
development of capitalism in the countryside. And in fact,
around 1957 differentiations between the various peasant
strata began to come 1o the surface. Numerous poor and
small peasants, as a result of sickness, floods or drought,
were forced 1o sell the land, house or livestock they had
received through the agrarian reform to rich peasants,
who started once again to make usurious loans. Urban
traders speculated in agricultural products, disorganizing
the market ar the expense of the working masses. To go
forward, a more advanced mode of production—agricul-
wural cooperation in other words—had to be introduced.
Otherwise the peasants would have faced pauperization
and a return 1o the past with all the misery and suffering
that that meant * Agriculture thus embarked on the social-
ist phase of its development.

We should note that in the sphere of agricultural
praduction top, the Vietmamese Communists based them-

* Nguyen Xuan Lal, L'agriculture nord-vietnamienne', Parritany
Mo 40, January-February 1968, p.40.



selves on tradition, invoking the aid of the ancient argani-
zation of the village community to launch the policy of
peasant mutual aid, which was a prelude to collectiviza-
tion,

A similar progress in the thinking of the Vietnamese
Communists, when faced by the problems of their revolu-
tionary practice, can be seen in every sphere, including
that of the conception of People's War, “When the hostil-
ities spread to the whole country, our Party launched the
slogan: Wage a war of total, popular resistance. This is
the fundamenral content of People’s War. This content
has been more and more enriched and concretized in prac-
tice during the vears of resistance, especially after the
launching of the guerrilla war and from the time when
the peasant question was accorded its due place in the
national queston.™

We can clearly see the conditions under which the
Victnamese Communist Party has hammered our its ana-
lyses and the course it has followed in doing so. On scveral
accasions, to be sure, this has meant thar the Party has
been slow to find solutions where it has been confronted
with new tasks. But the importanr rthing is that it has
reacted 10 such new tasks and, litde by lintle, opened its
eyes to strategic truths thar Stalinism had vainly sought
1o bury.

Moreover, there was nothing inevitable or predeter-
mined abour such an evolution. A reformist party does not
allow its hand 1o be forced by history. A party is not
revolutionary and reformist in worns. It can degenerate, but
the opposite is unfortunately not possible. The Viernamese
Communist Party has been able to correct irs course. The
French Communist Party could never do that.

Political Continui

Political continuity is extremely importamt for any
revolutionary organization. If its best cadres are scattered,
if its orientation is abruptly changed from top w bottom
several times, if a split takes place in the prganization, it
may take months or even years to renew the broken polit-
ical and organizational threads. Hence the importance of
the fact that the Vietnain 50 Communist Party has been
chavacterized by exceptomal comtinwity. Ar least three
factors bear witness to this.

In the first place, the Party's leading personnel has
cbviously undergone important changes. Certain key fig-
ures have disappeared —like Tran Phu, second General
Secretary of the Party, who died in 1931 after being
tortured during the repression following the Nhge-Tinh
Soviets. But these changes did not affect the existence of
a stable nocleus of leading cadres, which has dominared
the whole history of Viemamese Communism. This was
formed, around Ho Chi Minh, during the first years of
struggle, and included Pham Van Dong, Vo Nguyen
Giap, Hoang Quoc Vet, Truong Chinh and others. This
group was not a monolithic body, since differences did
exist and can be clearly seen at every difficult stage in
the Party’s growth. Bur it was a leadership wam with
shared responsibilities, which suffered neither from a
‘personality cult’ nor from purges of the Stalin type Its
presence has certainly played no small part in the evolu-
tion of the Viernamese Communist Party

Secondly, after a period of zigzags, the Party from
1939 onwards experienced a real continuity of orientarion.
Continuity does not mean identity; we have scen how
important later stages—such as thet of 1953—were in the
definition of the Party's policies. But these transformations
avpear more as corrections and a continued progression
than as ruptures and reversals of policy. This political
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unity has doubtless been greatly strengthened by the fact
that, throughout its long history, the Viemamese Comm-
unist Party has been faced by the problem of revolutionary
WAar.
Finally, it is wue that the Viernamese Communist
Party has experienced 3 number of organizational trans-
formations. From 1930 1o 1945 (except [or a short period
when it bore the name Vietnamese Communist Party) it
was called the Indochinese Communist Partv, The Viet-
namese militants demonstrated in this way their fideliry
to the policies of the Comintern, which based its organiza-
tional structures on those of French colonization and
artached lintle importance two the Viemamese national
question. However, after 1941, the Indochinese Com-
mimnist Party stimulared the creation of the Vier Minh, o
specifically Viemamese organization to which the Comm-
unists committed all their forces, Officially dissolved from
1945 w 1953, the Party maintained iself in a voluntary
‘clandestinity’ for the sake of its frontist politics. From
1953 to the present day, under the name of Workers'
Party of Vietnam (Loo Dong), its authority has been
extended to all Viemamese Communists, despite the parti-
tion of the country after 1954, In 1962, however, it decided
to establish the People’s Revolutionary Party (in effect,
the Communist Party of South Viemam), in order to
adapt its structures 1 the complex relations and different
rhythms of the revolutionary process in the North and
South of the country, Nevertheless, in spite of this torivons
history, the orgamizational wmity of the Commumst Party
has heen fundamenially mamntained. This is true-al least
since 1939: in other words after the 1931 repression, which
terribly weakened the Party, and after the split which
shook the Saigon organization following the break with the
Trorskyists. In fact, since that time, it does not seem o
have passed through any period of cxtreme weakness nor
any important split, in spite of the political upheavals it
has experienced—in 1956-7, for example. Today the
Communist Party benefitz from the activity of thousands
of cadres, educared by years of revolutionary struggles,
and from the support of a population likewise formed by
thirty years of war.

The present uniqueness of the Viernamese Communist
Party soon appears if it is compared to other parties: (o
the Soviet Party, with the whole of the Bolshevik ald
puard decimated by Stalin; tw the Chinese Communist
Party, after the Culrural Revolution and the successive
purzcs it has undergone from Liv Shao Chi w Lin Pian;
to the new Cuban Communist Party which in a sense was
brought to power before it was really formed; to the inter-
national revolutionary Marxist vanguard, now being re-
barn after the blows dealt it by imperialism and Stalinism,
which has such great difficulty in binding the rhreads of
its present and its past ogether again. This unique con-
tinuity of the Vietnamese Party is a very precious quality.

Keystone of the International Situation

We have scen how the Viemnamese Communist Party has
proved its international stature and its theorerical origin-
ality. This demonstration has certainly been made pro-
gressively, ‘empirically’—though it would be wrong w0
farger the legacy of the Third Intemational, withour
which the whole process of development can hardly be
understood. Such empiricism was, of course, a fertile
breeding-ground for national deviarions. Yer the Indo-
chinese revolution would not have attained such depth,

* Vo Nguyen Gisp, Guerre du peuple, aomée du peaple;
Maspéro 1967, p. 91.




had the Vietnamese Communist Party in fact succumbed
to such deviations, The Palestinian resistance is there to
give us a new, and tragic, negalive proof of this.

The international situation of the Vietnamese revolu-
tion probably has been—and remains—the most profound
factor for progressive evolution of the Viemamese Comm-
unists. It has brought them directly up against the iner-
national forces of revolution and counter-revolution, with
all the lessons that such an experience involves. This also
explains the contagion of the Viemamcse revolution. As
Giap reminded the Chinese,* it has served as a pole of
orientation, allowing the forces of colonial revolution a
hreathing-space while the latter was marking time and
allowing the forces of proletarian revolution in the develop-
¢d capitalist countries and of political revolution in the
bureaucratized workers” states lo be recomposed. It has
prevented imperialism from taking advanrage of remporary
successes to go onto the counter-offensive. ‘Cutting edge
of the world revolutionary upsurge, highest point of the
common struggle of the working masses’, as Le Duan
describes ir,’ the Vietnamese revolution has become ex-
emplary. Giap explains this as early as 1964, ic. before
the beginning of the local war and of escalation: *Seuth
Viemam it the shock-troop of ‘the national liberation
movement of our time (Giap's italics). . .. The international

significance of our Southern compatriots” war of liberation

is that they have shown how a small and weak people can
fight and defear the American imperialists, giving another
proof of the universality of the fundamental principles of
Marxism-Leninism as far as the nadonal democratic
revolution in the colonial, semi-colonial and semi-fendal
countries is concerned, and kelping ta extirpate the noxious
influence of modern vevisionism in the national liberation
mooement."” (Giap’s italics).

It is in Viernam that the revolution has been being
made for the last thirty years, It is in Viemam that
imperialism’s strategic weakness has been brought into the
full light of day. But the effects of the Viztnamese revolu-
tjon are mot restricted o preventing the stabilizaton of
imperialist power, As a living and constant refutation of
peaceful coexistence, that revolution also undermines the
power of the workers' bureaucracies. It has become one of
the major elemenrs in the crisis of Stalinism, favouring
the emergence throughout the world of a revolutionary
generation which, thanks 1o it, has learnt to ‘strategically
scorn’ imperialism, and which recognizes itself in the
Vietnamese struggle. So much is this the case, the Viet-
namess Communists are today once again brought face 1o
face with those whom they have often dencunced—as if
in passing and withour ever giving any real explanation—
the Trotskyists, As consistenr revolutionary Marxists, the
latter alone, apart from a number of isolated individuals,
have always made the defence of the Viemamese revolu-
tion a permanent objective of their activity. In the United
States, they offered their organizational abilities, their
sense for mass work, their determination, 1o an anti-war
movement which was a prey 10 elecroralist and spontane-
ist influences. They participated in the Russell Tribunal.
In France, they played an important role in launching the
National Viemam Committee, and subsequently the Indo-
china Solidarity Front, offering all forces which claimed
to be socialist & united front in defence of the Indochinese
people. The interest which the representarives of the
Indochinese fighters have shown in the development of
this support activity is the best answer which can be given
to the lies of the Stalinists.

But even if the struggle of the Indochinese peoples
is at the same time both the product of the post-war
revolurionary wave and one of the main elements further-
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ing its development, it remains nonctheless dependent on
the extremely uneven development of the world revolution.

*Create 1wo, three, many Vietnams, that is our slogan',
Che wrote to the Tricontinental Conference, shortly before
paving with his life for putting his revolutionary convic-
rions into practice. The Pucblo Affair showed the correct-
ness of his perspective:® imperialism would not have been
ahle 0 open & new revolutionary front without consider-
ably loosening its grip on Indochina. But the same condi-
rions for the growth of a new revolurion did not exist
anywhere else. The revolution in the colonial waorld still
lacked leadership, while in the developed countries and
bureaucratized workers’ states the damage wrought by the
betrayals of reformist leaderships after the war was only
just beginning to be repaired. If a new revolutionary
generation has been bomn, for the most part it remains
extremely confused, and revolutionary Marxists arc still
to few in number, The Indochinese fighters remain
‘tragically alone’ (Che) and the very fact of the US war of
destruction makes more than one militant in: the world
hesitate when faced by the sacrifices which revolution
imposes.

The Viemamese Communist Party belongs to that
generation of communist parties which, before and after
the Second World War, broke in practice with the Sovier
bureaucracy's international policies. In Greece, Yugoslavia,
China and Vietnam, they existed uneasily in the contradic-
tion berween their membership of the Stalinized Comin-
tern and their involvement in the class struggle of their
countries. They chose the road of revolution, Of all these
parties, the Vietmamese has travelled furthest m tie
direction of a rediscovery of the principles of Marxism.
But it represents an exceprion today, for the time when
such developments were possible in parties linked to the
Kremlin has passed. Moreover, because the advances made
by the Viemamese Communist Party have not been
accompanicd by any reappraisal of the conflict between
the Left Opposition in the USSR and Swalinism on the
rise, theoretical clarification has not reached the stage of a
precise understanding of the nature of the Soviet bureau-
cracy. But the international situation in which the Viet-
namese revolution finds itself has contradictory effects an
its political vanguard: on the one hand, given the inter-
national policies of the USSR and China, it encourages
Vietnamese communism 1o become increasingly indepen-
dent, on the other hand, the isolation in which the latter
remains plunged, the absence of a sufficiently stromg,
consistent revolutionary Marxist pole in the international
arena, makes it that much harder for it 1o overcome its
ideological limirations.

The Vietnamese Communist Party has developed its
own orientation. It has given more than adequare proof

* Giap, article published in the Journal de I'Armée, December
1971.

* Le Duan, ‘La révoluton vicmamienne @ la lumigre du mari-
{sme-léninizme’, Partisans Mo 40, January-February 1968, p. 12,
" Giap, Le peuple du Sud-Vietnam wveincrs, Hanoi 1965, pp.
&7-8.

* On 23 January 1968, Morth Korean naval forces captured a
US spy ship, the Pueblo, firted with ultra-modern equipment.
The Korean povernment stated that it intended to put the crew
on trigl. According to good imperialist “ogic’, the American
government should have reacted very sharply. Bur nothing
happened. The necessary forces to lead a reprisal operation
[fighters and bombers, fresh twoaps, etc.) were not available in
sufficient numbers, Even in the USA juelf, the number of
troops stationed there for defence of the national territory was
less then the minimum deemed necessary for security. Everything
was in Vietnam. The same applies 1oday for seroplanes, pilots,
technicians, etc. (Sce Burchett, Why the Vigrcong eill wim,
chapter 18}
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of its exceptional abilities 10 lead the revolutionary struggle
for the seizure of power. This struggle has stll not ended
today; nevertheless, the experience gathered since 1945
makes it possible for us to try and tackle the question of
the future, after victory. To begin with, we must seek 1o
clarify the root of the political debare: the question of
Stalinism.

The question of
Stalinism

To understand the present orientation of the Vietnamese
leadership. we must take into account mnot just the difficul-
ties created by the abjective situatfon, but also sabjective
weaknesres, of which probably the wmost important is s
failnre to wndersiand the wature, cawses and history of
Stalinism. Ho Chi Minh lived in the USSR ar the ame
of the conflict berwesn the Left Opposition and rising
Stalinism. He does not seem to have taken part in the
debates, appearing to those proragonists who met him as
an ‘empiricist’.'" Here too, the Party seems to be formed
in the image of its master. This weakness is probably
shown most emphatically when we consider the problem
of dureancrarizorion, The Vietnamese have come up
against this problem from two angles: on the international
level, through confrontation with the politics of peaceful
coexistence; domestically, through the permanent pre-
eaice of rendencies to bureaucratization.

The Swrugele against Bureaveracy

This was the case as earlv gs 1945: ‘Before the Auguse
revolution, our Party existed illegallv and worked under-
ground. But since then, it has bzcome a ruling party . . .
[which] has encouraged cernin of them [cadres and party
members] to lapse into bureaucratism and authoritarian-
ism, to become derached from the masses'"' In October
1945, Ho Chi Minh addressed a document to ‘the popular
commirtees in North, South and Central Vietnam, o all
province, district and commune commitees’.'* He de-
nounced the errors commirted by some cadres, listing them
as follows: 1. violation of legality; 2. abuse of power; 3.
moral corruption; 4. favouritism; 5. facrional spirit; 6.
arrogance—<oncluding with a bald ‘I hope you will
improve’. In 1947, he takes up these charges again in three
documents: ‘Letter 1o the comrades of Bac Bo’, “Letrer o
the Trung Ba comrades” and the pamphlet ‘Improve our
sivie of work”

The ‘errors’ in the implementation of the agrarian
reform in 1956 illustrate the scope of the problem on the
morrow of the victory over the French. Le Chau describes
this period in detail and the wave of criticism and self-
criticism that developed. One instance of such criticism,
formulated by a ‘congressman well-known in North
Vietnamese political circles, Maitre Nguyen Manh-Tuong’
is particularly significant: ‘If the revolution brought us
light and hapiness, why do some people worry about it
and indeed suffer because of it? These people are not
enemies of the revolution. After the Twentieth Congress of
the CPSU, after the Berlin and Poznan insurrections and
those of Czechoslovakia and Hungary, we can clearly see
how these problems arise, because the revolution suffers
from a serious illness, “isolation from the people™, and is
not sufficiently democraric. It is more and more deeply
entrenched in bureaucratism and authoritarianism; it is
imprisoned in a narrow attitude of authoritarian—and

sometimes even dicrarorial—leadership,™"

Further evidence of tendential bureaucratization of
the state was, paradoxically, provided in 1965 precisely by
the democratization imposed by the renewed bombing of
the North. In this respect, Nguyen Xua Lai’s remark is
very symbolic: ‘The new orientation imposed by the war
implies 2 whele range of socio-economic measures, and
notably improved management of the cooperatives; mare
specifically, it implies the introduction of democratic and
collective manapement, and of & more democratic, fair and
rational division of tasks and rerriburive system—a devel-
opment which serves as a powerful wespin against bureau-
cratization®, But the waging of a revolutionary war could
not in itself resolve the problem, Of course, it favoured &
broad democratization at the base [shown in the way the
People’s Army functioned), bur it also implied a maximum
centralization at the highest levels of decision, leaving little
scope for the establishment of a broad, participatory struc-
rure for the whole of the State’s popuolation from base
summit. Here is whar the Party History Commission wrote
for the vear 1968: ‘The Central Commirtee estimared,
however, that the results obrained were still inadequate and
did not correspond to the strategic intention of the Party ar
the present stage Our success was limited by numerous
fatlures and inadequacies. such as the rendency o make
use of the state of war to encroach upon or weaken the
collective economy, to steal public property, ar o indulge
in speculation and profiteering. Some cadres and party
members were siill guilty of bureaucratism and authorit-
arianism, =till violated the people’s democratic rights and
even, to some extent, socialist legality. . . . Since 1968 the
Party has set itself the task of strengrhening its leadership
in the economic sphere, of struggling against inefficient
management. and of instlling in the masses awareness thar
they are the collective master of the counery."*

Confronted for a long time with the problem of
bureaucratizarion, the Vietnamese leaders have tried
respond to it. Their documents are strewn with notes of
this kind: ‘To carry out this general line, our Party
advocares on the one hand, a srengthening of the digtator-
ship of the proletariar against the ememics of the people,
repression of counter-revolutionaries and the maintenance
of law and order and security; on the ather hand the
development of democracy among the peaple, the realiza-
tion of the people’s democratic rights, the esrablishment
and gradual perfection of socialist legislation and the
creation of condirions allowing the people to participate
effectvely in the running of the State.™"

The importance given to this problem appears clearly
in Giap's writings on the organization of the revolutionary
army: ‘In the building of our army, cur Party has always
made democratic centralism its organizing principle; it has
thus auiempted to give the army an effective internal
democracy, while maintaining at the same time the stricrest
—though freely agreed to—discipline. Quite unlike the
armies of every sort of exploiting class, ours has, since i1s
foundartion, practised a regime of internal democracy. . . .
During the years of the Resistance, the so-called system of
“the three great democracies” has taken shape and led to
good results. Political democracy . , . Military democracy

* See Jeam Lacouture, Ho Chi Mmh, Editions du Seuil, and
C. Ragean, He Cii Mink, Editony universitaires,

"' Bréve histoire du PTV, Hanoi 1970, p. 58,

" Ha Chi Minh, Berirs (1920-67), Hunoi 1971, p. 57.
** Le Chay, op. cit.; pp. 141-7,

Y Breve histoire du PTV, op. cit, pp. 128-9,

“ Truang Chinh, Sur lz vofce macée par Karl Morz, Hanoi |
tgig'n P 50.
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ing of discipline inic account

. . Economic democracy . . . It is on the basis of the
realization of the democratic regime thar our army applies
the itrictest—but freely consented to—discipling. ., . The
realization of internal democracy and strengthening of
freely agrecd discipline involve a whole process of struggle
against deviations which have shown themselves through
wwo diamerrically opposed tendencies. The first dwelt
excessively on discipline, while neglecting democracy, . . .
The second—*dispersalism’—did not take the strengthen-
.+ « These Iwo wroog
tendencies are both manifestations of non-proletarian
idealogies. The first reflects the influence of bourgeais
ideology in the running of the army; the second reflects the
influence of peasant and pelty-bourgeois ideology favouring
dispersal, in other words of the lavers from which the
bulk of the cadres and soldiers of our armv have come
This is why the fundamental problem for the correct
implementation of & democratic regime and the strength-
ening of a strict discipline freely consented ro, consises in
ceaselessly educaring the army in praletarian idenlogy, in
order 10 climinate all non-preletarian ideology existing
among our troops.”"™ This concern for internal democracy
and freely consented o discipline in the army appears
equally clearly in rhe speeches quoted by Burchen in Wiy
the Picteong will win.

Fight for Soviet Democracy

But simply to underling the dangers of bureaucratization
does nop suffice o secure oneself against i1, We must smudy
the mcuny adopred e sieaggle for sochalise demogracy
Truong Chinh’s book, quoted above, deserves closer study.
W e Wirmdlv: wonviveed e e g secialist systen, ne
mrateer solen o qeher, pay inprecise ideas on rie starg oF
tine dicrarorship of the proletiar, any dlackness or weakin-
g by oselrerer nreans ol thes dieratorslip, il lead -
errtabiy co g atrem pr By cateter-erol OIS 1 pise
thede beads and ro the degenevanion of soctalisar, History
has given us rhree successive forms of the dictatorship of
the proletariani: the Paris Commune, the Russian Soviers
and People’s Democracy in a number of Asian and East
European counrries. The dicratorship of the proletariat
takes on the form of people’s democracy in our countey. .. .
If the dictatorship of the prolerariar is born and develops
under differcnt forms, i1 i becavse of the concrete historical
comiditions, the level of cconomic development, the relation-
ship of forces harween the classes, the national peculiarities
and the raditions of development of the regime in each
country and also, parily, because of the political conjunc-
tare and the relationship of forces in the world as a
whole."'”

The functioning of the Viernamese state does indeed
differ greatly both from the schema described by Lenin in
Starc and Recolnrion and from the soviet system organized
during the first vears of the Russian revolution by the
Bolshevik Partv. North Viemam is a dncanverarically de-
fowsned avwkers” stare. Even if the one-partv theory is not
explicitly developed, in praciice the leading Siate func-
tions sre the preserve of a single party.”” Maorcover,
obviously it is not the mass of workers who are grouped
together inside the Party, but onlv a vanguard minority,
There is no separation of Party and Srare, even if there is
formally a systematic difierentiation of Party and Stare
responsibilities. Similarly, although democratic centralism
15 universally proclaimed to be the operative principle
governing—throogh all the various modalities of s
aoplication—the functioning of the State, the Army and
the Party, there is nevertheless no suggestion that the
right of tendency is recognized in the lamrer. Above all,
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there exists no soviet system, with workers’ councils making
up the backbone of the State from rop to hottom.,

The point here is not w reproach the Viemamese
Communist Party for not having been able to establish
the socialist democracy of our dreams. Nothing is more
difficult, and certainly the extremely hard conditions in
which the Vietnamese revolution has had o be made
have not helped at all. The USSR of Lenin and Trotsky
was a bureaucrarically deformed workers' state in 1920.
But the problem is not so much the extent to which soviet
democracy has been actually realized as the aims that the
Vietnamese leaders ser themselves in this field. The dis-
turhing part of Truong Chinh's analysis, which contents
irself with identifying the ‘three forms' that the dictator-
ship of the proletariar has assumed. is that nowhere does it
make the establishment of a soviet system of power &
saal. as the Bolshevik Party did prior o Stalinization.

Qur attachment as Trowskyists to socialist democracy
of a sovier type is neither the conseouence of a dogmatic
attachment o Ydeal norms® created by great ancestors nor
the fruit of utopian dreams. Sovier democracy is the best
way o struggle asainst bureaucrarization. because it alone
realizes permanent control by the masses and the base
rwer the functionaries and the cadres. Sovier democracy is
the best puarantee of the elaboration of a realistic econ-
pmic development plan. For only it can determinc what
plryrhine are sccentable to the workers. The 1956 ‘errors’
arc 4 proof a comtrario of this. Finally, soviet democracy
is the best means simultancously to strengthen the dictator-
¢hip of the proletariat by the continual raising of the
ideclogical level of the masses and to begin the withering
away of the state as the population increasingly takes
charge of its own tasks: in other words, simuliancously
1o strengthen the abilitv of the transitional warkers’ state
to guard against any counter-revolution and to prepare rhe
reamscending of thar stare in the framework of a socialist
SOCIety.

Whatever the rhythms, delays, difficulties in imple-
mentation. this remains one of the key problems, whose
resolution during the transitional period guarantees the
onward march to socialism. Like the use of Stalino-Maoist
terminology, the appavent ‘imder-estimation” of tie role of
sorier democracy imiplies a failure to wnderstand  tie
naviere and roots of Stalinism v, thevefore, how to Jlrmglgff
against inevirable rendencies romwards  hwreancratizanion.
This is confirmed by the Vicmamese Communist Firl:!:"!n
attitude to the Soviet intervention in Czechoslovakia
Radic Hanoi supported it Only once. and unobtrusively,
but it did support it. It is unlikely that this was simply
an ‘opporiunist’ statement for Kremlin copsumption.
Silence would have been enough had condemnation been
impossihle. In fect, the Vietnamese reaction was of a
eimilar kind o that of the Cubans, Czechoslovakia was
sakine the Yuroslav road. and of all the countries of the
‘socialist camp’. it is Yugoslavia which has mest openly
ahandoned suopert for the revelutions of the third world,
A military intervention was o small price w pay for rhalr*
ing this process. But. of course, what this view fails to
understand is that Brezhmev is not to the left of Dubcek;
that Soviet intervention served the cause of Stalinism, but
in no way that of socialism!

" Giap, Gwerre dw penple . . ., op, cit, pp. 122-6,

" Truong Chinh, op. it pp. 78-9.

* Symbolic in this respect are the documents collected in
Guerre dw peaple . . . , ap. ¢t,; which put the Party leadership
and the government of the DRV on the same level and very
clearly accord pre-cminence 1o the former.




Children in Hanoi bomb shelter during a8 bombing raid {Phora: Tarig Al
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The Internztional Dimensian

The Victnamese Communist Party understands clearly the
existence of a rightist and opportunist current inside the
‘international communist movement’, An article in Nian
Dax can he cited to confirm this, if confirmation is need-
ed.” In summer 1971, a conference of so-called ‘non-
aligned' countries was held in Georgetown, The PRG and
the GRUNK wen a diplomatic victory by obraining ad-
mission with full rights. On this occasion, Nhan Dan (17
August 1972) published an article on the situation of
‘third world peoples’ taking charge of “their own destinics'
and opposing all attempts by US imperialism to regulare
international problems with other countries, without taking
into account their interests and aspirations [ie. those of
the “third world’]. This article says that the Georgetown
canference, ‘a victory for the revolutionary tendency . |

uncquivocally expresses a new tendency of the period: one
whereby small countries rise up to rake charge of their
own destinics. despite the diabolical plots of imperialism
and despite wanifostarions of vightism and inprincipled
compromises. The successes of the national liberation
muovement and the Georgelown conference are real set-
hicks for the Nixon Docirine. They also constitute
sercre Febike 10 phose wha moee gy from the prear,
irracible venodariemary shopahes of the epaghy those =oln
Mecomee rrerchediv Bogged dosen in the durkneis and mire
of vhe road 1o compromise” [italics in the original] Further
o, it is written that "Those who persevere in the revolu-
non dnd who remain faithful o Marxism-Leninism have

heen ahle sucesssively to demonstrate the weakness and

faiture of spportunist attempts of all colours. including
those of forces which for a long time laid down the law.®
Further on again. with respect o the “Nixon Doctrine's
“This strarcgy makes use of the balance of forces between
the bhig powers and the divisions between the socialist
countrics a5 a shield. the better 10 dam up, forcibly and
without impediment. the national liberation movements.”
And in conclusion: *A counerv's revolution J¢ an trtesral
parr it the pearld recolution and  national revolutions
push cach other forward and support each ather. The
tietary of @ vervalution moome conntey isomor the end But
the beginning of w long srvggle leading 1o torld comm-
auien, Socialism and  communism are thousands and
thousands of times berrer than feudalism and capiralism,
prole:acian internaticnalism cannot be compared to bour-
geois nationalism o 0 national egoism [italics added—
PR]. so grear are the distances between them, The revolu-
fon is 4 road of fowers and perfume, Opportunism is a
stinking cesspir’

The Victnamese leaders have not adopred the
simplistic Aacist analysis of a retorn o capitalism in the
USSR. This theory cannot explain the nature of the help
the latter has given Vietam. But neither have they adopt-
ed our analysis of the Sovier bureaucracy. It is probable
thar they hope—although we must be particularly prudent

ere in analysis and exegesis of texts—once the opportun-
ism of the present leaderships is defeated, for a regenera-
tion of the world communist movement, It is likely thar,
in this respect, one of the key passages of Ho Chi Minh's
testament is more than simply tactical: ‘On the swbject
af the world commnist morement —Having dedicated my
whale life m the service of the revolution, the more I
swell with pride w see the international communist and
workers' movement grow. the more [ grieve at the present
misunderstanding batween our brother parties! 1 hope that
our Party will work with all its strength and contribute
effectively to the re-cstablishment of unity between the
fraternal parties on the basis of Marxism-Leninism and
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proletarian internationalism, in accordance with the dic-
tates of reason and of the heart. 1 am fully convinced that
the fraternal parties and fraternal countries will surely
reunite once mare.'*!

Niumerous factors allow s ro understand thiv orienta-
tion of the Viemanese Communist Pavty: the repulsive
nature of the ‘madel’ presented by the slate system of the
USSR, the heriiage af the formation received within the
Tlurd Imternational; the very existence of bureancratic
dofarmarions of the North Vietnamese prantivional workers”
state, which have marked the comscionmnesc of the party
ard sta‘e cadres; the internotional situation af the Indo-
clinese vevolution, ut the same time dependent on, and in
conflics with, the ‘socialist camp'. Still more complex
factors, linked to Viemam's history, w the development
before colonization of an ‘Asiatic mode of production’ and
2 Confucian philosophical thought, are perhaps also in-
volved, if only o the extent thar these philosophical tradi-
rions offered a moral interpremacion of the srruggle apainst
bureaucratization. Nguven Khac Vien noted, in a very
interesting article, the relationships waven berween rrad-
itional Confucianism and Vietnamese Marxism. Tf Con-
fucianism prepared the way for the development of
Marxism 'hy centring man's thoughis on political and
social problems’, it also colovred it with moralism. *One
can easily recognize’, wrote Nguven Khac Vien, '‘Con-
fucian moralism in these texts [ Ho Chi Minh's]. . . . They
are nol lessons in morality, in the sense understood in a
college or lycée. Rather, they are directives for “rectifica-
tion” campaigns. Crinicism and self-criticism, begin-
ning from the given political sitvation, ofien lead to very
profound moral analyses, | One can even say that in
Vietnam (and China) Confucianiem often prevails over
Marxism. In Confucian territory, morality often rends 1o
supplant the idea of historical development. Marxism being
at the same time “explanation and edification™, the latter
funcion. often tends w0 predominate. Within the great
family of Communist Parvies, the Viemamese Party (like
the Chinese’) certainly conmibutes a3 more pronounced
moralizing note than partics which operaic in countries
where the bourgesisic has already exercised ideological
leadership for a long time.*' (Nore that Nguyven Khac
Vien adds that "Here [in countries with a long bourgeois
rradition | it i bourgeois amoralism which sometimes in-
fluences Marxist militants, who therefore have a tendency
o neglect problems of individual morality.”)

I the factors influencing the ideological and pro-
prammatic development of the Viemamese Communist
Party are numerous, the same is true of those which will
shape the future of the Vietnamese revolution,

"* Quoted in Le¢ Cownrier dut Viasmam No 4, (new series), Septem-
ber 972,

* Ho Chi Minh, op. <it, p. 372,

* Mguyen Khue Vien, ‘Confucianiime et marsisme au Vietnam',
in Tradition er révolution au Fidgnam, pp. 55-6.
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By way of a provisional
conclusion

‘In a country where the proletaniat has
power in irs hands as the result af the
democratic revolution, the subseguent
fate of the dictstorship wnd socialism
depends in the Iast snalysis, not only
and mot =0 muoch upon the national
productive forces as wpon the develop-
ment of the intermational socialist revo-
lution," Leon Trotsky, The Permatianr
Revolunion, *Busic Postulates'

The difficulties of a socialist revolunon do not come to &n
end with the overthrow of the bourgecis state, The de-
generation of the USSR, and the evolution of Ching and
Cuba after the revolutionary seizure of power, have prov-
od thar the danpers of -bureaocratic deformation of
workers' states, flowing from the delay of the revoluton
in the developed countries, were not just the fruir of
fertile Trotskyist imaginations, The objective factors
favouring such a development arc in fact considerable,
especiallv in the ex-colonial and semi-colonial countries,
The survival, throughout the transition period, of scar-
gity, of a mode of distribution inherited from capitalism
and of forms of delegation of power linked 10 the 100-
weak ideological (and social’ development of the prolera-
riar. are powerful factors leading 1o a ‘separarion of the
Partv and State apparstus from the masses’, prelude o
a decper burcaucratization.

Vietnam has experienced, and will experience on the
morrow of the seizure of power, a particularly difficulr
siruation. The tasks of reconstruction will be huge in a
country which, less than any other, given irs geographical
smallness, can hope for an autarkic development. The
tendencies to bureaucratization will find fertile ground in
these objective conditions, just as their development will
be faveured by the programmatic limitations of the current
arientation of the Vietpamese Communist Party. But it
would be false and politically dangerous to draw from this
the conclusion of an inevitable bureaudrarization.

Today the comtinuation of the revolutionary struggle
i« the main factor opposing these tendencies, For this
strugple prevents the crymialitzanion of a privileged bureau-
cratic casie, escaping from the masses' control and rending
1o derermine state policy in function of i1s own interests,
The history of the Indochinese revelution is itself an a
posieriord  demonstration of this. Had Narth Vietnam
experienced such a bureaucratic degeneration, it would
never have bazome involved, as it is today, at the side of
the Southern masses. In 1959-60, the Vietnamese Workers'
Party would not have made the wrn to relaunching the
armed struggle. In 1965, after the bepinning of the US
cicalation which challenged the 'véry existence of the North
Vietnamese workers' state, it would have quickly abandon-
ed aid to the South, on the grounds of the unfavourable
relationship of forces. For, let us repeat, it is not true that
the North Vietnamese state or the Viemamese Commumnist
Partv were compelied 1o take up the sruggle again,

The altermative was not one of either enduring the
U'S escalation withour reacting, or re-¢ngaging in the
revolutionary struggle. By placimg itself tweichin the sphere
af Soriet inflvence—and at the price of ﬂ'.ﬁmd{lmhg the
Soitthern mmm—h’r:ui.r Fietnam could certaimly  have
obtained, at this time, hoth @ comsistent policical and
milttary “cover’ by the USSR ond a halting of the US
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ascalation, And it is nor every bureaucrar who understands
that the best defence of the warkers’ states is the extension
of the revolution! If a crystallized bureaucratic caste had
existed in 1960 in North Viemam, it wonld have given jrs
allegiance to Moscow and submitted to the paolitical
imparatives of peaceful co-existence: The struggle in the
South would have been resumed againsr the Viemamese
Workers' Partv, and the unity of Viemam would have
been broken as surely as thar of the Communist Party.

And tomorrow? Tomorrow, once victory is won over
the whole of rhe national territory, the Viemnamese peaple
will have 3 lor of cards in their favour. In the firsr place.
a theory and an experience of economic and social develop-
ment which does not reproduce Stalinist ‘simplifications’,
In the =econd place, extremely advanced social achieve-
ments, which have not merely revolutionized the agrarian
spructure and the condidon of the working class, but allow
solutions 1o be found for the problems of female inequalicy
and the appresion of ethnic minarites, But most important
of all, it will have a population and a party educated and
forged by the fire of thirty years uninterrupted revolu-
rionary struegle. both politcal and military,

Two examples allow os to understand what such a
situation implies. First, the 1956 crisis mentioned earlier
15 very revealing. The region which experienced the widest
nppesition. movements was Wghe An, with a very strong
revolutionary tradition gmng back to the 1930 ‘soviets’,
Aoreover, of all the countries of the ‘socialist’ camp, it
was Vietnam where the wave of criticism and self-criti-
cism seems 0 have been deepest, In the second place, the
history of the vears 1957-60 in South Vietnam is also rich
in lessons, The amimude of the communist cadres towards
the uprising of the Kor iribes shows both the extremely
developed sense of discipline of the members of the Viet-
namese Communist Party and their ability o take respons-
ibility when thev think that the future of the revolution is
ar stake.

The ffreen years of revelutionary warfars of the
s=cond Indechinese war have gqualitatively increased rthis
political capital To understand the facrors which will
determine the futire of the Vietnamese revolution after
the seizure of power. we must recognize how, in the course
of sich a serneggle, o populetion and irs militancs become
comtciogs of thew rvishts end their dunes, thew strength
und theiy responsihiliry,

This process has been all the more powerful in Viet-
nam because the durstion and imensity of struggle have
been without comparison with what tock place in China
or Cuba and because the revolution has already spread
bevond the Viernamese frontiers to Cambodia and Laos
Only the physical exhaustion of the Vietnamese people
could threaten this major gain of the revolution; and the
science of people’s war seems to exclude this possibility
today, despite rhe scale of the attempt ac genocide per-
petraizd by the USA.

But that is perhaps not the most important considera-
rien. Much depends on the future evolution of the inter-
aational siwation: whether @ new revoluuonary front is
opened in the world, which would loosen imperialism’s
grip: whether the Asian revolubion experiences new
developments and the dependence of Viemam on the
bureaucratized workers' stares is lessened: whether the
forces of world revelution are strengthened and the Viet-
namese revolution can be supported by a more consistent
revolutionary Marxist left. Cermainly, if the Viemamese
revolution remains isolated, o far in advance of the
world revolution, the tendencies to bureaucratization will
sponer or later become (rreversible. Moreover, this day
would come all the quicker insofar as the Viemamese
Communists have a poor understanding of the question of




socialist democracy. But although it is not so probable,
because of the crisis of leadership of the revolutionary
movement, that a qualitative leap forward of the waorld
revolution will ake place in the immediate futwre, nothing
on the other hand shows that we are abour 1o enter & phase
of prolonged stagnarion of struggle. Imperialism’s inabil-
ity to stabilize its power in the ‘under-developed' countries
in a lasting way, the worsening crisis of the Stalinist
movement throughout the world, the new rise of workers'
struggles in Western Europe—all these clearly show thar
we are on the eve of a new intensification of the class
strugele on an international scele. Indoching will remain
for some tme an ‘advanced detachment of the world
proletariat’s but, beyond the immediare effecrs of the
policy of peaceful coexistence carried out by Russia and
China, it i upon this new intensification of struggle that
the Vietnamese most be able va count,

Trotskyist militants are neither neurral nor passive
in this situation. Solidarity actions now being carried out
tend to creare the best internarional conditions not only
for wictory against imperialism, but also for the fumre
development of the Indochines= workers® swares, The
practical criticism thar we make of the Sovier and Chinese
leaderships’ policy of peaceful coexistence helps, not just
to loosen the vice of presenr diplomatic pressures, but also
to weaken the pressure that international Sralinism will
exercise tomorrow upon the Indochinese peoples.

Maoreover, by our actions we do not merely acr an
the ohjective framework in which the Viemamese and
Indochinese revolutions develop, thus fulfilling the first
of our international duties, ro the extent that our forces
allow. We also give a practical demonstration of the
programmatic orientations rthat we think important. The
development of support activity as a mass activity allows
us both to demonstrate what our political conception of
mrarnafionalism is—thus making it possible to show thar
the only choice is not between an internarional centralism
within the fold af China or the USSR and some kind of
‘lefr polvcentrism'—and 1o deepen our concrete critique
of Stalinivw. We can also, through our activity in workers'
struggles throughout the world, begin to show in concrete
terms what we mean by our conception of wwarkers' dema-
cracy, while ar the same time preparing the extension of
the world revolution. In this way we iry to lead the debare
on the differences of orientation which divide us from the
leadership of the Vietnamese Communist Party from
simple idenlogical discussion to a practical confrontation
af expericnces.

It is because we hold the Indachinese revolutionaries
in verv high cstcem, becausc we are conscious of the
special role thar the Indochinese and Vietnamese revolu-
tions have played and will play in the world, hecause we
are conscious of the urgent internationalist duries which
commit every anti-imperialist militant to the defence of
these revolurions, because we recognize the weight that
the international situation brings to bear—and will con-
tinue 1o bring to bear—on their vicrory and their future,
hecause we are deeply convinced that their victory will
also be ours and that their difficulties are also ours, that
we call for the strengihening of political and militant
solidarity with the Indochinese revolution until final
victory!

¥ Thie arocle war originally published ne the final theee chapters
of Pierre Rousset's book Le parti commaniste oiermamiome,
Maspéro 1973, Completed n Movember 1972, the book was thus
written prinr o the “ceasefire’ agreements and the rundown of
direet 'S military intervention in Wietnam. Subsequently,
Foussct's analysiz has provoked a far-ranging discussion within
the Fourth Intemmational, noiably in Imtermatiomal  Soctohs
Eee=e=, July/ Augant 1973 and April 1974
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I'he rapprochement between the Sovier Umion and the
United States, Brezhoney and
Mivon and defined by them, with notable exasgeration
as a 'new era of collaborarion” i inemanonal relanons,
has numerous, complex causes, The mam ones are politi-
cal in nature, o be set against the
forces since 1967-8 The princip:
imperialist power and of the Sowict bureaccracy have

tenuciously  pursued by

new rise of revelutonar:

leaders of the strongest

been working towards the farmation of a kind of counter-
revolutionary ‘united front’, whose aim is to maintain the
world sfafns givir Of course, the two partneérs contnue o
have divergent interests, The different socia-economic
characier of the rwo countries leads them 1o take up
differcni positions on the international arcna: for instance
the USSR gives aid—however inadequare—ro North Vier-
nam and the Provisional Governmenp of South Vietnam,
while the United States gives massive backing to the Thieu
regime. Furthermore, neither of the two powers imends (o
give up the struggle for world supremacy—and hence for
the \llilir"‘-' ement of their rEspec
whenever the opporiunily drises. Nevertheless, as we
have said, both pariners consider it more opportune in the
present period o allow ‘whar unites them rather than
what divides them” 1o prevail,

Apart from these political considerations. however,
there are—on both sides—powerful economic inrerests
which impel the USA and the USSR towards each other.
For the Unived Srates, the first objecr 15 o increase is
own expores, not 50 much of agriculural produce as of
machinery and ‘techonologically rich® products. In the
second place, the Soviet Union c¢ould. in the long term,
offer a possible alternative soluton to the energy criss
which, for both palitical and economic reasons; is looming
ever larger, Moreover, there is the prospect of a long-term
positive trade balance with the Soviet Union (even in the
shart term, the United ‘States had a surplus in her trade

¢ spheres of infloence
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CONSEQUENCES
OF DETENTE

with Russin in 1972 and this will almost certainly be
repeated both in the 1973 Fgures and in 1974). This
last point is exceptionally importan: in view of the relation
between the American balance of payments and the posi-
uon of the dollar

It would be wrong, however, to exaggerate the short-
erm importance of trade with the Sovier Union for the
American economy, In 1972, trade between the o
countries totalled around six hundred million dollirs—
i.e. slightly mere than 27 of Soviet and much less af
US foreign trade: Ir is doubrful whether the figure for
1973 will exceed one thousand million dollars. What s
more, most of this wade is inade up of Soviet cerzal pur-
chases. These, despite the bad funcucning of Russian
agriculture, cannot remain a5 the stable basis of Soviet

imports. Rather, Soviet purchases from the United
States will tend 1o shift from agricultural goods 1w
machinery and manufactured goods. At the same tme,

while these purchases are likely to remain at ground the
one thovsand million dollar level, the purchasing poawer
of the Sovict Union—as we shall sce—is limited, due to
the difficalty it has in finding an outlet for i5 own pro-
duces on the Unived States marker. [he lomger-rerm
perspectives for Soviet trade are determined by a number
of factors which will gradually become clearer as we
examine the sirwanon of the Sovier economy and its for-
eign rade. Such an examination 15 also necded in order 1o
establish what economic drives and interests have con-
tributed on the Sovier side 1o the rapprochement with the
United States.

The Soviet Economic Crisis

The Sovier economy is clearly in a siation of grave
crisis (zee Quarridme Internationale No. %), The figures
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for 1973, published ar the December meeting of the
Supreme Soviet, might appear 1o contradict this judge-
ment. However, although the good harvest in 1973 and an
immense effort of mobilization have brought back under
control a situation which was becoming catastrophic, the
rargers fixed by the five-year plan are sill far from being
reached. Even if the rargets for 1974 are arained, the
shortfall will still remain very comsiderahle. This means
that' the basic problems of the Sovier economy remain

“unsolved, and that it will only need a new failure in the

field of agriculture to precipitate a crisis all the elements
for which still exist. Moreowver, the Soviet buresucrats
are quite aware of this, to the point where it seems that
ar least a secrion of them 15 ready o brave rhe polincal
risks of a rcturn to the cconomic reforms.

Among the symptoms of the crisis have been the
disastrous harvest in 1972, the decreasing rhythm of
development of industrial production (especially of con-
sumer goods), and the inadeguate rise in the productivity
of labour. The first conseguence has been a serious invest-
ment crisis, marked by an increase in unfinished industrial
construction, by phenomena of an inflanonary twpe (which,
it should be said. wke different forms than in o capitalist
economy) and by an increasing technological backward-
MRS,

In the sccond place. the Soviet burcaucracy 15 proving
incapable of reversing the rraditional priority accorded to
the production of means of production over that of consum-
er goods; the powcr structures of Soviet society seem to
push forward ‘narurally’ the contnuing growth in the
production of the farmer.

Finally. the targers ser by the plan for scientific
research are systematically underfulfilled. This leads w a
growing technological gap between the Sovier Union and
the advanced capitalist countries, despie the fact that
the enormous Soviel investments in the seciors of research
und educarion oughr o give the USSR a considerable
lead in this ficld. Even in the space sector, where Russia
once seemed o be leading the way [although this is now
being questioned ), wday American supremacy 15 moons
testable.

The Sowviet coonomic crisis 18 substantially different
from that of the capiralist countries. To begin with, the
Sovier economy is separated from the world capitalist
ceonomy (we shall sec later by what mechanisms) and i3
only infuenced by ils dvcles 1o o negligible extent. leaving
aside its own specificity, the Sovier crisis is one of under-
production and not of over-production: thus it is more
analogous to (bur not identical with) the crises of pre.
capitalist societies. All the phenomena associated with the
crisis appear in different formis than in a capitalist society,
For example. as already pointed out, this is the case with
inflation. As was noted at a recent seminar on ‘Banking.
Money and Credit in Easrern Europe’ |Brusscls January
19731 This phenomenon (inflatuon® appears in different
and less acure forms in these countries and its causes are
not the same. In the vertcally controlled economies, the
aspect of inflation that is most striking s the fact that
prices do not rise continually. To be sure, there is a
moderate and camouflaged rise in prices, but, in reality,
inflation in Eastern Europe i characterized by a chronic
shorrage of goods, by queves and by the accumulation of
purchasing power, This form of inflation docs not seem
to presenr such a problem as that which the Westem
governments have ta sole.” (p. 39 of the report)

We can say that the underlving causes of the crisis
flow from the fundamental coniradiction of a transitional
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economy, namely that between the principle of planning
and the law of value. Of course, owing to the profound
bureaucratic degeneration of Soviet society, the economic
crisis becomes especially serious and acute, because the
law of value finds expression not only i the residue of
private production or the black market, but in the sgents
of planning themselves—the bureaucrars—by means of
individual incentives, thus shaping planning itself.

Concreely, the burcaucratic management of the enter-
prise, through the system of individual incentives, is
interested in obtaining from the centre supplies in excess
of its real needs, so as w recalize with the greatesr case
and without undue effort the targets luid down by the plan
(and thus ro pocker the bonuses tied to production). The
central burcaucracy, for its parr, 15 well aware of this
situation and assigns o the enterprises Cargets in CXCCss
of their paper possibilities, hoping that the management
will have recourse o their existing illegal reserves. The
result is 4 continual dissipation of resources that is con-
cretized in periodic crises of investment.

On the other hand, the buregucrats are not interested
in 2 continual process of twechnological innovation, since
such a process would make more dificult the fulfilment of
the quantranve targers set by the plan. As there is no
competitive marker of the capitlist type, so there is no
‘objective’ drive to innovation which makes iself felt in
the pocker and thus in the personal interests of the buresu-
crats,. The mechanism which is thus created is extremely
rigid and makes very difficult any attempt to re-allocate
resources (&g, between heavy and light industry), although
such a re-allocation would have undeniable political advan-
tages for the bureaucracy as a whole.

At least partially aware of these problems, the bureau-
cracy tried some (en vears ago to get oot of the economic
crisis by imposing the so-called economic reform, The sub-
stance of this lies in a modification of the system of per-
sonal mcentives of the burcaucrats, in such & way as
make their intercsts functional to the rationalization of
investment, to a continual process of technological innova-
uon and, thus, 1o ¢ rapid development of the economy.
However, this operation, if it were to bear full fruit, would
lead o a process of restoration of capitalism, for reasons
that the Fourth International has repeatedly pointed out.
Such a process would in its turn threaten the very roots
of burcaucratic power. This is why the reform in the
USSR was maugurated with the greatest caution, in a more
or lesg amasculated form and then hinally buried, as soon as
it became clear that, even in a scaled down farm, it would
give risé (o phenomena which the central bureaucracy
would not be able 1o control.

Today the same problems are confronting the bureau-
Cracy as ten years ago. And the bureaucracy (or, at least,
a considerable section of it) is looking for a way out
through “Co-operation’ with the strongest capiralist country
and thus, in fact, with the world capitalist market as a
whale,

Hefore examining whether and under what conditions
the bureaucracy will be able 1o solve the Sovier economic
crisis by taking this path, it is necessary to look briefly
ar the characteristics of Sovier foreign wade, which is the
principal instrument for the implementation of such ‘co-
operation’,

Soviet Foreign Trade

Sovier foreign rrade, rotalling around 25 mulliard roubles
i 1972 (1 rouble = 1.30 dollars) consdmtes a very small
percentage of world trade, although it is trae that in the
last twenty years ir has grown much faster than the national
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income. (Soviet foreign trade grew by 3005 berween 1930
and 1973, 1950 was, of course, the height of the cold war,
but even taking 1956 as the point of departure, the rise
has been around 4009%. And yer, in 1969/70 the USSR
was 130th in a list of 185 countries in 1erms of per capita
foreign wade; with 84 dollars per capita, it stood far
behind the USA—375 dollars, [taly—445, or France—
642).

Sovier foreign trade is sull substantially marked by
on one hand the policy of hlockade of the imperialist
powers aiid on the other the isolationist policy of Smlin.
Lenin and the Bolshevik leaders had introduced the mono-
poly of foreign trade in the hands of the workers' state
{a monopoly siill in existence) not to isolate the USSR
from the world market, but to prevent the pressures of the
warld market from favouring or provoking the restoration
of capitalism. Stalin, on the contrary, following his bureau-
cratic and anti-Marxist myth of socialism in one country,
made use of the monopeoly 10 conduct an autarkic policy.
the source of grave waste. In reality, his 4im was the
maintenance of bureaucratic domination, sheltered from
any foreign influence. The situation began 1o change only
after the death of Stalin, but gt that time the USSR found
itself faced with not only the world capitalist market, but
also a system of non-capitalist states, controlled or politic-
ally influcnced by the Kremlin (the 'peoples’ democracies’
and China). Thus, trade developed in a parallel way both
with the world capitalist market and with the so-called
‘socialist’ countries.

Today, only 207 of Sovier foreign rade takes place
with the developed capitalist countries, 107 with the
under-developed countries and 705t with the ‘sociabst’
countries. Different principles govern rade with the
‘socialist’ countries and with capitalist countries; in the
former case the prices adopted are not those obraining on
the world market and import-export is based on long-term
contracts, the duration of which penerally corresponds 1o
that of the hvc-vear plans. We do not have the space w
wackle the much discussed problem of ‘explaitation’, af which
numerous currents in the ‘peoples’ democracies’ as well as
the Chinese leaders accuse the USSR in relation 1o the
Comecon countries, It i enough for us ro stress that, after
the Stwalin period when the USSR conducted a policy of
pure rapine with regard to the other countries. economic
and commercial relations became subject w contradicrions
between the various bureaucracies. The results of thess
contradictions dépend on the political relation of forces,
which bestows an indisputable advantage on the Soviet
buresucracy and permits the principles which regulate its
exchanges to deparr from the ‘objective’ mechanisms of
the world market, Amongst other things, the manufactur-
ed products which are the objects of trade, whether thes
originate from the Soviet Union or from other Comecon
countries, are generally of a lower quality to those on the
world marker and would have grear difficulry in finding
other outlets.

The commercial ties of the USSR with the world
capitalist market thus remain extremely limited, even
weaker than is indicated by the figures of total foreign
rrade. If we examine the structure of Sowier rrade with the
advanced capitalist countries, a curious and contradictory
fearure immediarely strikes us. Although the Sovier Union
is the second industrial power in the world, the composi-
tion of its foreign trade is thatr of an under-developed
country. Raw marerials make up the bulk of ils expor,
whereas most of its imports are manufacrured or semi-
finished goods (above all, machinery or semi-finished
goods for industrial use). The reason for this anomaly
lies mainly in the poor quality of Sovier manufacrured
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articles which, with a few exceprions, are not able to
compete with those of the capitalist countries. The re-
sponsibility for this situation can no longer be attributed
o the original backwardness of Soviet industry, bur must
be laid at the door of the Soviet bureaucracy. The poor
guality of products is due w rhe poor quality of manage-
ment of the economy. For these reasons, the Spviet Union
has, up tll mow, been a victim of the so-called “price
scissors’ between raw marteriale and manufactured goods,
that is of the phenomenon whereby the prices of the latter
rise while the prices of the former remain stagnant, (The
present rise in the price of raw marterials is noteworthy,
but has not yet been shown w0 represent a long-term tend-
ency. Anyway, the important thing 15 to sce whether this
rise is compensated by or is lower than the rise in the
price of fnished products.] It is well known that this
‘price scissors’ is one of the mechanisms whereby the
exploitation of the under-developed countries by the m-
perialist countries has been realized.

Exploiting Russia’s Natural Resources

This smuctural position of Soviet foreign trade con-
stitutes orne of the main obstacles to a rapid expansion of
sconomic relations with the USA and the imperialist
countries in general, In fact, whilsy, as we have secn, a
rapid development in Sovier manufactured exports cannot
be counted on, the USSR also has & very narrow. margin
for the growth in its export of raw magerials. The present-
day level of production and the rise planned for the com-
ing years will scarcely cover internal needs—we should
not forger that the Russian economy, despite fts crises, is
developing very rapidly—the growing needs of the Come-
con countries and the long-term contracts already signed
with a number of West European countries, Ir i5 true that
there seem to be enormous reserves of a series of highly
important raw materials—notably perrcleum, gas and
timber. However, these are to be found in regions lacking
any advanced infrastructure and subject o difficulr cli-
matic conditions. which means thar to exploit them will
require colossal investments

This, in fact, 15 the road on which Sovier bureaucrats
and American managers are now embarking. The United
States are undertaking huge invesrments, that is 1o say,
they are offering the long-term credits required for the
purchase of machinery necessary for the creanion of an
infrastructure and for the exploitation of the deposits, In
exchange, they will receive the raw materials they need.
which for a whole period will serve rto reimburse the
credits they have granted. However, the road in question
is a prerty long one: the projects now being discussed for
the exploitation of nawral gas and perroleum reserves will
not be realized, at best, before 1980. Moreover, it is a road
fraught with dificulries

For its part, the Sovier leadership is counting on the
fact that these colossal projects for the development of
Russia’s natural riches (1o the order of several tens of
thousands of millions of dellars) will serve not only to
increase cxports, but also to develop the country itself.
It aims to ensore that the American credits will also per-
mit the extraction of raw materials to cover the needs of
the Soviet economy, that the oleoducts will pass through
consumer regions, erc. For their part, the Americans object
that such an imposition would render the projects ‘uni-
economic’, i.e. more costly than possible alrernatives out-
side the Soviet Union (Nigeria, Indonesia, Algeria). The
successful conclusion of these enormous conmracts risks
being undermined by this sort of difficulty, which is
simply the concrete expression of the contradiction berween
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two logics: that of the plan {of which the bureaucrats
are, willy-nilly, the bearers) and that of profit and the
world capitalist market, However willing they may be
strengthen links with the United States, the bureaucrats
must take into account the existence of an imermnal opposi-
tion (i.¢c. internal to the bureaucracy). Since the fall of
Shelest. this opposition has not dared contest the Brezhney
line openly and globally; but it is beginning to murmu;
against “selling off the couniry’s natural riches, and this
makes more difficult the granting of important concessions
o the Americans. On the other hand, even the multi-
nationals most interested in business with the USSR must
take account of the opposition which still exists in the
United States 1o establishing oo close a link with a power
whose interests remain in many respects opposed to those
of the United Sratcs,

Ohstacles to Partnership .

ever the subjective intentions of Brezhnev and his group.
The reasons for this difficulty lic in the social (non-capi-
talist] character itself of the Soviet Union, As we have
already poinred out, the theoretical basis of the practical
contradictions examined above lies in the struggle between
the law of value, represented by international capitalism,
and the law of the plan, badly but nevertheless still repre-
sented by the Sovier bureaucracy as a whaole. Certain
sectors of the burcaucracy at certain historical moments
can, more or less consciously, stake everything on a logic
of capitalist restoration. But the bureaucracy as a whole
can only oppose this logic, not from any devotion 10 the
ideals of socialism, which have been sufled by ir, but be-
cause—due 1o its social nature—ir is inevitahly linked,
however defectively, 1o the structure of the planned econo-
my. Concretely, the grear majority of bureaucrals are
already becoming increasingly aware hat their own positions
of power and the privileges they derive from them are

nccessarily linked to the planned economy and thar, in the
event of @ passage to a ‘market economy’ and thus—ulti-
mately—to the restoration of capitalism, they will not
succeed in integrating themselves in the new power struc-
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But ¢ven M thew considerable difficulties wan be
pwercome. the situation of the USSR in relation 1o the
world market will still remain predominantly that of a

supplier of raw marerials and purchaser of manufactured ture.

aoads, In order o change radically the serocture of Sovier
forcign trade, in order for the expansion of trade with the
US and the capitalist West w serve w modernize or
‘rationalize’ the Soviet productive apparatus. ‘co-operi-
tiom” would have 1o be established nor only in the sector of
riw materials, but alse. and above all. in thar of Fmished
products. These past months, the Sovier burcaucrals have
tirelesstv wooed the numeroos American businessmen who
have been landing in Moscow. sccking 1o convinge them o
conclude co-production agreements in this field. Here,
however, the dithiculties are sull grearer than in the field
of raw materials, and the more there is talk of products
rich in added value and rechnology the greater they be-
come. In face. the more complex the product. the more the
Western capitalist demands complete and effective control

Does this mean perhaps that the bureaucracy, in the
given historical circumstances, i< in the absence of a
socialist and revolutionary working-class aliernative, pre-
sents irself as the defender of what remains of the con-
quests of October (planned economy,. with everything
thar Alows from it, including, for example, the extremely
‘generous’ thythms of the factories, the low rents, e )2
Certainly not. Or, at least, only to a very limited extent.
The fact is that the bureaucracy is the worst and feeblest
of defenders of the planned economy, whether because it
distorts planning to its own caste ends and throws the
economy into crises through the waste that flows from
such distortions, or because within the bureaucracy itsell
endencies are continually reproduced, whose final logic is
the restoration of captalism. Bur v is important to stress

that these tendencies have quire precise limits in the dual
and ambiguous narure of the burcaucracy itself.

On the political level, the present line of Brezhney
is nevertheless extremely risky. It tends, m fact, (o present

over the production process. The oppesite is the case for
the Sowiet leaders: fur the moment. they are prepared (o
receive (or rather. apply for) credies, to sign long-rerm
supply agreements and to accept technical and even mana-
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gerial consultants, However. they are not quite prepared w
hand over o others or o share with them the management
of the enterprise or to permir direct ownership of capiral in
them.

Here, wn, appears that same contradiction berween
the Western capitalists, who arc interested in emerprises
exclusively oriented towards export, and rhe Sovier bureau-
crats, who, for the reasons we have given, accept the
creation of enterprises only if they serve internal develop-
ment a5 well. Evidentdy, the management of the internal
contribution network would remain in the hands of the
state. ( 1t is interesting tw recall here that Yugeslavia, which
a few vears ago introduced legislation on foreign invest-
ments, making far more concessions than the Soviet
bureaucracy is prepared to make {participation in share-
capital, possibility of partial re-export of profirs. €L},
was bitterly ‘disillusioned’ at the poor results obained
The Western capitalists, particularly the Americans, pre-
ferred to invest in other countries, where the legislation on
foreign investments was much more ‘liberal’ than in
Yugoeslavia. )

Conclusion
Thus, as we have seen, the penetration of American

(and international) capital ioto the Soviet Union will
come up against considerable objective difficulties, what-

‘economic co-operation’ with the United Stages as the
panacea for all the ills which atflict the Soviet economy.
If such a pulicy shows itself 10 be bankrupt, as we think
we have shown it will, then in the medium term, the
Brezhnev team might find itself confronted with an ex-
tremely menacing political crisis. The possibilite has al-
ready been raised that one wing of the bureaucracy might
revolt against the line. Moreover, it should be borne in
mind that considerable expectarions will be aroused in the
masses—by (he propaganda barrage we can expect w be
mounted—expectations of a swift rise in the standard of
living that will be sharply disappointed. Thus, if Brezhnev
is brought down by a faction of the bureaucracy (which,
as we said, is a medium-term probability), this will in
effect be a preventive coup to forestall the explosion of a
mass movement. However, it is not out of the question that
we shall see evenrs of the tvpe of Szczecin or Gdansk,
which would create a completely mew situation in the
Sovier Union and ¢nable the re-construction of an opposi-
tion on & new basis. Such an opposition would differ from
the present ome—<rushed by repression after political
isolation and defeat—in that it would at last be linked 1o
the aspirations of the masses,

Despite appearances, the old mole of revolution is
still tirelessly burrowing away in the Soviet Union, even
if irs work is being carried out further underground than
elsewhere.




Erich Farl

Since the invasion of Czechoslovakia in August 1968, the
Chinese leaders have termed the USSR an imperialist
coumiry, This designation is by no mecans a new one, It
has appeared regularly in the writings of members of
tendencies which consider thar the USSR is a capitalist
country.' There is even a certain logic in this position. For
if the USSR is really a capitalist country, and if we have
been witnessing a real expansionism on its part, then this
—in the epoch in which we live, rermed by Marxisis the
epoch of imperialism, ‘highest stage of capiralism™—can be
nothing other than imperialism in the classical sense of the
1erm

The aim of this article is w examine this theory
according to which the USSR is “imperialist’, Leaving aside
versions of it which have by oow been forgotten, it will
concenirate on views which have some infleence within
the revolutionary vanguard today: the position developed
bv Tonv Cliff and the International Socialism group; rhe
position of the Chinese Communist Party and irs follawers
throughoot the world; and the position of the French
prgdnization Révolunon!

Toeny Cliff and "Russian Imperialist Expansion’

The [nrernational Socialist position was developed by
Tony Cliff in his Russie: & Marxist Awolvsis, which
contains 4 chapter on ‘The Imperialist Expansion of
Russia'. State capitalism is therefore, in his view, an
imperialist capitalism

In discussing CLifi's views, 1 shall deliberately ignore
cercain of his arguments concerning the Russification of
the Sovict rcpublics. This aspect of a manifestation of
great-Russian chauvinism already existed—and was de-
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19 THE USoR
AN IMPERIALIST
GOUNTRY?

1922-3, 1.¢, dr a time
wWids nNor ver 3m‘

nounced at the time bv Lenin—in
when, even according o CU, there
question of Russian imperialism.

Cliffi's overall theoretical approach to the question
15 somewhat individual. He begins by asserting correctly
that the indiscriminate use of the term ‘imperalism’ 1w
denote differen; forms of expansion generates canfusion.
He then recalls the criteria developed by Lenin in fm-
periglim :  Highert Stage of Capitalism to characterize
imperialism. Then he attempts to show that one of these
criteria (the export of capitel) does not apply o certain
cases (Japan). Since, afrer this, he feels justified in aban-
doning this criterion, he considers thar its non-applicabil-

' Erich Farl, "The Stare Capitalist Genealogy' i Inrernationa,

Vol 2, Ne. L. For some typical examples see:—
2] R. Lowzon, ‘L'héritage du Czar ou celul de Lénine?’,
La Rivolutios Frr-lltli'n.'ru't"ﬂi'.. 1 .Jit.if.l.lii"; 1929; Cowmre Is
Couranr, 21 Seprember 1929, p, 11
(b} Daniel Logan, ‘L'explosion d'impérialisme bureaucral-
Ique’, Owatridme Internationale, February 1946, pp. 5-10
(e] Tony CLH, Russa: A Marcist Awalysis, Intemmational
Socialism, London 1963, pp. 176-191.
(4} Peking Retieer (ond other publications from Peaple's
China), passim since 1968,
e) Cahiers Révolurion! Mo, 3,
revolution en URSS', Paris 1972, pp. 62-4,
(f} Milevan Djilas, ‘Thiémes contemporaing”, Questions
Actuelles dw Socializme Ma. 1, April-March 1951, (See also
E. Germain's refutation, “The Theory of State Capitalism’,
m Fourth Intersational Wo. 112, September-October 1951),
Djilas’s article represcnied the official view of the Yugoslav
leadership m the early fifties—a view, however, which they
subsequently abandoned.

‘Révolution et conire-

Lenin, Selecrod Works in three volumes;, Moscow 1967, Vol
1, p. 745



ity to the Sovier Union has no significance whatever, and
that, in spite of that non-applicability, the USSR is
indeed imperialist. In this way, as we shall see, he Torgers
what he himself had taken as his starting-point, ie. that
the indiscriminate use of the term imperialism leads to
confusion. For to abandon the Leninist definition of im-
perialism leads inevitahly to using the term for all cases
of economic and rerritorial expansion,

Ler us take a closer look ar the arguments we have
po summarily outlined. The criterion used by Lenin to
distinguish imperialism from the other stages of capitalism
and referred 1o by Cliff is the following: ‘the export of,
capital as distinguished from the ‘export of commodities
acquires exceptional importance.” This feature itself resules,
ps ClifT recognizis, from the tendency of capital m go
where the rate of profit is highest and, in a more general
way, imperialism results from the decline of the rate of
profit as the organic composition of capital (¢fv) in-
creases. '

Now Japanese impcrialism. Cliff asserts, which all
agree in characterizing as an imperialism. does not have
this Teature, Ar the time when it was exporting vast
quantities of capiral to Manchuria—its oaly important
colomy prior to the Sino-Japanese war—profits were high
in Japan itsclf. ClLff nores thar Japanese investments in
Manchuria went up from 97.2 million ven in 1932
263 million ven in 1936 and o 1,103 million yen in
1939, while average profits were extremely high: between
16 and 20% in 1936 and 1937 (sec pp. 178-9). The
source of Cliff's error is here plain to see. He takes as
his starting-point the fact that there were high rates of
profit in 1936, But the suarting-point which he should
have taken 15 1, not an absolote rate of profit but
changes in the rate of profi and 2. not rates of profic
in 1935 but those in 1930-31—i.¢. at the moment when
Japanese capital began o move inw Manchuria on a
large scale -

Henri Claude’ informs us in this respecr thar the
profits of all Japaneswe indusrrial companies taken as a
whole fell from 531 million ven in 1928 10 268 million
yen in 1931 Tt was preciselv at this moment that Japan-
ese capital beégan to invest massively in Manchuriu. In-
versely, the figures given b Clff himself for 1936-7—
a period in which the rate of profit wes exceptionally
high (and in which it moreover incorporated the profis
from Manchuria’—show that at the moment the tendency
to invest in Manchuria was declining: 373 million ven
in 1936; 263 million in 1936: 348 million in 1937,

The first part of Clitf's argument thus rests on an
incarrect selection of facts. However. it allows him 1
ignore the key criterion: the quest for a higher rate of

profit.’

Having admirted that the USSR does not have
this feature of imperialism, Cliff then develops an argu-
ment which ¢can be summed up as follows: the aim of
Russian  imperialist expansion is o provide irself with
the means to close the gap which separates Russia from
the capitalist West: essential elements in this policy were
the dismantling of facrories in rhe satellite countries and
their removal to the East: the uée of ‘unequal exchange’
in commercial dealings with the satellite countries; and
the installation in these countries' of Russian enterprises.
The dismantling of faciories and the ‘joint stock com-
panies' now belong to the past (it should be nated rhat
this chapter of Cliff's book was originally published in
1955). Moreaver, this dismantling is not an export of
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capital, but rather the precise opposite!. As for the
‘unequal exchange’, we shall be discussing this below
when we examine the views of Peking.

The Chinese Positions

Since the invasion of Czechoslovakia, and in particular
since Chou En-lai's speech of 23 Avgust 1968 to an
official reception offered by the Rumanian ambassador in
Peking. when Chou declared thar ‘the clique of Soviet
revisionist renegades has degenerated long since into
soclal-imperialism and social-fascism", the rerm ‘imperial-
ist' has been used by the Chinese leaders on numerous
occasions in referring to the Sovier Union, According to
the Chinese, the USSR carries out imperialist policics
in two spheres: in the people’s democracies and in the
colonial and semi-colonial countries.

The People’s Democracies
The ‘USSR revisionists', it is alleged, use Comecon to
pillage and exploit the peoples of East Europe.” Czechos-
lovakia, for example, is & ‘Soviet revisionist colony'.” In
Mongolia too, ‘the Saviet revisionists” follow a policy of
colonial domination, forcing Mongolia 0 develop its
sinck-rearing and pillaging the country by demanding
exorbitant prices for expors w it of Soviet industrial
products® Similarly, the Soviet republics of Kazakhstan
and Ceniral Asia are allegedly ransformed into grain-
stores or into producers of wool and cotton, while being
unable 10 develop their local industry. Moreover, their
agricultural produce is bought up at low prices, while
they have to pay top prices for what is supplied o them.”
However, these denunciations of Sovier “imperialism'’
in Easr Europe have become muted since the 1971 right
turn in Chinese foreign policy.

Asta, Africa and Latin Amevica

In the countries of these three continents, 'Soviet revision-
ist social-imperialism’ is said by the Chinese to infiltrate
under cover of economic and military ‘aid’. ‘By giving
“aid", Soviet revisionism aims not only to pillage the
peoples of Asia, Africa and Latin America, but above all

Henrd Claude, D Lo orige Seommnigue 8 S guerre mendfale,
OCTA, Pans 1945, p. 8

"It should be added that Cliff's entire line ol argument on
Russion imperinlism ix merely a secondary aspect aof the theory
of stute capitnlsm. Indecd; secording to Michoel Kidron, one of
the prmaipal theorisis of the 15 group, impeniahsn 15 only the
penultimare stage of capitalism [see Michael Kidron, ‘Imperial-
ism: Highest Stape but One'. Tarcriearional Socialioan 9, Summer
19623, A capitalist country muy therefare have ‘passed beyond'
the impermbst stage. :

o Peking Revicer, 26 August 1968, p. 9. See wo the 'explanatory
note’ in Pekivg Revicr, 2 September 1968, p. 12,

* Peking Revierr, 2 December 1968, p. 24; 13 Junuary 1969,
p. 23

" Peking Recier, 4 Movember 1968, p. 44
" Pehing Revicw, 29 July 1969, p. 19,

Y Pekmg. Review, 25 Augost 1969, p. 3L
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to control politically the beneficiary countries in order to
establish its colonial domination as new tsars.”" Although
the Chinese leaders recognize that the USSR ofren only
asks for a very low rate of interest (2.5%) on its loans,
they consider that the ‘real rate of interest is to be found
in the high prices of their goods’ and that what is involved
is in fact a disguised system of usury. "

It is above all with respect to India that Sowvier aid
policy is criticized.” According to the Chinese, Russian
econamic ‘aid" is northing but a simple export of capital.
The USSR has become [ndia’s second biggest creditor, w
the tune of 10.22 thousand million rupees since 1935,
Through its aid w the public sector in India, the USSR
controls 30% of steel production, 35% of oil refining, 20%
of electricity production, 60% of power station equipment,
85% of heavy machinery produoction, 75% of producrion
of electric motors, 80% of oil prospecting and extraction
and 25% of aluminium production. India will have to
export increasing quantities of goods ro the Sovier Union
and import increasing quantiries from the later, thus
becoming more and more dependent.

Critigne of the Chinese Pasitions: a new Kantshyism?
The Chingse positions on social-imperialism differ from
those of Cliff in that they do not take as their smarting-
paint the definition of imiperialism given by Lenin. Yet
that definition, despite irs incomplete character, remains
the most scientifically correct definition of imperialism o
have been pur forward up to now, Let us recall it briefly,
well-knpwn as it is:—

‘a) the concentration of production and capital has
developed to such a high stage thar it has created monop-
olies which playv a decisive role in economic life:

h) the merging of bank capital with industrial capital,
and the creation. on the basis of this “finance capiral™, of &
financial oligarchy;

¢) the export of capital as distinguished from the
export of commodities acquires exceptional importance ;

d) the formation of international monopalist capitalist
associarions which share the world among themsebees, and

e} the rerritorial division of the whole world among
the biggest capitalist powers is completed.?

The two first criteria are linked o the analysis of the
development of the relations of production in the capitalist
coontries. We shall not discuss them here (bur see aur
“The Stare Capitalist Genealogy' in Inrermarional, Vol, 2,
Xo. 10 The last two criteria are the conzequence at a
world level of the funcrioning of the svstem. The kernel of
the definition. which forms the crucial intermediary link
between the first two and the last two criteria. is the third:
the export of capital which becomes more and mere im-
portant and which aims, as we said earlier, o find the
possibilitv of making higher profits and rhus of combating
the tendencv—inherent in capitalism—for rares of profic
to decline. The Chinese hardly discuss this aspect of the
problem.

In the same work in which he gives this definirion
(Tmperialiony, the Highest Srage of Cupiralinm !, Lenin
criticizes  Kautskv, the representative of centrism in the
workers' movement. He reproaches him with considering
that imperialism is amply one policy among others, which
mav equally’ well be replaced by another policy, ie. a
question of choice. rather than an organic tendency of
monopoly capitalism. The Chinese position: on the USSR
are, in fact, nearer o rthis view of Kautsky™s than theyv are
to thar of Lenin. inasmuch as thev make no reference
whatever 1o what conditions imperialism (the tendency of
rhe rate of orofit ro fall'. and Inasmuch as Sovier aid to the
countries of Africa. Asia and Latin America is often pre-
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sented as a means which the USSR uses for the purpose of
establishing irs. political domination.

There are two further arpuments used by the Chinsse
l=aders to prove that the TVSSR has imperialist policies:

a) arrangemeéents like that with India, wherehy the
[ISSR buye goods manufactured in India thanks to Sovier
aid. are presented by the Chinese as a measure for the
subordination of the Indian economy;

b} the chenomenon—also, as we have seen, denounced
by Cliff—of unequel exchange, above all in relations
berween the USSR and the penple'’s democracies.

The first arpument does not show that whar is in-
volved is imperialism, quite the contrary, For the arrange-
menes under which the USSR buvs products made in
India are not necessarily a measure of subordination art all.
Indian governments have long sought to safeguard the
economic development of the country by arranging to pay
for their imporrs in non-converrible national currency, in
order to push the countrics who supply them o spend the
currency obtained either in India itself or in exchange for
Indian products.”® This has been the case since the fftics
with the USSR, the GDR and Poland.

As for ‘unequal exchange’, it should be noted rhar this
criticism is made with respect to the peaple’s democracies,
and not with respect 1o economic and commercial relations
berween the USSR and the counmies of the ‘third world”,
This problem has often been debated in the past with
respect to exchanges within COMECQON, These exchanges
have cerrain specific characrerisncs'’;

—ithe contracts were based, from the end of the war
until 1951, upon current world prices:

—from 1951 uncil 1956, world prices in 1949 and the
ficst half of 1950 were taken as a basis. in order to avoid
the price Hocruarions provoked on the world marker by the
Korean War;

—in 1957 the average 1956 prices were used;

—after 1957, hard prices were used for the entire
period of the warious rrade agreements—in other words
world prices ‘corrected’ to eliminate the fluctuations pro-
voked by speculation or by the conjunciure;

—after 1962 the average of world prices berween
1957 and 1961 was adopted:

—a further revision of prices was made in 1965-6,
and the average of world prices for the period 1960-54
was adopred.

Now, the use of world marker prices inevitably intro-
duces an ineguality betweea the countrics invalved. because
af the unequal degree of economic development of each. As
Marx expliined in Copired, trade allows advanced counries
o sell goods at a price which is higher than their value. At
the same time, this does not alter the fact that cthis price is
lower than thar ar which the less developed countries could
themselves produce the same poods. For the quantitv of
labour incorporated in the exporting country is much less
than that which the less advanced eountey would have ta
put in. Thus international wade between the ‘socialist'

"™ Peking Review, 14 July 1969, p, 23,
ibid,, pp. 25-7.

© Peking Reviger, 24 January 1972, Sriicle *Sovier Revitionismn's
Neo-colanialism in India’, p, 20.

! Lenin, Selected Worky in three velumes, Moscow 1967, Val.
1, pp. 745-6.

* Indw. A Refevence Aunual, 1960, Delhi 1960, p. 339,

! According 1 D. F Fekin, l"'-:;uhu;.u_m angut-}jn SE5R
(18461957, IMO Moscow 19564
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countries involves a conunuous drain of value from the
poor: countries w the rich countrigs, '

Here the criticism levelled by the Chinese is based on
a reality. Ir will rémain valid as long as there i5 exchange
af goods st world prices. However, it should be noted thar
the solution w this problem is hard to fnd in economic
terms: for it would be practically impossible w carry out
exchanpes systemartically on the basis of the costs of
production i each producing couniry. If such were indeed
the case, the producing country would very often find it
more advantageous to reorient its exchanges towards the
capitalist world, Let us take an example. Suppose for a
moment that Britain is a workers' state exporting cars 10
Yugoslavia and imporring in return raw materials {copper,
gine, mercury. ete. ). If the costs of production were taken
as the basis, Britnin would have 1o éxport its cars (which
wie can assume for the sake of the example w0 cost less than
the world marker price. since they would conrain less
crvstallized labowr than elsewhere in the world) extremely
cheaply, On the other hand, iv would have to import raw
materials at very high prices. Consequently, 1t would go
elsewhere for its raw marerials and would sell irs cars
other countries ¢ Scandinavia, for instance?.

Thus. the problem is by no means one related solely
to imperialism. The solution of such a problem in the
framework of the workers' stares can, therefore, only be
sirughr in another direction: the international coordinarion
and planning of investmont, aid, interest-free loans, etc,
e permit the economically less developed countries o
‘carch up® with the more advanced ones,

It should furthermore be noted thae there are cases in
which the USSR huve at prices above the world marker.
When the USSR and Cuba signed the 19635-70 sugar
agreement—in 1964—the price fixed (6 cemis a pound)
was helow the warld market price. Bur all forecasts sug-
gested o decling in world marketr prices, and indeed for
almost the entire period covered by the agreement world
prices were Aol 6 cents o pound, Moreover, the price
fixed for the Chinese-Cuban agreement covering the same
period was based on the terms of the Russian-Cuban
agrecment.

Thus all the crivicisms levelled by the Chinese leaders,
rather than adding up to 2 critique based on Margst
criteria, sppear instead e be merely polemics againdt
particular pelitical actions an the part of the USSR (eg
the accupation of Czechoslovakia).

The position of “Révalution!”

The position of the French group Revolurion! is
more nuanced. It fHows from the group’s position on the
class namire of the Sovier Union. For Révaluriom!, the
USSR is not (vet) a capitalist state. As early as 1927-8
power was won by a ‘new exploiting class’. The latter is
forced by the economic crisis 1o oriemy itself rowards the
restoration of classical capiralism. Thus the thesis of Révo-
Inrion/ is situaied midway between the notion of a ‘new
class’ and that of a ‘new bourgeoisie”. [1 tees a new class
which is in the process of becoming differentiared and of
giving birth gradually 1o a new bourgeoisie. This process,
howewver, s far from being completed. The comrades of
Révolution! consider, therefore, thar rhe Chinese position
an ‘social-imperialism’ is withour theoretical foundation™
and’ that one will only be able o speak of imperialism
when capitalism is fully developed (i.e. when the law of
value dominates the entire social process of production in
the Sovier Union),

Nevertheless, according o these comrades, the USSR
is already inserted within ‘the imperialism concert’ (has

been since Yalta), having entered it “for the purpose of
redefining new spheres of influence’. During the last few
vears, the tumn ‘towards an active imperialist policy” has
been particularly marked.

In the positions of the Révalugion! group, the defin-
ition of this turn ‘towards’” an imperialist policy is marked
by a predominance of the ‘political level’. In reality, what
they call "insertion within the imperialist concert' covers
Russian efforts to mainmin the stafue guo vis-2-vis imperi-
alism. But this is not an imperialist policy. At most, it is &
palicy of complicitv with imperialism, ie. a policy charac-
reristic of a conservative burgaucracy.

The comrades of Révolution' also denounce the fact
that. under cover of economic nid, Russian capital com penes
with American capital for the economic domination of
certain countries. However, they do nor offer anv detailed
explunation of the mechanism of Sovier aid which, in
most cases, does nor lead m economic demination of the
firms or sectors which receive ir. bur on the contrary 10 i
reinforcement of national bourgesisies and nauonal capiial-
ism (somerimes ‘state capitalism') in the ‘third world'
countries to which it goes.

Conclusion

In October 1939, Tramsky wrote as fallows concerning the
‘imperialism’ of the Soviet Union:

‘Can the present expansion of the Kremlin be rermed
imperialism? First of all we must cstablish what social
contenr is included n this term. History has known the
“imperializm™ of the Roman state based on slave labour,
the imperialism of fendal land-ownership, the imperialism
of commercial and indusirial capital, the imperialism of
the Tsarist monarchy, ewc. The driving force behind the
Maoscow bureaucracy is indubitably the rendency to expand
its power, its prestige, its revenues. This is the element of
“imperialism™ in the widest sense of the word which was
a propertv in rthe past of all monarchies, oligarchies,
ruling castes, medieval estates and classes. However, in
contemporary lirerature, at least Marsdst literature, imperi-
alism is understood o mean the exparironist palicy of
finarce capital which has a very sharply defined economic
content, To employ the term “imperialism™ for the foreign
policy of the Kremlin—wichour elucidating exactly what
this signifies—means simply to identily the policy of the
Bonapartist bureaucracy with the policy of monopalistic
capitalism on the basis thar bath one and the other utilize
militarv force: for expansion. Swch an  identificacon,
capable of sowing onlv confusion, is much more proper o
petiv-bourzeois democrars than to Marxises,™'"

The theories of ‘Russian imperialism® or ‘social-
imperialism' offered by the Chinese bureaucracy, or by
groups like the International Socialists and Révalution!,
attempt to provide us with an ‘elucidation’. Bur this turns
out, on analvsis, to be an extremely fragile one, like every
explanation based on analogics. It in no wav arms us to
study concrerely the conrradicrory behaviour of the Soviet
bureaucracy.

' See Henri Valin, ‘L'évalution du COMECON <t les prob-
lZmes poses par la division nternationale du travail enme Etats
ouvniers  burcaucratisés’, (Juarridwe  Tnrernorionele Wo. 23,

Movember 1964,
' Cahiers Revolucion! No. 3, pp. 6211

" Leon Trowmky, T Defence of Mormom, New York 1965, p.
26,
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F.Wang

1 joined the Chinese Communist Parey in 1025, m1
Hangchow in Chekiang province, Then 1 wenr 1o Peking
and worked o char district. In 1926 1 went south
Kwangtung, where 1 became a palitical commissar in the
army. Ar rthar time, the Communist military unirs were
Iﬂkl-l'lg part i the Kllr'lnﬂnt.]l‘lg':. Northern I:‘,:.;p;:.,j;iu':'.n
against the war-lords, But T did not serve in the army long,
because the Party wanted me to go back 1o Peking. At the
time, Peking had not been ‘liberated’. bur was under the
rule of the Peivong war-lord, Chang Tso-lin, and his “whire
terror’, The Partv considered it was more important 1o do
revolutionary work in the reactionary ares than in the
Army, At thar rime | was a siudemt of Peking Universin.
30 I returned to Peking where 1 became a leading member
of the Party’s university commiiiee,

The ohjective situation and conditions were ver
favourable, and a growing number of students wanted 1o
enter the Party. In 4 very short time, the universitv cell of
the Pariy had & membership of more than mwo hundred.
Then I lefr the university. Afier Li Ta-chap and other
leaders of the Parry were exccuted in the spring of 1927, 1
became o member of the Peking dismcr committes of the
Partv, Then 1 went to Wuhan, where [ was assigned by
the Pariv to work for the revolutionary new spaper M zkyn
Yuk-po. Wuhan was the seat of the ‘Left Kuomintang'
government of Wang Ching-wei. Bur in the awmumn,
Wang berraved the revolurion and made a compromise
with Chiang Kai=shek. So all rhe comrades were thrown
mto confusion. | was seon arrested: T was perhaps the first
Commumist 1o be arrested ar the time by Wang Ching-wei
I was in prison for one month

Afrer T was released. the Party senr me 0 Mascow, |
studied in rhe Eastern University (Universite for Toilers
of the Orient'. which contained students of more than
sevenieen nanonalities. It was here thar T accepred Trorsky-
ism. This was still in 1927, Ar that tme the strugale
berween Stalinism and Tramkyism was most severe and
strenuous. When T had come o Moscow. of course, 1 had
not known the difference berween the two factions. But
when T was at the Eastern University, I studied the docu-
ments issued by the central comuninee of the CPSUL. All
these were cut and arranged to favour Stalinism, and ver
we could read the difference. Basing our judzement on our
experience in China, we concluded thae the Trorskvists
were right. Bur in the university there was no Trotskyist
arganization. Then, in the summer of 1928, T was trans-
ferred o Sun Yarsen University, where we began w
organize a Trorskvist rendency. At that time, almosr all the
students of the Eastern University were won over to Trot-
skvism. and in the Chinese universite oo Tromskeism was
very influential. In rhe aumumn of 1928 we organized a
Trotskvist leading commiree in the university. This had
three members, of whom 1 was one. We hegan to organize
clandestine work in the Soviet Union, in cooperation with
some Russian comrades who were, of course, by then ako
organizing underground. The situation was very difficulr,
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mare difficult than that which we found larer in China,
becawse of the GPU. Qur clandestine work continued for
iboul one vear. from the aumumn of 1928 m the summer of
1929, During this period, 1 was one of the leading mem-
bers of the Troskvist rendency in the Sovier Union. [
think that at that ume there were more than four hundred
Chinese Trorskvises, including the comeades in Sun Yat-
sen University, those in military schools and some in the
Lenin Instirure

Return 16 China

In the summer of 1929, T applied 1o be sent back o China.
My epplicanion vwas accepted and 1 arrived in Shanghai in
September of thar year. Ar thar time, it was g secrer that
I was a Trotskyist. so 1 was able 1o work inside the Parry
Hefore we returnad to China, we had a meeting in Moscow
10 diszuss how we should work in China. We decided that
we showld work within the Party 1o be the best revolution-
eries. s0 that people might krow that we were not mere
bourgeeis intelleciuals interested simply in new theories or
nther noveltics. but genuine mevolubonaries. We decided
that we must prove ourselves to be real revolutionaries
through our work for the Parcv: in thar way we would win
the confidence of the comrades and be listened to, We
thought that we could convinee them and win them 1o oar
side only in this way. A group of more than twenty Chinese
I'rotckvises went back w China with me, via Viadivostok,
1o Shanghai

When 1 arrived in Shanghai in Seprember 1928,
was received by Chou En-lai, who ar thar ome was head
of both the organizatonal bureau and the military conncil
of the central committee, 1 was assigned o work under
him, as his assistant in the organizarional bureaw. So 1 was
put in charge of the Party™s work in one of the fve districts
of Shanghai. Shanghai was the most industrinlized cirv in
China. and the work there was directly under the leadership
of the central commities rather than under the Kiangsi
provincial committee, The Parte considered is work in
Shanghai 1 be the most important of all Under Chou
En-lai.: there were five assistanes, each of whom was
assigned o one discrict of Shanghai. I worked ander Chou
tor abour one vear

During this time, I kept secret contact with those
Trorskvists who had returned to China before me because
thev had been expelled from the Party in Moscow. They
had been expelled from the Chinese Party ar the same time
as Trotsky was expelled from the Bolshevik Party, since
thev had been waping an open strugple against the
Stalinists. W, on the other hand, had organized only
clandestine activity in Moscow, and they did not discover
us, These comrades whe had come home before me num-
bered Berween thirry and farty. One group of them had
gone to Peking, another to Hong Kong, where they had
become workers ar the Tai-koo Dockyvard. Only three of
them had come 1o Shanghai, where they had established a
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bookshop calléd Nz Wild, T kepr secret contact with
these three cdmrades from the bookshop. They drganized
the, Chingse T'roiskvists returning from  Moscow, and
started 10 publish an organ called Onr Foice [Wo-men-
pe-Hua', - the title of which was taken from Tromky's
pre-revolutionary Parie paper Madhe Slovo. One Voice
wis ihe hrst Troiskvist publication in China, This was in
1920 Ay that time 1 was soll working within the Pamye
and devoring all my rime o Parey work. The simation was
very ditficolt; indeed dangerous, and T was in fact once
arrested duoring rhat dmie,

In the winter of 1929, the Moscow underground
arganization was betraved and all the Tromskvists were
arrested, They were pur in prison or sent o Siberia, No-
body wos sent back to Chida. As a result Sun Yar-sen
Liniversity wis elosed down, because it was wseless for the
Stalinists o run the university only w educaie Trowskyists,
Auinformer testified in court that all the students of rthe
university were Trowskyists, In this wav, 1 w0 was dis-
covered 1o be a Troiskyist, When my secrer was discovered,
I was sick in hospital. Chou En-lad came 1o have a 1alk
with mand said: *Moscow covy thar vou are o Trorsky-
ist. bui we have worked together for a vear alreadv and
vol have done vour work very satisfaciorily . So vou had
better make o declarntion thae yoo will give up your
positions”. 1 agreed 10 make a declaranon, and the next
day a messenger came o ake i In my statement. I said
that T was a Troskyist and thar the resolution passed ar
the Sisth (1928 Congress of the Chinese Communist
Party wits wronz. But T said that T would abide by the
discipline of the Partv and accept the decisions of the
megority, T osaid thae T waneed o work in the Parie and
reserved, the right 1o speak ar the next congress. The
mesener ook the siptemeny bk and  immediately the
siticial Party orgun Bed Ruper announced thar T had been
expelled. This was how mwv connection with the Com-
mumist Pariv ended

Trotskvism in China

I now bezon 1o work openly for the Trorskyvis rendency
A that time there were three other Tromksist groups in
Chim besides cur egroup Qar odee. The most influential
of the three was the group of cightv-one members led by
Chien Tu-hsin and Peng Shu-tse, which had  become
Protskyisr after reading documents obtained from our
eroup. When thev became Trorskvists. these comrades.
all of whom had held pesitions of responsibility in the
Communist Partv. signed a declaration—written by Ch'en
Tu-hsiu—which is one of the most imporam documents
of the history of Troskyism in China. In iw the former
promiment leading members of the Party themselves crin-
cized the Party and its policics. After purting ot this
statement. they began to publish an organ called Prole-
qurfat, When T was expelied from the Party, some members
of the Prolerariar group asked me 1o join it. Bur T con-
sidered mvselfl at the rime 10 be a member of Our Falee.

I should explain thar when we were working under-
ground in Mesoow, we made a decision nor to establish a
separate -:-rgamznnnn of our own, but 1o join and strenathen
the Trotskvist organization which already exisred in China.
Bui in fact differences, some political, some merely gener-
atianal, quickly sprang up between the older Trotskyists
from the Communist Party leadership—Ch'en Tu-hsiu,
Peng Shu-ise, etc.—and the younger Trowskyists like mv-
self. Some of the older comrades showed thar they wanred
w0 cantrol the organization, and it was this which led the
vounger comrades to reject the existing group and form
their own, Our Faice,

A third group was called October, founded by Li
Yen-ching, Liu was one of the twelve members w
attended the founding congress of the Chinese Commun
Party in 1921, At one time general secretary of the
Chinese Socialist Youth League, he wemt to Maoscow 1
study at the Lenin Institure and returned to China-a litrke
hefare me, by way of Europe. He staved with Trotsky for
swveral davs on Prinkipo, and rogether they drew up th
first platform of the Left Opposition in China, which Liu
brought back ro China with him. When in Maoscow,
had anended the meeting of Chincse Trotskyists which
decided. ss 1 have alreadv mentioned, that we should
participate in the existing organization and not ser up a
separare group. Liu agreed with the decision ar the times
hut when he returned to China he did not join the existin
group, but instead collaborated with the vounger comrade
who were o form Onr Foice—and this despie the fac
that he was himself the oldest and most experienced o
the Chinese Trotskvists (as a matter of fact, it was due 10
his persuasion that Ch'en Tu-hsiu himself was won o
te Trotskyism), However, Liu did not actually join ﬂ
["oice. He was trving to fcrm 2 separate proup of his ow
and nlthough ar one poinr he asked me to argamrx '
Peking branch of Qur Vorce with him, we in fact estabs
lished an ourenomous group in Peking, called -Octrbers
In addition to Proletariar, Qwr Feice and Octpber, them
wis a4 fourth group of Chinese Trotskvists at the end @
the twenties. formed by four comrades on rheir retum o
China and called Srrnggle,

o,

Ulnification

We all recognized that this was a bad siate of  affairsy
and that it was essential to creme o unified Trotskyist
srganization in China, Trarsky urged us to unire, compats
ing the Chinese Tromskvists separated because of trifles 1o d
hair split inmo eight. So we orzanized a Negotiaril
Council for Unification. The negoniations took a very lon
time, Each group expressed differcnt opinions ar ever
meeting of the councll. Tt was reallv @ waste of time, 50 @
the end Ch'en Tu-hsiu himself walked our of the council
and withdrew the Proderarnn representative. There wers
of course. manv reasons why it wok so long @ negotia
the unibeation. On the one hand. the older comrades of th
Beoferarner group looked down on the vounger comrads
of the other groups: Peng Shu-tse in particular Insjsred
that the guestion was not one of “unificarion’, but thac al
the other comrades should join Proferariar, On the othe
hand. the vounger comrades of the other groups Wwes
equally preiudiced against the older comrades of Proles
arfat, holding them responsible for the defear of the reve
lution and saving thar they had betraved it These wa
the main obstacles 1o enificanon, 1
The person who demanded unification most strent
ously was Trorsky himself. In his open letter, he snid thi
athongh Chen Tu-hsiu had been an opportunist when 8
accepted the Stalinist policy, he had since proved himse
o be o very geod revolutionary by his declaration o b
Chinese Communist Partv. Although he was not a go
theoretician. he was very experienced and a pood obsers
Trowsks insisted thar it was a big gain for the Trocskis
tendency 1o have him. and urged us to unify the o
organieations. This move of Tromske's quickened
process of unification.
On 1 Mav 1931 the unitication congress of Clim
Trowmkvists was held at long last. Ar the congress @ Cend
Commimee was elecred 1o lead the new organization, Ch
Tu-hsiu was gereral secretary of the Cenrral Commut
and the other members were Chimg Chao-lin, Che
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Yen-mao. Wo Taho Lo han. Song Fong-cheng and 1
Peng Shu-tse was not included, because he had alwavs

opposed the unificarion. The congress only elected him as
4 candidate member, and in fact he did not even atrend
the unification congress,

Repression

Bur now a grear misfortune befell us. On 24 May all the
members of the Central Commitiee except Chlen Tu-hsiu
were arrested. We spent the hrst dav of our arrest in the
International Sertlement, under the British authorities
bur on the nexr day we were transferred to the hands of
the Kuomintang, We had just started o work onder the
unified leadership when this very severe hlow fell We
had been informed on to the Kuomintang by a traitor who
had previously been a member of the Prolerariar group,
and who, as the latter’s representative on the Negonanng
Council, had always tried to prevent the nification. Now,
at last, Ch'en Tu-hsiu expelled him

We were sentenced to long terms of imprisonment,
rangmg from five 1o thirteen vears, Chung Chao-lin gor
thirteen years, I gor seven, There were other comrades
whe were arrested ar the same time—comrade Lao and the
youngest of all the comrades, Po Si-ap, who later quit
the Party, Of the Central Commitee members, Chung
Chao-lin and [ are the only ones wha are sill alive. Al
the others died: Cheng Yen-mao, who was a Tai-koo
Dackvard worker, died in prison; Lo Han was killed in a
Jupanese bomhing raid: Song Fong-cheng died in Peking.

Several months later, Ch'en Tu-hsiu and Peng Shu-
tsc organized a provisional commiltee to carry on the
wark, but this lasied only abour one year. All the members
of the provisional committee once again were arresred by
the Kuomintang. After this, the only member lefr 10 work
for the organizarion in Shanghai was Cheng Chi-chang,
who had been one of my fellow-studenrs ar Peking Uni
versity. He ook charge of all the work, reorganizing th
comrades who had lost contact. He was in reality the
most important person in the Trotskyist movement in the
period from 1932 o 1934,

(Phgio—A.,

In 1934 comrades, who had been under
the leadership of Liu Yen-ching in Peking, came into the
organization. Ar that time, Liv Yen-ching was working
with rwo foreign comrades, Harold Isaacs (by the way, n
is Liu Yen-ching who is referred o by the initials, LJC,
i the preface to the corrent edition of Isaacs' famous
book 1he Dragedy of the Chinese Revolwrion) and Frank
Glass, Frank had alreadyv been a Trouskyist for some time
when he came to Shanghai, but Isaacs, when he arrived
start 4 newspaper called People’s Tribime, had been sym-
pathetic to Stalinismt, The turning-point as far as Isaace'
political evolution was concerned came with the arrést of
Ch'en Tu-hsin, One of the Swlinists who were Isaacs
friends ar the ome 2sked him o write an artcle describing
Ch'en Tu-hsiu as 2 man who had been bribed ro work for
the interests of Japanese imperialism. Tsaacs was a very
honest man and this incident made him extemely angey,
It was from this moment that his political positions began
to change. Under the influence of Frank Gliss, he fnally
became svmpathetic 1o Tromskyvism. He gave his own
printing press (o our organization, He then went o Peking
o collect marerial abour the Chinese revolomnon of 1925-
7. He asked Liu Yen-ching to translate this material from
Chinese for him, and it was in this way thar Liu came to
work with Isaacs on his book The Tragedy of rhe Chinese
Revolwrion. It was after this, in 1934, that Liu Yen-ching
came sputh t Shanghat with four young comrades, and
they worked together with Frank Glass and Cheng Chi-
chang to reorganize Trotskyist activity. But after only a
few moenths, before they had been able 1o do anything
serious, all of them except Cheng Chi-chang and Frank
(zlass were arresied. Lin and the others were sent o
MNanking. I was srill in prison at the dme. Liu Yen-ching

is transferred « PEeTHI rv where thov asked him 1o
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¢ released from the peniten-
(lany him rraitor, He served in the
Kuomintang Army in Sian, as an instroctor to brainwash
arrested communists, He was & really miserable fellow!
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At the end of 1934 I was released, together with comrade
Lao. We had actually served four years of our sentences,
when there was an amnesty. We retuned w0 Shanghai—
I myself after a short rest at my home in the country. In
Shanghai, Cheng Chi-chang introduced me t Frank
Glass, who told me thar he wanted to do something o help
the Chinese comrades to ger the work going again. I
wrote to Ch'en Tu-hsiu in Nanking prison, and after some
t time he agreed to my proposal to start something with

help from Frenk Glass. We reorganized & new leading
1 . enemmgittee, -Of course, this was net an elected committee,
rnl because there were anly a few comrades left. We got
. some activists—Cheng Chi-chang, Frank Glass (whase
! pseudonym was Li Fu-jen), Yen Kua and Chang Cheng-
tong. a worker who had been one of the organizers of the
Shanghai insurrection in 1926, a very good comrade who
is still in Mao’s prisons—and formed the new committee.
We began 1o publish two papers, one agitational called
Strugyle (Tou-chang), the ather a theoretical journal called
Spark. Both were published monthly. These were the only
1 Trotskvist publications n ‘China that really counted,
because they lasted for many years, from the spring of
1 1935 until 1942, when a split occurred in the organization.
_ These two papers were printéd in.a very primitive
fashion, because we could pot find any printing house
willing to produce them. Se we had 10 set up our own
] printing press; 50 fo speak, with the help of the wpe which
! Harold Isaacs had donated. Tsaacs, as 1 have already men-
T. tioned, gave us his printing press after he changed his
i political positions and stopped publishing People’s Tribune
J Bur we could not work the machine, so we sold i—wery
1 cheaplv—and kepr the tvpe. We then made frames 10 hold
the nvpe and used it as a kind of mimeograph. The money
we got from Frank Glass was our entire source of incame,
and all of it went into this printing operation. Each month,
Frank Glass gave us one hundred dollars, which was a
quarter of his salarv. He.lived in the French section of
Shanghai. in Sanchong Road. and of course as a forcigner
he hid to live more or Jess as he had done in his own
country—much betier than the ordinary Chincse lived—
and this cost a Jot. Thus giving us a quarter of his salary
represented @ heavy burden on him. But at thar pme there
were no jobs to be had, so we had no possible source of
maney except Frank., We managed ro write a few articles
far the lefr press, bug this was by no means continuous.
All the comrades were extremely poor, and one could say
thatone of the characieristics of Chinese Trowskyists was
rremendous poveriy.

The Popular Front

By 1936 Strugele had a clandestine circulation of between
two and three hundred. Given the harsh Kuomintang re-
pression, we could only give the paper 1o people we could
really trust. It was about this time, as the Communist
Party was developing its policy of united front with the
Kuomintang, thar some ditferences appeared o be devel-
oping between the Party and some of the intellectuals
influsaced by it, notably Lu Hsin. The latter expressed
doubts abour the new policy, insisting that it was wrong
to abandon the class position and make friends with the
enemy of vesterday. A heated discussion ensued berween
Lu Hsin and Chou Yang, who supported the Moscow
populsr front policy. Lu Hsiin did not reject the idea of
s united froet as such, bur-there were differences on how
o enforce it. In the ficld of litéranure, these differences
- were reflected in two aliemnative slogans: Chou Yang was
* fer & ‘litsrature of national defence’, while Lu Hsin was

for a 'literature of the masses for revolutionary struggle’.
We thought, wrongly as it turned out, thar Lu Hisin
might be won aver as a result of the differences. So we
sent him a copy of Struggle, which had printed many
articles criticizing the popular front. Although, as I have
described, our paper was printed in the mast primitive way,
Lu Hsiin sent us back a lerter in which he said that it was
very beautifully printed and hinted that he suspected we
had got money from the Japanese imperialists!

Once we had succeeded in establishing our two papers
on a firm footing and had restarted rhe wark in Shanghai,
we wanted to re-establish contact with other branches of
the organization Trowskyists were active m  Peking,
Wangsi, Wenchow county in Chekiang, and ahove all in
Hong Kong. It was in 1936, jusr at the time when Cheng,
Chi-chang was sendmg our leter 1o Lu Tsiid, thar Frank
Glass and I went w0 Hong Kong ro re-csrablish contact
with the comrades there, to help them reorganize their
activity and Jaunch a paper. With our asmstnce, they
began to publish a raughly printed paper called Star.

In Prison Again

In 1937 1 was amrested once apain by the Kuomin
tang, this time on my own. They hud discovered the
relationship berween Glass and myself, but they did not
know where T lived. It was very easy to find out where
a foreigner lived, so they pur a warch on Frank Glass's
home and followed anykody who visited him. This was
how they caught me—in May 1937, Glase then went back
to the United States. But Cheng Chi-chang and the other
comrades were still safe and conunued to publish the |
papers of the organization. [ was sent 10 @ secrer prism
in Nanking, run by the Clunptony, 1 should explain that
the Kuomintang had twe departments specializing in
counter-revolutionary activities—the Chungrong or "bureau
for staristics and investigation” under the Kuomuntang
central committee. which dealt with all civilian political
offences; and the Kungrong, under the Kuomintang's
military commirtee, which served the same purpose with
respect to mlitary offenders. These deparnments were
organized in imitation of Hitler's methods, and specialists
were in fact sent to Germany o study the scientific
methods of dealing with revolutionaries in use there. 1
spent seven manths in the Chingrong’s prison. Although
material conditions were a lirtle better than in ordinary
prisons, the brural psychological pressure and torture were
unbelievable. Everv cell was solitare, just big enough for
a bed and a toilet, nothing more. No reading of any kind
was allowed, The onlvy written words 1 saw during those
cight months were those printed on a box of toothpaste.
Onc of the reasons I have a nervous discaze and my hands
shake is because of the rormre in thar prison, They would
call one from one's cell to work at any rime of night o
day—midnight was 2 favourite time. It was forbidden 1o
ask questions, Of course, there was no trial. The only way
to ger out of this prison was (0 capitulate, give up your
political views and agree 1o work for the Kuemintang
help suppress the revolution, Thus the only alrernatives
were o be spiritually destroved or, ultimately. to be
physically destroved and die in prison. There was na
fixed term for one's imprisonment. so that the only poss-
ible way our was to agrec to serve the Kuomintang. One
was free 1o do this and walk out of the prison at any time
That was how the Chungrong's prison was, and ir was
just like hell.

At the end of November 1937, when the Jap
Army approached to within a few miles of Nanking,
could hear the sound of shelling very clearly from my
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Bvery day, all day long, Japanese aeroplanes flew aver
the city dropping bombs. But, of course, we prisoners
were not allowed to take shelter cven during a raid; if
the prison had been hit we would have died in our cells.
It was ar this rime that rhe second united front berween
the Kuvomintang and the Commumst Party was formed
and as a result all the other prisoners except me wene set
free, since they were all Communists. 1 became the only
inmate in the prison. [ remember that it was on the last
day of November that the last remaining prison officer
came to my cell and told me that he was leaving the
prison. He said that T could go too. He was a very good
fellow. He gave me rwo dollars, becanse | was penniless.
So T walked into the city and found a friend and borrow-
ed twenty dollars. As a war refugee, 1 climbed on a refu-
gee train to Hankow. This was just a few days before the
Japanese Army entered Nanking and carried out the
natorions Nanking Massacre. Even on the day T was set
free, the sireets and alleys of the city were littered with
dead and dving, victims either of the bombing raids or—
as wis especially the case with refugees who had come
south from Shanghai—of starvanon or disease Tt was
a very miserable scene,

As a refugee, I went to Wuochang. I arrived there
‘at the beginning of December, and found Ch'en Tu-hsiu,
He received me very warmly and ssked me to live in his
home, We had discussions which lasted for many days,
covering every question. Chien had by now become spiritu-
ally dull, bur still had sound political opinions. [ proposed
that we should try to publish a legal paper in Wuchang, but
Ch'en said that this would be useless. He suggested thar |
should enlist in the army: One very ridiculous thing he
said was that I should go inte the armv but should take
care always 1o srand in a safe place. Ar all events, he said
that it was nccessary for us o rake arms,

Opening in the Army

At that ume there was, in fact, a very good oppor-
tunity for us to begin armed struggle. For there was a
general named Hu Chi-fong, 2 divisional commander in
Hupeh Province under Song Cha-kyui, whose brigade was
commanded by Chi Sing-wang. Hu was seriously wounded
in battle and sent hack to Wuchang to recuperate. When
I was in Wuchang, Hu Chi-feng was on the paint of gaing
back 1o the army, since be had recovered. During his stay
in Wuchang he had read many books, and he was a man
of intelligence—a man who thought for himself. So he
had thought of many reasons why the army had soffered
s0 many defeais at the hands of the Japanese imperialisis.
He had come to be disillusioned with the Kuomintang, to
think that it had degencrated. So he wanted 1o hnd some
way out of this situation. Of course, he had known the
name of Ch'en Tu-hsiu, and morcover hiz brother was a
friend of Ch'en's. S0 he found the latter in Wuchang and
had a talk with him., He propossd that Ch'en send some
of his ‘disciples’ to the army, in order to give the soldiers
of his brigade a “patriotic educadon®. Of course, he was
simply a ‘patriot” himself, Ch'en thought it was a very
good opportunity. Hu's brigade did not directdy belong
to the Ruamintang, but was under the command of General
Fong Yu-chang, who was g warlord independent of Chiang
Kai-shek and thus not dominated by the Kungrong, That
was why Ch'en Tu-hsiu thought it was a very good chance,

At last we decided o go with him and Hu Chi-
fong accepted us. Po Si-lan and 1 and another comrade
named Chang Fo-ti were to go there first. The brigade
was the 179th Division of the army, stationed at that
time on the southern hank of the Yellow River. 1 was o
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be chief of staff of this division, and Po was to be an aide.
Of course, it was forbidden by the Kuomintang to have
political people like us in the army, and our roles as “chief
af stafl" and ‘aide’ were a necessary cover. We got train
tickets and were to start the next day. However, on the
night prior to our departure, Hu Chi-fong was suddenly
dismissed ar the insistence of the Kuomintang, because
they had discovered his relationship with Ch'en Tu-hsiu
and ws. Mavbe he was informed on by other commanders.
In any case, we Jost contact with him.

By the way, we heard the name of Hu Chi-fong
again later. This ime he was a commander of the Kuom-
intang Army in the battle for Seechau, in the course of
which about half-a-million Kuominrang soldiers were
captured by the People’s Liberarion Army. Ho, who was
garrisoned at Seechan, played an important part in the
Communist victory by rebelling against the Kuomintang
and going over w the Red Army. When the People’s
Republic was established, he was appointed a member of
the military commission, and continues w work under
Mao Tse-tung. Therefore, I think we were right in judg-
ing that he wanted o do something and that it was possible
for us to intervene, He was, of course, simple-minded,
but he wanted v do something for the revolution. So'l
think that if we had gone with him to the army, we could
have done something valuable.

Paszihle Allies

Ch'en Tu-hsiu had another proposal. He said that there
was no longer a Trotskyist organization in China. Some
organized forces did, in fact, exisr—some comrades work-
ing for Trotwskyism in Shanghai—but Ch'en thought there
was no perspective in the current method of work. He
proposed that we take another path, namely, w work
together with so-called ‘democratic’ groups, such as che
Salvation Society, the Democratic Leagoe and the Workers'
and Peasants’ Party—at that time generally known as the
‘third party’. These groups ook a seemingly neutral
position between the CP and the Kuomintang They
consisted of intellectuals (some of them hourgeois) and
ather lefr-wing elements. Ch'en proposed thar we should
coopérate with thése groups, and work among the masses
influenced by them, At the time, these groops had a certain
mass following, especially the Salvation Society. [ did not
agree with Ch'en. [ thought that thiz would be just another
form of popular front. Ch'en wanted me tw be our
representative ac the meeting with these groups, The later
were going to have a meeting artended by represcntatives
from each, in order 1o pegotiatc a united front. 1 refused.
After that, I stayed with Chen anly a short time and then
left Wuchang. 1 first went to Hong Kong and then to
Shanghai. My family was in Shanghai and my old friends,
such as Chen Chi-chang and other camrades, were there
toa. By the way, Ch'en Tu-hsiu himself finally attended
the meeting in Wuchang with the three democranc groups,
But the three groups did not wane to take common action
with Ch'en and were soon won over by the CP, So nothing
came of this ininiatve,

When 1 went tp Shanghai, the comrades there asked
me to join them again, and [ went on to the editorial
board of the paper Struggle. Ar thar ume the editorial
board was playing the role of the organization's Central
Committee. By the way, in the Chinese Trotskyist move-
ment an elected Central Committee only existed once. This
was the CC which was formed ar the Founding Congress.
and which was destroyed in less than a month afier it was
formed, Afrer thar, the leadership was always assumed by
provisional committees or something of the sort. Ar all
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events, in 1937, when [ went to Shanghai, this editorial
board was playing the role of the CC. On the editorial

.~ board were Peng Sho-tse, Chen Chi-chang, Chen Chao-

lin, comrade Lau and 1. We continued to publish Sirnggle
until the signs of American intervention into the Sino-
Japanese war began o appear. We worked very amicably
and there were no incidents worth menrioning,

Debate on the War

In 1939 T wrote an article to discuss what kind of attitude
we should take if the United Srates intervened in the Sino-
Japanese war, i.c. whether the character of the war would
change or not. My view was that if the American Ammy
intervened in the wac and became the main opponent of
Japanese imperialism, then the war would change its
vharacter and become a war between Japan and the
United States, with China as a junior partner on the
American side 1 said that we should detine our artitude
to the war accordingly. | did not specify how our attitude
should change, [ did not think the matier through. 1 just
raised the guestion.

A1 that time Peng Shu-tse was in Hong Kong, The
remaining members of the editorial board agreed with me,
but when Peng reiurned he expressed objections. He
insisted that however much the American Army might
dominate its Chinese parner, the war would not change
its character, Thus differences began o cmerge between
us. But the discossion did not deepen, and other questions
overshadowed the main point 1 had raised. Chen Chao-lin
said we should go aver 10 a policy of revolutionary defeat-
ism if there was American itervention in the Sino-
Japanese war, Peng Shu-tse said that there would be no
Juestion of revolutionary defeatism, even if the Amencan
Army imtervened, and that our auitude should be one
of defeace. 1 thought ar the time thar if we were really
1 patiicipate in the revoluton, il we were 1o command
some armed forces and intended 1o carey out our revolu-
tonary programme, then the essence of our atritude should
be revoluwdonary defeansm. Buor think of chis situanon.
If we are on the front in the war against the
Jupanese arniv and o revolutionary situation arses in the
area under Chinese control, we Trorskvises fight gainst the
Kucmintang. Then the Chinese armed forces may be
crushed by the Japanese army. In this cose. all ‘patniors’
will =av (har we are traitors to China I thoughr that there
were only two alternarives open 10 us: either o abhandon
pur revolutiongry programme and cooperaie with the Kue-
mintang for victory on the front, or o condnue o fghe
for our revplutionary programme despite possible rempoz-
ary defeats for China on the front. T thought thar we
should ake up a policy of revolutionary defeatism—bur
onlv if wo rewlly mreant ir, This could not be a guestion
of an awimude writen down on a sheer of paper. If that
was all that was involved. it would have been really easy.
One could always be congistent, bhocause no  facts
would come into the matter, Bur it was clear from the
sitwation that the guestion was o concreie, urgent one, for
which we had to prepare ourselves,

The real choice, as 1 have said, was whether we should
abandon our revolutionary progranimie or keep on our
struggle despite a possible remporary defear this mighe
help to provoke on the front. 1 thought that we should
certainly continue our revolutionary struggle. In the exist-
ing situagion, 0 overthrow the Kuominiang regime was
absalurely necessary if we were o manmin our revolu-
ticnary struggle for a real victory over Japanese imperial-
ism. [ thought it was wrong to aim for victary in war first
and revolution only second. In essence, Comrade Chen
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Chao-lin agreed with me. But, of course, Lenin's position
on defeatism had been formulated in the context of @
reactionary war, not in a progressive war, This posed big
difficulties as 0 how to raise and how to formulate our
revolutionary slogan. The positions taken on this by Chen
Chao-lin and by me were different. 1 thoughr rthat we
should emphasize rhe importance of victory over Japanecse
imperialism but say that for the weaker, Chinese side the
most powerful potential weapen was revolution, including
spreading revolution to the Japanese soldiers, This repre-
sented the best way forward for the Chincse revolution.
So as [ saw it, my atiiiude was not ‘revelutionars defeat-
ism’, but rather in one sense ‘revolutionary victoryism', In
other words, my view was, in cssence, that only revelution
can achieve a real victory over imperialism,

Unfortunately, 1 do not think thar Peng Shu-tse
thought ahout the question very seriously. He simply said
that in Lenin's opinion one should take an attitude of
revolutiongry defeatism to a reactionary war, bur support
a progressive war. He insisted these two should not be
confused, Finally, the difference on the editorial board
erystalized imto a balance of forces of four w two. Chen
Chao-lin, Chen Chi-chang and Lau agreed with me; Peng
Shu-tse and Liu Chav-liang opposed us: On the editorial
board therefore, we were the majority and Peng was in the
minority. But some ume later a meenng was held in
Shanghai, amended by more than twenty comrades. Al
this meeting. the guestion was discdssed and the majority
wias reversed. Li Fu-jen (Frank (lass) belped Peng to
some extent to achieve this. At the time there was a
Pucitic Bureau of the Foorth Imiernational {or perhaps
af the SWP—1I1 cannot recall’ which specifically dealt with
the countries in the Pacihc area. Frank spoke for this
Pacific Bureau. and proposed a resolution abour the
Chinese gquestion which was quite similar 10 Peng’s posi-
tion. He said that even if the United Srates ingervened in
the Sino-Japanese war, our smde rowsrds Chinese par-
ticipation should not change in anv wav. This was the key
point on which he insisted. The resolution was passed,
which gave awtharity 1o Peng's poinr of view, Before the
mecting. the majority had supported our position. but
because of the authority of Li Fu-jen’s resolution the
majority swung over to support Peng. On the editorial
board, ton. the majority swung 1o Peng's position and
Chen Chae-lin and T were put in 4 minoginy,

The Split

This did not in irself mean a split of rhe organization, The
minoritv demanded o cominue discussion opon the ques-
trion in the internal bulletin, and that the discussion should
be printed in Stragele. Peng refused chis demand, saving
that we could not conrinue discussion endlessly and chat
we should suppore the majority now that the question had
been resolved at the meeting. Even in the internal bullerin,
just two or three issues were allowed for us o discuss the
question’ and then an end was put to that. We psked for
more issucs of the internal bulletin for the question, and
proposed that our articles on this question should be
printed 1n Srragele under our own names—nol, of course,
as an official position. Editonials would put the afficial line,
while signed articles would only represent the positions of
their authors, At all events, we insisted that the Guestion
should conrinue o be discussed openly in Srragple, Ve
demanded that oné-eighth of the space in Serugple should
be devored o discussiony in the form of a ‘discussion
column’. Peng said this was impossible. Then we decided
o publish our own mimeographed paper entitled Tmier=
mattanalizr. Peng said that the minority had violared dis-
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cipline, but he did not expel us. He said that the arganiza-
rion had split and that the entire responsibility lay with
the minarity.

Around this time, the Japanese Army occupied the
internatinnal settlement in Shanghai and che situation
was becoming worse and worse, So Lin Chauv-liang and
other comrades dispersed, Liu left Shanghai, Peng changed
his name and became a professor in a Christian university
in Shanghai. The minority continued to publish Infer-
mationalist under the Japanese occupation, but Strigele
ceased to appear, once Lin Chau-liang and Peng were no
longer there to produce it

On D-Day, when the Japanese Army surrendered,
many comrades came back to Shanghai from inland dis-
tricts—Chongking, Kwangming, etc. This was the first
time they learnt that there was a difference of opinion
amang us, and indeed a de facrs split, They asked both
sides what the differences were, and ook sides accord-
ingly. Events had moved o fast that the Kuomintang was
not able @ establish a firm domination. There was an inter-
lude of something like democracy in Shanghai, and this
situation continoed from Augusr 1945 o 1949 whan the
Red Army arrived. Taking sdvantage of this sitoation,
both groups—DPeng's and mine—were growing. Students
and workers were recruited—thongh especially students,
Both groups published magazines. Peng’s group published
a rtheorerical journal Chu-chang (Truth! and a wvouth
journal Yourh and Women. We published a journal called
New Banwer, which was printed and sold at newspaper
stands. (Nesr Baneeér was banned by the Kuominwang afrer
irs sixteenth issue as a ‘reactionary’ paper, but we continued
to publish it for four issues clandestinely, in mimeographed
form.) During this period there was no attempt fram
either side 10 reunifv the two groups.

But we did cooperate to some exrent. For instance,
Chen Chao-lin wrote two or three articles for Trich. Then
in 1948 Peng began 1o organize a new party, the Revolu-
tionary Communist Party. We organized a new party a
few months later—in April 1949, only one month before
the Communist Army enrered Shanghai. We called it the
Internationalist Communist Parry. Irs membership was
predominantly young, so that it was something like the
present Seventies Biweekly group in Hong Kong, though
less confused. Maost of the voung members had previously
been sympathetic w Stalinism. We had abour sixty or
sevenry members in Shanghai, and over two hundred in
the couniry as a whole. T cannot tell exactly how large.
the majority was at the time, but it mighr have had three
hundred members in the whele country.

Alter Communist Victory

When the Communist army took Nanking and ap-
proached Shanghai, where we had a certain mass base, we
discussed what slogan we should raise. Throughaur the rwo
groups, there was only ong comrade, Yung Kus, who may
be in one of Mao's prisons if he is still alive, who said that
we should raise the slogan “Welcome the Liberation Army”.
His argument was that the masses wanted to welcome the
liberation army, and that we should not isolate ourselves
from them but should go through experiences with them.
The rest of us were opposed to any such slogan. On the
other hand, we also thoughr it important to move with the
masses, ¢o that we equally rejecred anv such slogan as
*Fight against the Liberation Army' or ‘Do not ler the
Liberation Ammy enter’. It was necessarv to warn the
masses that if they relied upon the Libeération Army, they
would soon be disillusioned. But the important thing was
for us ro encourage the masses to organize their own power,
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indepandently from the Liberation Army. Of course, ar thar
time Shanghai was under Kuomintang domination. So
what we were saving meant that we had 1o rely upon our
own force to overthrow the Koomintang in the citv. (In
1926, when the Kuominteng Army—which was still play-
ing a revolutionary role in unifying the country and
destroving the power of the warlords—was approaching
Shanghai from the South, while it was still several miles
distant the Communist Party organized a workers' insur-
rection in the city. Thus when the army came to Shanghai,
nower was'in the hands of the workers. This insurrection
was organized by Chou Bn-lai and Chang Cheng-tong.
Chang Cheng-tong was, of course, one of our comrades.
He iz in one of Mao' prisons today.)

In Mav 1949, the Communist Army arrived ar rhe
Yangtze River and approached Shanghai. Peng's group
decided to move the leadership of their parry o Hong
Eong, and most cadres of the majority moved there,
together with Peng himsell, However, most members of
the majority had ro relatives with whom to stay in Hong
Kong, or had jobs and familics ra suppart; they rherefore
could not move and remained in China, forming local
councils in Kiangsu and Chelaang provinces, The majorioy
stopped publishing their journals when the leadership
moved o Hong Kong, and could not conunue anv co-
ordinated acrivity. Mopst of the members lost all contact
with the leadership. Thus the majoriiy was unable w mke
pdvantage of the situatlon afrer the Communist Army
entered Shanghai

The minority, for iz part, remained in Shanghai,
Peking, Kwangsi and Chekiing (Hangchow), und continued
1o publish irs paper. Just Lau and [ went to Hong Kong
to organize our group there. Even after the Communists
ook Shanghai, our organization seill conrinued t grow.
Indeed, it grew very rapidly with the CP in power. We
began 10 publish a new clandestine journal, Marxist Youth.
Chen Chao-lin and the other comrades rold me that this
new journal really caught on among the vouth, who
had welcomed the People’s Liberation Army but began
very quickly m hecome disillusioned, and therefore sought
contact with us. Thus it was cspecially among the youth
that our organization grew during the three vears which
elapsed between the Communist take-over in Shanghai and
1952, when comrades of the minority were arrested all
over China. (Som¢ young members went too far and
wanted to launch armed struggle. They were arrested and
shot) Disillusion with CP rule had set in very rapidly
among the youth, who had expecred too much. We were
in a position to make big gains. But in 1952 the Commun-
ists arrested all our comrades. I cannot understand why
they had rolerated us for threc years. I suppose that at first
they had other enemies more important than us, At any
rate, in this period they contented rhemselves with making
such famous Chinese Trowskyists as Liu Yen-ching and
the Marx scholar Li-chi write declarations denouncing the
Fourth International and supperting Mao Tse-tung. That
was all—and in return rthey gave them jobs. (Li-chi trans-
lated the Marx/Engels correspondence and Liu taught in
a school) Bur by the time three years had passed, they
found us very dangerous, because we were growing so
rapidly; so they launched an amti-Trotskyist witch-hunt.
In one night, on 22-3 December 1952, throughout China
all the Trotskyists were arrested. We estimate thar berween
two and three hundred were raken, including sympathizers
and relarives, A typical case was that of my own nephew.
About one month after his arrest, they called my brother
to the palice stetion to rake away his body. From 1952
w the time of the Cultural Revolution, there was no Tro-
skyist movement worth mentioning in China.




Mao and Revolution

Immediately after Mao's victory, most of the comrades
were surprised and asked themselves why we had failed
and Man succeeded—something the Chinese Trotskyists
had never thought possible. How to explain this simple
fact was the main problem. Peng Shu-ise, Liv Chav-liang
and others just did not see the fact. They insisted that
nothing new had happened. At the end of 1949 they said
that Mao dared not fight against the bourgeoisie or
confiscate its property. They said that he would inevitably
seck a compromise with the bourgeois class, make it
concessions, and ultimarely surrender o it Peng and Liu
closed their eyes o reality.

Chen Chao-lin, for his part, said that Maso's army
was not o communist armv and that its success only
represented a victory for state capitalism. He said thar
Mae’s party could not succeed; that they might expropri-
are the capitalists but that it would not be for socialism
but for state capitalism, [ myself initially wrote 2 pamphlet
arguing that Aao’s victory was that of the bureaucracy. [
said that this burcaucracy was a new class, and the victory
was that of a bureaucratic collectivism. But I held this
pasition for short period only. 1 sson reconsidered
ond concluded that the mew regime was a deformed
waorkers' state.

Peng has never explicitly changed his position. Bu if
he 100 now maintains thar the present regime is a deformed
warkers' state, how docs he arrive ar this conclusion? He
has never explained. Perhaps he attributes everything to
the role of the Savier Army? At first he refused o accept
the fact of the revolution ar all. Larer he said thar there
had been a revolution but this had nothing w do with
Mao's policy. It was achieved only by the Soviet Army,
because the latter gave arms o Mao's rroops while the
imperialists did not have sufficienr arms to resist Mao's
advance. This may be the key 1o Peng's position—but he

never really explains.

Formerlv we simply identified Mao Tse-tung with
Sulin. But in rcality there is a difference. Mao is, of
course, a Stalinist. But he must be seen in the conrext of
Chinese realitv, undergoing the pressures of the Chinese
revolution since the wentes, moking a whole series of
alterations to rradivional Sralinism. When, in 1934, Mao
made a united front for the second tme with the Kuomin-
tang, we said he had surrendered and koelt down before
Chiang Kai-shek, that he had abandoned all class
struggle. But we were mistaking his tactical manocuvres
for his strategy. Mao has always been very much a ractician.
At thar time, he said that he would halt the agrarian
revolution; but in reality he continued 10 push it forward.
He continued his class policv, We said thar Mao's
party was not a class party, not a workers' party,
but a petiv-bourgeois peasant party  which could
never carry out # revolotion. Bur this was o
misjudge the real character of the Chinese Communist
Party. The latter was, of course, a bureaucratized party,
bur it retained some posidve feawurss. First of all, the
Communists lived among the masses—and from this point
of view they had the advantage over us, who were almost
entirely cur off from the masses. Although the masses with
whom the CF lived were peasants and not workers, it did
nevertheless live and struggle with them. And in China the
poor peasantry was end is a revolutionary force. We
Trotskyists underestimared this revalutionary force of the
peor peasantry of China. We dogmatically said that we
should go to the workers and direct the peasantry only
through the workers. We insisted upon an indirecr contact
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with the peasantry, saving that we could never lead the
peasantry ourselves. We thought that if we went directly
to the peasantry, we would degenerate into a peasant party.
We acred according 1o our dogma, But we were wrong. If
we consider this question with the advantage of hindsight,
we can see that if we had had, in that reactionary period
of the early thirties. some connection with the peasantry,
we could have gone ' the villages and carried out revolu-
tionary work there, Like the CP we could have pushed
forward the sgrarian cevolution, and could have led
peasants’ rsings and armed struggles.

Our Mistakes

Thus the first point o he made concerns our misjndgement
of the real character of the CP. Although it was & degen-
erate party, it was still a parry capable of leading a revolu-
vion, because it acted amongst the masses. What is a
proletarian party? It can be defined by many criteria—the
proletarian social origin of the membership being only ane
of these. Many parties composed of workers are reformist,
same even bBourgenis, Therefore we cannor decide whether
the party is prolerarian or not by the criterion of the class
compuosition of the membership. T think the most important
criterion is the party’s political programme. If the pro-
gramme stands for socialist revolution, for permanent
revolution and for Leninist principles of organization, then
we may speak of a workers' party—even if only a few of
the members are workers, and the leaders are peiry-
hourgeois ntellectuals. The second point is that we dog-
matically thought that we could lead the peasantry only
through the workers, so we had to stay in the cities. We
would work among the workers, and then the warkers'
political influence would be extended over the peasantry—
that was our position. This waz wrong, We should have
gone to the villages, agitated among and organized the
peasantry, and engaged in armed swruggle. For the third
point on which we were wrong was that we did not under-
stand the importance of armed struggle. In realicy, when
the peasantry revolted, it always developed into an armed
struggle. There could be no peaceful outcome.

In countrics like China it was very difficulr 1o build
a party under the severe Kuomintang rule, We did our
bewt and many comrades sacrificed themselves for revolu-
tion. Bur if we had realized earlier, especially during the
witr, that our attitude was & dogmatic one, we could have
had many opportunities to organize really important forces.
For example, 1 have already recounred how we missed the
opportunity of gaining a foothold in the army via Ch'en
Tu-shiu’s prestige. But if we had persisted, we could hawe
got a second chance and a third. However, we never sought
that kind of chance. When 1 returned 1o Shanghai from
Wuchang. 1 reported to the edivoriel board there about our
attempt 1o pencirate the army. Then all the members
agreed with me that we should take up arms, including
Peng Shu-tse, But when discussion began 1o take place on
the editorial hoard, Peng described my abortive atempt as
a crime, & mistake, ‘military adventurism’.

We should not and must not blame cur opponents for
our own failures. When Mao's policy was wrong, we must
of course make the correct cricisms, We must analyse
scientifically to what extent the CP was degenerate, Bur it
is Wrong to exaggeratc—io cxaggerate is 1o deceive your-
self. We always said thar Mao's party was a perry-bourgenis
party. But, according to the theory of permanent revolu-
tion, no petty-bourgeois party can ever lead a proletarian
revolotion, Then there 15 a contradiction: between the fact
and the theory. The real point is that we misjudged reality,




Interview

FROM RED GUARD
TO REVOLUTIONARY MARXIST

Tariq Al talks to Yeung Cheng
former Canton Red Guard leader

In what cirenmmstances did von join the Red Guards in
Canran?

1966 was an important year in China, In the period
preceding June 1966, the political atmosphere in the
country was very tense. We felr that there would be an
explosion fairly soon. In Peking High Schoal, students had
declared themselves Ked Guards under the slogan: “To
Rebel [s Justified'. In our school in Canton in the same
month there were only a few of us who were rebels, though
we were very active. A few dozen in a school consisting of
1,400 students. We felt suppressed and uninvolved in the
country’s politics. Our life was dull, rourinist and pedest-
rian. Before the cultural revflution 1 was verv interested in
reading political texis—Marx, Lénin, Mao—and was
regarded as being strange since we were not supposed
show any independent interest in politics, In school, polirics
meant being taught whar the Party line waz on this or that
subiject.

The June Red Guards represented a trend to think
independently. Our political level was very low and we pur
forward no demands as such. We merely made wall-posters
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condemning the secrion of the Party in the school, I'd
always hated the school headmaster who was otally useless,
a fact evervone in the school was aware of He was there
because he was a Party member. He was a super-
bureaucrar who are separately nor only from us students,
bur even from the rest of the teachers. While compelling
nr to take part in physical training, he used o stand ar a
distance under an umbrella. He was extremely authoritar-
ian. In June 19686 our wallposters denounced him in rather
emorional rerms. We also snarched some of the rifles kept
m the school and hd them. There were between 20 and
30 rifles in the school, but they were under the control of
the children of PLA soldiers who also studied in the High
School.

In June, in almost every school the section of the
Party was overthrown by the students. For a short period
rhe administration was elected by us. Thar was why Lin
Shao Chi sent his work-teams to recstablish control. The
work-tegms claimed to support the cultural revelution, but
in fact they suppressed us and warned us nor to fight
against the Party section. Instead, they attempred m divert
our wrath towards the non-Partv teachers and it was on
their instructions that many ordinary reachers were insulted



and humiliated. Our spontineity was crushed.

I was personally very angry about this and put up a
wall poster condemning the intervention of the work-teams
and referring to bhoth them and the Party section as
pangsters. Then the woark-team  organized stodents o
attack me and denounce me for being right-wing. 1 argued
back, bur during debares T was muzzled and held physic-
ally with my arms ted behind my back. From July to
October 1 was completely isolated in my school and
students kept well away from me.

By August it was obvious that Mao wanred o over-
throw Liu, but the latter was very powerful within the
Partv apparatus and Mao was unable 1o deal with him via
the Party constitution. So he decided 1o urilize the masses
outside the Party w overthrow Liv, A mass movement of
students was at this time being suppressed by Lia Shao
Chi's work-teams, 1f Mao hadn't supported the smmuggle of
the Red Guards he wonld have been defeared, Thos in
August, Mae announced the sixteen point of the Cultural
Revolution and the Red Guards were officially recognized.
This action seemed o vindicate the June Red Guards as

, being genuine lefriste and encouraged us to fighr the
‘capitalist roaders’,

My solution began to decrease and students began to
speak to me again, bur the school was srill under the
control of conservasive elements (sons of Red Army
snldiers). From August to October the minority Red
Guards began o regroup. OQur main difference with the
conservatives was that thev sopparted the work-reams, bur
even afrer the reams lefr our school in August, the conser-
varives did evervthing possible to steer the struggle well
clear of the Party bureaucracy. They did so by making
scapegoars of the students who were of hourgenis ariging
and the latter were victimized rather brurally. Though 1
come from a working-class family mvself, I nonetheless
attacked the conservatives in very strong terms for their
behaviour. which culminated in them acrually killing a
number of teachers and smdents of bourgeois onigin. You
must understand thar this was a deliberave and conscipus
diversion. The period lasted from Aueust o October 1966,

Tn October. T lefr for Pekine 1o observe the Cultural
Revolution at its base and staved there for three davs. T saw
the wallposters. bur not Mao, met others like mysel and
then remrned o Canton. 1 rravelled with hundreds of
others. free of charee. In trains. ferries. trucks. Tt was a
fantastic exoerience secing the country in this manner. We
really did feel liberared rravelling in this fashion withour
any restrictions and in the company of lots of other youths,
discussing quite freely things we had not thought about in
the past.

When 1 remurned [ immediarely set up a Red Guard
HQ in our school, and we named our group "The FEast Is
Red Commune’, It consisted of about forty students at the
STart.

Whar did yow discuss in “The East Is Red Commune’
and whar actions did you initiare?

The first action we took was to destroy the files of our
school because they were used o keep the students under
control. The Party section, when dissatisfied with any
student, opened a file on him which could be used against
him in the future. For instance, such files could be urilized
to prevent dissidents from reaching university and also 1o
harm their job prospects. The files were an important
weapen against us. After we had expropriated the files, 1
read the dossier on myself and could hardly recognize the
picture it painted. We published the files, exposed them as

lics and showed the Party bureaucrats to be a bunch of
liars.

Ar g matter of inferesy, swhat was written in your fila?

[ cannor remember it verbarim, bur the general sense
was: “This smudent is unstable. He is an anti-Party, right-
wing clement. He ought 1o be carefully warched. Will be
dealt with when movement subsides.’

But o continug: our second action was o reléase the
imprisoned teachers from the cowsheds where they were
being held and ro put an immediate stop to the victimiza-
rion of other students, We organized mass meetings and
encouraged teachers to participare. We also brought the
Party burcaucrats before the mass meetings. We did nor
artack them physically, bur asked them many questions
abour their past. They were scared and tended to confess
everything.

What did you think of Man ar rhar time?

We adored him, especiplly mysell. Why? Hecause it
was Mao's initiative which had ended my isolauon and
liberated me. He had given us a new lease of life and you
must understand that even a break with routinism repre-
sented o big step forward for us. You can imagine the
impact ir had on all of us. As we saw it. Mao represented
us in the top circles, where he defended our acrions and
encouraged ug, Bven though | adored Mao, there were a
few suspicions at the back of my mind. Ir was an insnnctive
suspicion. T could not rationalize it or explain it, hut it was
probably due to the critical spirit which 1 had developed
and which later enabled me to criticize Mao. Bur this wus
rare, [ repeat. rare amongst students in my school and was
one reason for the failure of the Cultural Revolution.

Did von kave anv political discussion inside the
WComemiene'?

Yes. we constantly analvzed the revolutionary situation
and our own struggle. There was no theoretical discussion
—we were not educated enough. We were so obsessed with
purselves thar we could not even think of the Viernamese
comrades except sporadically.

Hore then did vour straggle continie?

Our rebellion was not only confined o our school. We
took it to the Canton Counry section of the Party. We
knew thar the work-teams and Party section in school had
been guided by the Canton Party leadership. We joned
with other local Red Guard groups to raid the Canton
Partv HQ. Two hundred of us carried out the action,
representing all local schools. We eot hold of the Party
files and published what was contained in them on wall
posters. The Fles showed us the fight taking place within
the Party bureaucracy as well as the plots to suppress us,
e,

Then we went to the factories, ioined the production
line and ate and lived with the workers. We put up wall
oosters in the facrory exposing the privileges of Party
burcancrats in the factories. You must know that inside the
factories those small numbers of workers wha had protested
had heen even more repressed than us, The Partv section
inside the factorv consisted of a privilezed minority com-
pared o the rest of the workers, We linked up with the
rebellious workers and called ocurselves the Red Flag
Faction (RFF).

Within the RFF there were many small groups—
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waorkers, students, teachers, etc. Thers was no cenrralized
leadership. We used publicly o bumn the official publica-
tions of the Party burcaucrats to show our complete con-
tempt and disgust and we put out our own publications
auacking the Party,

In December 1966 there was a rebellion among the
peasaniry and some militants set up a group called: “The
Poor and Lower-Middle Peasants' RFF'. They fought
against Party members in their own communes. In Decem-
bear, though we were in & minority, we were in control of
the situation because of our anti-bureaucratic initiatives;
but we were still nowhere like as strong as the conservarive
Red Guards, if you compared our respective strengths on
an overgl basis. In the universities, it is true, there were
twenty revolutionary Red Guards for each conservative.
Bur in the schools the forces were roughly 60:40 in cheir
favour; in the working class, there were anly 10,000 rcbels
out of & workforce numbering nearly & million; and in the
peasantry, there were only a few thousand rebels our of
several million peasants,

But although the conservanves were very numerous,
their morale was low, they had lost the will to fght and
many began 10 move towards us.

Hew did the struggle develop in 19677

January to June 1967 consttutes the middle stage of
the struggle for power berween the peaple and the bureau-
crars. By the end of 1966 the Party bureaucracy was in &
state of collapse. Mao® alliance with us had put him on

John MaclLean VL A.

The Irish Tragedy:
Scotland’s Disgrace
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As Harry McShane says in the introduc.
tion to this pamphlet ‘It seldom happens
that a pamphlet dealing with political
events merits re-publication fifty years
later on the grounds of its appropriateness,
Re-published in well designed pamphlet

by the Troops Oul Movement, Maclean's
classic work carried on with the task he
took in hand fifty years ago.
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the left and our main targer had been Lin Shao Chi. But
our copflice with the buresucracy on every level had
pbjectively also pur us on a collision course with Mao,

A brief digression: did you really Believe that Liu twas
a 'capitalist roader’—an agent of imperialiso?

Yes, T did, But we understood capitalism in a different
way from Mao, We staried from the viewpount of being
oppressed and suppressed. And for us, therefore, anvone
who oppressed the masses miust be a capitalist. Mao
meant it in a differanr way, of coursa. Ha meant ir acon-
omically, politically and culturally, There were many other
bureaucrats aparr from Liu who were oppressors, but Mio
did not denounce them. We did.

Should we reiurn to 19677

Yes. In 1967 the mass movement marured rather
rapidly and its morale rose. And we began to understand
and appreciate problems that we had not even been in a
position to think about in the preceding seventeen yedrs.
Many of us reasoned thet we had been suppressed becanse
we had no power and concloded rhar rherefore we had m
have power. Thus the storm period of January begun—the
‘seizure of power’ period. In December 1966 the bureau-
crats had used a new tactic. They abandoned the admin-
istration throughout the country, hoping ta ereare complere
chaos, This forced us to begin to run affairs ourselves. In
Tanuary 1967 in Shanghai, the workers and srudents seized
power. Within & few days the same thing happened in
Canton and elsewhere.

What happened in Camton? How did you ‘seize
potwer'? What changed?

We simply got the administration of the whale of
Canton under our control. The bureaucrats were smashed
and fled. We occupied the Party headguarters and farced
the buorcauerats to hiand over authority to us and ro
announce on the streets and in the press that we, the RFF,
held power. I was responsible for the administration of
some schools. In the schools the students elected their own
representatives o run them.

Did the burcaucrats annownce this on the radio as
well?

Nao, the radio stations were shut down, as Mao did
not want any reports of what was going on to reach the
outside world.

To continue: in factories, the workers elected their
own representatives to num the factories. Similar events
pccurred in newspaper offices. But we were very naive. In
seizing power, we had no idea of what we were doing or
what its implications were. The Paris Commune, workers'
democracy, soviets, meant nothing to us. The struggle had
impelled us forward, but we had no real, politically
sophisticated leadership to direct our advance. As a result,
inside the RFF disputes arose solely on administrative
questions related to the exercise of power, This will give
vou an idea of the low level of political consciousness.

How long did rhis sitwation last?

From early 1967 onwards, Mao began to separate
himself from us. He wanted the struggle to end and started
to move against us. When he visited Shanghai he attacked
the comrades there for calling themselves a commune and




told them that a commune meant 3 structure in which the
base dominated. He said that this indicated that they did
not want any leadership from the Party. told them that the
Party leadership was necessarv and instructed them to
change their name to ‘revolutionary commitree’. Tt was
here thar he formulated his idea of the “tripartite alliance’:
in other words that revolutionary power should be organ-
ized by revolutionary cadres (ie the Party), military
cadres (i.e. the PLA)Y and mass representatives (a tempor-
ary concession). The process whereby the Maonists ok
power back into the hands of the Party and army was set
into ‘motion. Thus the army ‘joined’ the Cultural Revolu-
tion in order to stabilize the situarian. By the end of
February there were clashes between army units and Red
Guards.

What happened in Canton and what was vowr oum
experience?

After we seized power and established the commune
we disrovered that the Partv bureaucrats were in touch
with the armv. Some had fled 10 the armv and sought its
nratection asainst us. This made us conscious thar we also
had tn fieht the armv. On 8 February 1967 we invaded the
military aren and held demonstrations there. We captored
some army propaganda cars and used them w apoeal
=nldiers tn inin vs. The military bureavcrats were furious.
No armed soldiers joined us, bur clerks, and other army
workers joined.

Meanwhile in Peking a number of Party leaders were
beginning to get really ularmed and were beginning w
oppose Mao because of his inability w conrrol the situation.
They (under the discreet control of Chou En-lai) began to
suppress the movement in Peking by using the military.
This was a tremendous boost for the bureaucracy narion-
ally and the bureaucrats began to re-cmerge, link up with
the army and suppress dissident groupings all over the
country, In many places they used force, but not in Canton,
They arrested many people, hanned the RFF, established
military control and seized back power. From the infor-
mation which was spread on the level of gossip and
common talk, we heard thit Lin 'Piao had been opposed

* t these actions, but had been over-ruled. The Party

leaders who organized the repression were opponents of
Lin Piao. So from February 1967 the intervention of the
army started and continued till thev had restabilized the
situation.

Were there amy doubts Building wp at this time in
relation to the rale of Mao himself?

No. Mao was reported o have been hesitant on the
question of using troops till September 1947, when he
threw his weight behind the suppression.

When did you realize that the Cultural Revolution
wds over?

In September 1967. I returned to my school and dis-
covered thar the old headmaster was back. However the
armosphere was restive and nobody really settled down, 1
should have mentioned that in August 1967 there were
arms raids all over the country and many of us stole arms,
Thar time there was little resistance to these raids, but in
April 1968 we tried again and this time the army shot
back and many comrades were killed.

What happened in Ching in May 19682 As vou ko
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in France there was a big upheaval led by workers and
studentr and we even read that there had been solidarity
demonstrations in Peking. Does this mean that while Mao
and  the bureawcracy had ovdained that the Cultwral
Revolution be ended, it nonetheless continved?

There certainly were demonstrations in Peking and

we published some publications in Canton showing our
solidarity wirth the French comrades. Yes, in the sense you
pose it the upheaval in China was not completely aver.
The end was uneven. After all China is not a small country
and it is not easy to issue a centralized decrer to end g
MAss movement,

In July 1968 the army marched into the schools and
factories and dishanded the Red Guards. Tn Kwangsi they
had to lay siege outside the factories for many dayz hefore
the workers surrendered. After disbanding the Red Guards
they set up the Tripartite Commitices, but these were just
rubber stamps, The smation from now on hecame
extremely difficult.

What happened 1o you? When did yow leave Canton?

From November 1968 to Auguse 1971, 1 was sent to
work on a farm. For two yeurs I worked in Hopei and for
one year in Canion. We were all extremely dissatisfied and
Muao was constantly artacked in private. We felt we hud
been herrayed and seaienced ro a grim future, But now we
discussed a lor. We tried to elsborate new theories and
concepts to try and analyse what had gone wrong. 1 joined
o group of extreme-leftists in Hopei whose group was
known as “Proletarian Union of Hunan'. They had writien
a number of documents criticizing Mae and the bureau-
cracy. It was a spontanepus development. Neither they nor
I had read any writings by Trotsky, but our ideas about
the bureaucracy were very similar to his. We held many
discussions, but by 1971 we began to get extremely de-
moralized, since many of us realized the enommity of the
tasks which confronted us.

I that why yau decided to leave China?

Nat exactly. A nuomber of us were forced o flee for
political reasons. In the first place, our groups were dis-
covered and many comrades began to be arrested. We were
all threatened. Bur secondly, because T wanted tn read and
write, which became impossible in China as the fog of
Party orthodoxy descended once again and engulfed the
entire country with that special kind of ignorance which is
peculiar to bureaucratized states like China. Also many of
my comrades, in a state of complete despair, committed
suicide in prison rather than reveal the names of others,
That is why a number of us decided 1o leave Canton. We
therefore swam across to Hong Kong.

How did yau discover Trotskyiim?

Essentially through the Secemties Bi-Weekly. It was
a real revelation. There was a debate being conducted in
the paper between anarchism and Trotskvism., Some
comrades came under the influence of anarchism, which is
hardlv surprisine. given their experiences in China. T read
articles by ald Chinese Trotskvist comrades, like comrade
Wang, who explained to us, for the first time, the real
history of the Chinese Comimunist Party and the oripins of
Chinese Marxism. In addition we read articles by Ernest
Mandel. vourself and ather comrades. Thar it how we
discovered the Fourth Tnternational.
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-REVIEW ARTICLE:

Felix Morrow's Revolution and Counter-
Revolution e Spain remains the best
Marxist analysis of the Spanish revolu-
tion of 1936-7 and its wagic ending.
Other works, written since and drawing
upon cxtensive new source matenal, give
a more demiled account of the evenis
and struggles (social and political) which
marked these dramatic vears, and of
those which led up to them.' But none
are equal, leave alone superior, o
Morrow in their analysis of the basic
class forces ar work, the inevitable clash
between them and the outcome of the
contest, decided by the lack of revolu-
tonary leadership or clear political con-
sciousness on the part of the toiling
masses. Morrow explains the key episodes
of revolution and counter-revolution in
Spain in terms of social forces. He con-
firms to the hilt Trowsky's diagnosis that
the strategy of the Stalinists and their
various dllies and hangers-on (‘First win
the war, then complete the revalurion’),
ignoring the realities of the class struggle
and secking 10 replace it by polirical
magipulation, could only lead to disaster:
hrst strangle the revolution and then lose
the war,

The extensive memoir Literature which
has sprung up since Morrow’s book was
first published in 1938 has brought 1o
light new evidence which, if anything,
further swrengthens Morrow's basic an-
alysis, The key responsibility of Stalin
and the Sovier bureaucracy in imposing
their counter‘reVolutionary course upon
the Spanish Communist Party has been
confirmed by witnesses from the wp
leadership of that party.® The grim
details of the GPU's attempts to export
o Spain its techniques of mass arrest,
torture, murder and frame-up trials of
revolutionists (slandered  as  being
‘France's fifth column’) are well-known
today—as is its political failure, Nobody
believed the Stalinist slanders, The
warkers were dismayed by the political
terror. Franco could play on and utilize
the tremendous demoralization created
in the Republican ranks, When the sur-
viving POUM leaders were finally
brought to trial, they were sentenced not
for being 'agents of Franco', but for the
‘erime’ of advocating . . . the dictatorship
of the proletariar

It is interesting thar even inside the
Sovier Union, and in spite of the tight
thought control which the bureaucracy
muaintains upon all fields of social science,
the Fomintern and Spanish CP line of
the period 1935-9 is today being ques-
tioned, albeit in cautious terms.” This
line—together with the theory and prac-

tice of ‘social-fascism’, which made a
decizsive contribution o Hitler’s nise
power in Germany; the policies of forced
collectivization, which ereated more than
thirty years of continuous crisis in Soviet
agriculture; and the mass purges of
1936-8, which murdered the whole sur-
viving cadre of the Bolshevik parry and
the cream of the Red Army command,
thereby paving the way for the military
disasters of summeér and autumn 1941
which broughr the Soviet Union within
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an inch of military collapse—is one of
the major crimes of Swulin upon which
history has already unequivocally spoken
its verdict.

The defeat of the Spanish revolution
was not just a minor incident on & gec-
ondary battlefield. It was the key event
which led 10 the second world war and
the spread of fascism over the whole
continent of Europe, up to the gates of
Leningrad, Moscow and Stalingrad.
Hitler's conquest of power in Germany,
started to vp the scales in favour of
counter-revolution on that continent, It
dealt a deadly blow to the largest, best
organized and politically most conscious
part of the European proletariat Bur
Hitler’s victory was by no means stable,
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nor was his conguest of Europe ingvi-
table. The rremendous upsurge of reva-
lutionary militancy of the Spanish work-
ing class in 1936, supported by & wave
of general strikes in France and Belgum
and by a warld-wide radicalization of
working-class struggles which even hit
the USA (with the powerful sit-down
strikes leading 1o the emergence of the
CIO), could have pulled the rug from
under Hitler’s feet, In summer 1936, his
army was still very weak, and no match
for the Hed Army. A victorious Spanish
revolution spreading to France would
have provoked » powerful working-class
echo in Ttaly and Germany," History
could have maken an entirely different
course. A defented Spanish revolurion
condemned the working-class upsurge in
France, Belgium and elsewhere to decline
and demoralizaton and opened the rond
to Hitler's conquest of Europe.

In that sense, Suwlin's policy of sacri-
ficing the Spanish revalution to his diplo-
matic game with the French and Briush
imperialists cannor even he seen a5 a
subordination of world revolution w the
‘national interests” of the Sovie; Union.
For his betraval of the Spanish revolution
dealt a powerful blow to the immediate
interests of military self-defence of the
USSR as well. This policy reflected the
hasic conservatism of the privileged
ruling stratum of Sowvier society, its pankc
fear lest any important extension of
warld revolution upset the status gquo of
social forces intemationally and nation-
ally—a status quo which determines the
political passivity of the Sovier working
class and makes the bureaucracy’s rule
possible.

A similar hostility against any prale-
tarian revolution, anywhere in the world,
wias shown by Stalin and his successors
towards the Yugoslay, Chinese and
Cuban revolutions. The Viernamese com-
munisis are witnessing a repetition of this
sordid spectacle at this very moment.
The basic difference between Spain 1936
and rhe postwar developments is the
change in the international balance of
class forces. In the first instance, the
change in the senpth of the revolution-
ary upsurge has precisely meant thar
whercas it was possible for the Soviet
bureaucracy o sirangle the Spamish revo-
lution, its subsequent efforts o achieve
analogous results have culminated in
failure. This has been due not only 10
the change in the balance of class forces,
but also vo the fact that local communist
parties or independent revolurionary
forces have been ready to hreak decisive-
ly with the Menshevik orientation of




Sralinism.

The Spanish revolurion also gave rthe
most convincng  historical  restimony
against the sponitaneist view which im-
plied that 3 mass upsurge in itself would
be sufficient to bring abour a victorious
gocialist revolution, provided it be broad
enpugh. Never before in history had one
witnessed o generalized upsurge such as
that of July 1936, when rhe Spanish
woekers broke the fascist army’s insurrec-
tion in practically every major city of the
country, and in a significant part of the
countryvside as well. Never before had
the spanransous taking over of factories,
public service centres, big landholdings,
by the toiling masses been so widespread
a5 in these days in Spain,

Nevertheless, the revolution was not
victorious. No unified and centralized
power siructure was set up by the tiling
masses, Confronted with this key question
of any revolution, the anarchist leaders,
who had been educating the masses in the
docirine of immediate ‘suppression’ of
the state, were a decisive force in pre-
venting the revolurionary masses—many
of whom were anarcho-svndicalists—
from serting up their own workers™ state
—thereby accepting de facto the resurg-
ence of a bourgecis state, complete with
repressive apparatus. The fact that the
same anarchist leaders first participated
in this resurgence as members of 3 co-
alitdon government with the boorgeoisie,
and then became in their tuen victims of
the repression which they had helped to
make possible, only tends o underling
the main lessons of July 1936, The anti-
capitalist militancy, revolutionary drive
and heroism of the masses can, under
specific circumstances, go beyvond any-
thing foressen by revolutionaries them-
selves. Bur withour the actual destruction
cf the bourgeois state machine and its
replacement by a new workers' state, no
socialist revolution can be victorious.
And such & new workers' state cannot be
buile without & centralized leadership, by
sponmaneos struggles alone.

Stalin’s  diplomatic  pame—largely
built on illusions—was the immediate
cause which led w the deleat of the
Spanish revolution. The Sovier bureau-
cracy's INterests as a parasitic social layer
in seciety provide, in the last analysis,
the material explanation for these
counter-revolutionary policies. But an
important mediating factor berween the
two was the wrong, Menshevik theory of
‘revolution by stages’, applied to Spain
(with a special ‘anti-fascist® variant) not
only by the main Comintern paoliticians,
but also by not a féw of their social-
democratic and centrist allies {not w
speak af the ‘liberal’ bourgeois politicians
who swallowed the theory with great
enthusiasm), Spain being a backward
country, the réevolution on the agenda was

supposed to be a bourgeois-democraric
one. Thus the task was seen as being to
defend bourgenis democracy, the demo-
cratic Republic, against fascism, the
monarchy and the "semi-fendal land-
owners'; not ta carry to its logical end
the workers' and peasanis’ struggle
against exploitation and oppression, by a
process of permanent revolution which
would lead w workers' power and solve
in passing those tasks of the bourgeois-
democratic revolution which the peculiar
history of Spanish capitalism had lcft
unsalved,

Teday, with Franco still in power
thirtv-odd vears after the end of the
civil war, the Spanish CP and the various
centrist groupings are desperately cling-
ing on ta the same fundamental strategy.
They arc mare firmly artached than ever
to their disastrous conception of a ‘revo-
lution by stages'. The first stage must be
the restoranion of ‘democracy’. In faci,
the CP is even ready to abandon the con-
cept of a democratic Republic, and o
accept the restoration of the monarchy,
provided democratic libertics could be
restored in that way, Then will come a
stage of parhamentary democracy, during
which the CP and ‘orher democratic
torces’ will fight for reforms. Only when
in this way the ‘majority’ of the Spanish
people has been won over (presumably
in elections), the struggle for socialism—
through & new mermediary stage of an
‘advanced democracy'—will be pur on
the agenda.

The secrer hope of the CP has been
that somchow the capitalists themselves
would gradually ‘liberalize’ the senile
bonapartist  military  dictatorship  of
Franco (the absence of any perty-
bourgeois mass base in support of the
regime makes it impossible to call it
fascist anymore). That is why it has
favoured Spain’s entering the Common
Market (the Spanish social-democrars
ardently share these same hopes and
illusions). As democracy gramted from
above has shown itself to be an utter
illusion, the line shifts towards ‘demo-
crucy' conquered from below, through a
‘peaceful general strike’, supparted by all
‘democratic’ polirical forces (including
the liberal monerchists), Az in 1936,
political manocuvres completely replace
any sober assessment of basic social
forces.

It would be foolish to deny that many
chunges have occurred in Spanish
sociely since the cvil war of 19346-9
After many years of isolation, Spanish
capitalism was in the fifties sucked into
the big boom of the Western European
imperialist economy, Through the tourist
boom and through the massive emi-
gration of rural and urban unemploved
absorbed by the Western European
economy, the home market was signifi-
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cantly broadened to trigger off an im-
portant industrialization process. Today,
Spain has become essentially an industri-
alized country, m which the absoluic
majority of the population is living in
towns and in which the indosirial work-
ing class has become the oumencally
most important class in society.

Of course it remains significantly
backward compared to imperialist coun-
tries like West Germany, Brituin, France
or Iwaly. Iis industry is still wnable to
sustain real compention on the world
market. Its cxporis are sull pverwhelm-
ingly agricultural, Many of its southern
and wesiern regions  remain  sharply
under-developed. The nationality gues-
rion, especially among the Basgues,
remains an uncurcd cancer, Nevertheless,
if prescnting Spain as being on the
threshold of a bourgeois-democrate revo-
lution was already utterly wrong in 1936,
it is simply Iudicrous today,

After @ long slumber, determined both
by rerriblc repression—that which fol-
lowed Franco's victory was as murderous
as the civil war itself—and by lack of
perspective or self-confidence, the Span-
ish working class, since the carly sixties,
has begun stcadily to nise again, Tnnum-
crable strikes and other skirmishes have
srarted 1o form a new militant vanguard
in the factories, the working-clasy dis-
iricis and the universities.

Initially, the capitalists tried conscious-
Iy to limit this upsurge to immediate
economic demands (“trade-unionism pure
and simplc”). But the vory natare of the
dictatorship caused this strategy w fail.
The new militancy could not but take
up the siruggle 1o free political prisoners;
the struggle for aulonomous trade-
unions; the struggle for freedom of the
press, of organization and of demonstra-
tion; the struggle for self-derermination
of the oppressed nationalities. Thereby,
ccopomic and political demands were
closely intertwined. After some ups and
downs, and in spitc of the sae of
emergency proclaimed by the dictator-
ship, since 1969 large strike waves have
spread in the Basgue couniry, in the
Barcelona region, in Madrid, in Asturia
and even in the backward areas of
Galicia, linking economic demands with
solidarity movements against repression.

As the weight of the working class is
absolurely decisive in all these struggles,
and as this class has started 1o fight for
its own independent class interests, it is
absolutely unrealistic to expect it to
limir irself woluntarily ‘in a first stage’
to the restoration of bourgeois democ-
racy. Workers who start to occupy fac-
tories, who are leaming to take on the
police and the army, will not engage in
a decisive test of srrength with brutal
opponents just to hand over the fruits of
their victories meckly to their own ex-
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plonters. It is inevitable that the coming
Spanish revolution will have a prolet-
aran, socialist character, from the begin-
ming, i will be determined by working-
class actions and will open the possibility
of the conquest of power by the
proletariar.

This does not mean that democratic
demands cannor play an important réle
in triggering off this revolurion, nor that
ne inermediary period of even a few
months is possible between the averthrow
af the Franco regime and the establish-
ment of the dictatorship of the prolet-
ariat. It only means that the leadership
of the working class will once again—as
in 1936—be the decisive fackor in the
sifuation,

If an interregnum of bourgeois democ-
racy emerges from the revalutionary
struggle which brings down the dictator-
ship, this will not be because the simarion
is not ‘ripe’ for the conguest of power by
the working class, It will merely reflec
the fact that the masy organizations
which the workers still follow (in the
first place the CP) have temporarily
succeeded in their efforts to bring a
socialist revolution back into the channels
af bourgeois democracy.

But the chances far such an inrerrep-
mum to last would be even more limited
than they were between 1931 and 1936,
If enything, the industrial development
which Spain has known since then hus
made the social centradicrions in rthat
socicty even more explosive than they
were at that rime. The misery of the
unemployed, the rural poor, the victims
of strucural decline, would rapidly
combine with the much increased objec-
tive sirength of the working class 1o
shake bourgeois society to its very found-
ations, The capitalist class wonld rapidly
find out that it has not got the means 1o
buy off the revalutionary social forces
with reforms. Mass repression would
guickly ' become once again the basic
strategy of the ruling class. Having
tasted the wine of organizarional free-
dom, the working class would nor submir
passively to thar repression, any more
than it was reddy m do so in 1934 or
1936,

The most likely variant in any case is
that only 2 revolutionary general strike
could overthrow' the Spanish military
dictatorship (whether under Franco or
under Juan Carlos); that dual power
would arise from rthat revolutionary
general strike; that the question of a
Federation of Iberian Workers Republics
would therefore be put on the agenda
through the very downfall of the dicrator-
ship itself. Becavse it is conscious of rhar
likely perspective, the Spanish bourge-
oisie continues to prefer the dictatorship,
lacking any realistic alternative,

A new generation of Spanish revo-

lutionaries is being created today, in
conjunction with the rise of mass warker
and student struggles, This generarion
15 assimilating the lessons of the 1936-9
civil war. It is still weak in comparison
with the gigantic rasks which history has
placed before it—bur it is much stronger
than the handful of Trowskyists who
existed in Spain during rthe crucial weeks
and months described by Felix Morrow
in this book. The coming Spanish revo-
lution will play a key riile in the unfold-
ing of the socialist revolurion in Western
Europe—a process which has swarted
again with May "68 in France. To help
the Spanish revolutionary Marxists build
&8 sirong Leninist party, a powerful
Spanish section of rthe Fourth Inter-
national, is today one of the most urgent
1asks of revolutionaries the warld over.
The republication of this book is a timely
tontribution o thar task.

Ermest Mandel

" For mstunce: Pierre Hroné and E, Témime,
La Révolurion et la Guerre EIP\H‘HH, Puris
1961. Hugh Thomay, “The Spamith il
War, London 1945

© A former member af the Political Burean
of the Spanish Communist Party during the
civil war, Jesus Hernandez, in 1953 published
4 stinging indictment of Stalin’s and the
GPLI's intrusion inla CP palitics ducing the
civil war, Yo fui vm mindoaro de Sealim (']
was Stibin's Minister”), 1o order o destray a
canvenient legend, it is necessary fo insist
upan the key réle which Togliowi plaved, as
the main Comintern representative in Spain,
both in imposing upon the Spanish CP the
right-wing line of ‘revelution in stages” (wee
his mroele "On the particularities of the Span-
ish revelution', reprinted in his  collected
ERRAYE . jh'i' |HFIfJ'.||.'!IIJ U,h:lua'u fnrcrna;:l.;l-
nalc, Rome 1964) and in the pctual organiza-
ton ol the GPU terror in Spain. Another
top leader of the CP, Fernando Cluudin, slso
canbirms this analvsis m his La Orisis Jdel
Movimiento l!'_..'m.-m:nru,,"g? Paric 1970 (French
translution, Maspéra 1972)

"Eg by K. L. Maidonik, 'The Spomivh
Proletariat i the National-Revolutionary
War, Moscow 1980, The author admits that
in July 1936 the workers had actually started
o cangier power, and had far ourgrown the
limits of o bourgeots-democratic revolution,
His' book ‘was larer the subject of violent
criticism in the Sowviet Union.

' Desertions did indeed occur, not merely
among the Italian toops engaged in Spain
against the Republicans, but even among the
selecied  pilow of ‘Hitler's air force seni o
help Franco, the Condor Legion (sez Walter
Gidrlitz, Dér ‘Dentsche Generalirab, Pronk-
furt, p. 442).

Roxa Leviné-Meyer, Leviné: Life of a
Revolutionary, Saxon Houze, £2.50/
L1.25

There bave been many occasions in
history when revolutionaries have been
compelled to lead revalurionary uprisings
which they knew were doomed in advance
0 defeat. Such was the case with Eugene
Leviné, the Russian Bolshevik who, in
1919, was given the task of leading the
young German Communist Party in
Bavaria during the German Revolution.
The whole debacle is recounted by
Leviné’s widow, Rosa Leviné-Meyer, in
a book which provides a vivid portrait of
the little-known r1e¢volutionary whom
some described as ‘the German Lenin'.
The story is told partly in his awn words.

The revolutionary upsurge in Germany
broke our in November 1918, following
the defear of the German armies on the
Western Front. The Kaiser abdicared,
and Workers' and Soldiers’ Councils
were set up in many towns and cities of
Germany. In some towns, these councils
overthrew the local bourgeois govem-
ments and formed workers' governments
based on sovier power, Bur the leadership
of the German working class was in the
hands of the Social Democrats, who in-
tended to preserve German capitalism
intact and sct up a parliamentary democ-
racy, The SPD government in Berlin
set its face against the working class and
frequently, where its efforts to undermine
the councils from within failed. sent in
troops to suppress them. Many hundreds
of workers were killed by the troops
under the command of rthe Social-
Democrar  Minister of War Gusiav,
Nuoske, in the early months of 1919,

In Bavaria, the revolution reached its
climax only afier the revolution in the
rest of Germany had soffered severe
defeats, The proclamation of the Soviet




Government in Munich, the capital of
Bavaria, in April 1919 followed on the
heels of a severe defear of the workers
in Berlin a2 month earlier, where Moske's
troops condocted a massacre. Kurt Eisner,
the sccial-democratic leader of the
Munich proletariat, had just been mur-
dered by reaction, The SPD government
in Munich, under Hoffman, proved un-
able 1o push through even modest sociai-
ization measures against bourgeois resist-
ance, and the patience of the workers
could no longer tolerat the prowing
shortages of food and fuel. The workers
of Munich were preparing to overthrow
the bourgeois parliament, in which the
bourgeois parties were abour to caprure
a majority, when the Hungarian Soviet
Republic was proclaimed. The represen-
tatives of the Munich workers belicved
that if Bavaria acted, Auvstria would
soon fallow too and embrace the Sowviel
system.

Leviné tried to hold back this move-
ment, He undersiood that a Sovier
Government in Munich could not survive
unless the workers throughout Germany
were able to come to its aid. The politcal
sitmation at the time ruled this out.
Bavaria itsell wus not an industrial state,
and the warkers of Munich were sur-
rounded by a population of small
farmers w whom the Soviet Govem-
ment, unlike the ane in Petrograd, would
be able o offer little by way of land
reform. The bourgeoisie had already re-
gained its influence over the rural popu-
lation under the Hoffman government,

The left social democrats who ook the
leadership of the workers in these months
advocated the Soviet svstem withour
understanding  its  implications, The
workers, however, took them at their
word, Even though workers’ councils and
a workers’ militia had not been prepared,
the workers' leaders declared a Soviet
Government. Leviné wrote: “The third
day of the Soviet Republic . . . in the
factories the workers toil and drudge as
ever belore for the capitalists. In the
offices sit the same royal functionaries,
In the sireets the old armed puardians
of the capitaliss world keep order. The
scissors of the war profiteers and the
dividend hunters sill snip away.’

The communist. had no chaice but 1o
take the leadership of the doomed experi-
ment when, after five days, the Hoflman
government which had retred 1w Bam-
berg launched military action against
Munich. Under Leviné's leadership,
workers’ and soldiers’ councils were
hastily constructed to give some founda-
tion o the government, and a Red Army
was prepared o defend the city. Leviné
explained his sttitude ro these rwo rasks:
‘We cannot avert the catastrophe bur a
revolutionary leadership is responsible for
the state in which the workers emerge

from it . . . an honoursble death and
experience for the future is all we can
salvage from the present situation , . . we
must transform the bogus Sovier Re-
public into a genuine one and rhus give
the workers an ohject lesson abour its
real nature.'

Against those who had refused to learn
the lessons from the reprisals following
the defeat in Berlin, he argued: ‘We
rmust not make it easy for the counter-
revolution to shed our blood. Sell your
lives dearly. This is the only way of
wresting concessions from the enemy and
checking the White terror. It is a fallacy
te believe meek surrender is a betser
way o avoid or reduce bloodshed,” After
an armed resistance by the rapidly
maluring Bavarian  proletariar, the
counter-revolution triumphed in Munich.

“The Soviet Government lasted only four

weeks. At his trial, Leviné's defence
speech included the apt and famous
words: "We communisis are all dead
men on leave." He was executed on 3
June 1919,

In the course of this fascinating book,
ather important problems are discussed,
such as ‘entrism’ into the Socialist Party,
ultra-lefrism and bourgeois elections, and
the imporance of factary-cell organiza-
tion. A review in the Swunday Times
wermed Eugene Leviné a footnote of
history, With more foomotes like him,
the working class would storm the pages
of history.

Carl Gardner.

Christopher  Tugendhat, The Mulri-
rationals, Penguin 1973, 50p.

Graham Banonock, The
Penguin 1973, 65p.

Jupgernants,

‘Exhibit 1: Corporate rating scale for
determining  a  country’s  investment
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climare, ITrom: Political stability. Range
for category: 0-12

Stable long rerm—12

Stahle but dependent an kev persan—I10
Internal factions but governmicnt in
cantrol—8

Strong - external and/or internal pres-
SOrCs—_a

Possibility of coup {external and internal)
or other radical change—2

Instability, real possibility of coup or
change—0."

Not all the methods of caltulation
employed by the glabal capitalist cor-
porations in devising their world sirate-
gies are as crude as the above. There is,
for example, the giant US- chemicals
cancern DuPont ‘whose rescarchers have
identificd fificen wenty  interest
Eroups pér country, ranging from small
landowners to private bankers . (their)
“latent influence™ and -“group. euhicsive-
ness” are expressed’in figures and mult-
plied together, and the resulr is. then
multiplied again by another ligure repre-

‘senung the government's receptivily to

the group’s influence.’” A mass of inform-
ation extracted from campany fles and
librarics was made availabie with the
publication of these two books, which
have just reappeared as paperbacks

The first certainly deserves shelf-space
in the bookcase where socialists file their
copies: of the Finuncial Timay or The
Economist

Tugendhar is a Tory MP, apparently
driven to investigate multinational lirms
in defence of “commercial realism’ (?).
He outlines both the history and practice
of trapsnational capitalist organization,
illustrated by several short case-histories
of growth and structure. He concentrates
on the US and Furopeun ‘commercial
theatre’, unforrunately 10 the exclusion
of their Third World operations; bur
despite this, he throws some light on
modern imperialism ar work.

$150,000,000,000 is his now pu-dared
estimare of the book value of the multi-
naticnal firms' woral investments oniside
their ‘parent’ countriecs—of which ap-
proximately 609 belongs to US-based
corporations, As he says, “The trend is
clear'—the very processes of production
are becoming increasingly international-
ized. Different compenents of the same
products are ofren manufactured con-
tinents apart prior to assembly and
marketing. This creates an interdepend-
ency which potentially adds greatly 1w
the strength of national rrade unions,
though lately only the disadvantages have
been emphasized by the uniogs and the
left. One strike could halt production
around the world, The sectordlism of the

working-class is challenged by the vast

cotpordtions. Serious attention should be
given o the demands for world-wide
" parity in pay and conditions now surfac-



ing in the more active trade-union inter-
nationals. The massive size of the mult-
nationals is nor always disadvanmgeous
to the proletarial.

Tugendhat conjures up a compelling
vision of one possible aspect of capitalism
ta come. He raises the idea of the
surging, uncontrolled Eurodollar and
Eurcbond markets, as sources of hmance
for the multinational capitalists, evenw-
ally producing a system of multinarional
prenership of the huge enterprizes, so tha
they cease o be US or UK. based and
become literally roordess. Will today’s
national bourgecisies, interlinked as they
are across frontiers in a hundred ways,
give way to genuinely cosmopolitan
capitalist interests vying for control of
international induseries? The chairman
of a British subsidiary of a US firm
advises executives o ‘set aside any
nationalistic antitudes and appreciate tha
in the last resort his lovalty must be w
the shareholders’—regardless of their
location or locations, Tugendhat’s specu-
lation has obvious parallels th Kauwsky's
famous theory of ultra-imperialism, de-
molished by Lenin in fmperialiom—ik
Highesi Stape of Capitalion,

For Tugendhar, of course, the forsee-
able prospects are generally acceprable.
True the big corporations can blithely
deepen financial crises by moving vast
sums of money between currencies. They
can put thousands out of work without
blinking an eyelid. Bur “to win the full
confidence of puoblic opinion and of
governments' {whatever happencd w the
shareholders?), this hitherto practical
Tory urges the multinationals o adopr
strangely utopian measures, Regular ‘in-
formal’ exchanges of information be-
tween the corporations and the national
governments over plans and problems
should ease all difficulties and permit the
internationalized exploitation of the
working class to proceed apace (presum-
ably telling a government in advance you
are going o put thousands of workers
out of jobs will somehow ease the
burden). In the trade-war atmosphere of
the 1970s, which will continue to in-
tensify, such friendly, co-operative
solutions are useless for the ruling classes,
and only serve to muslead the working
class,

Less significant and more long-winded
is the companion study by Bannock, His
real theme is monopoly, rather than
multinationalism, and his positicn is far
more critical of the entire trend. Offering
repeated homage o Galbraith’s theorics
of the separation of modern industrial
control and ownership, this book concen-
trates on providing a short outline of
bourgeois economic theories of industrial
concentration, supplemented by much
date (generally from the UK. Although
unoriginal the data is of use, especially

that concerning the rate and extent of
monopolization. Bannock also spends
time debunking ‘scienrific management’
techniques and delights in demystifying
management terminology., (Eg. FPIL,
short for ‘glling power improvement’,
refers 10 the reduction in quantity of
tobacco in cigarertes by fluffing it out
mare in the whe.) However, when it
comes (o pracucal solutions, he even
improves on Tuogendhar for urepianism
We are told the answer hes in a dranic
ramgrn -t sweller-steed How
cxactly 18 this process—the reversal of
history 1o order—to be carried out? For
Marxists, such nonsense is hardly worth
comment. Boch book: aid in understand-
ing the forces guining control of inter-
navonal capiralist production. Hoth, not
surprisingly given their class posinon,
ignare  the Marxist conirbution
economic theary which alone places their
hndings in proper historical end class
perspeciive

firems !

Richard Neubauer

Fugene D. Genovese, In Red and Blach,
Vintape Books, £1.25

The Thought and Writings of W, E, B.
Du Bois, T'he Seventh Som (Vols. T and
IT), Vintage Books, £1.75 per volume.

Chattel slavery in the Wesrern Hemis-
phere laid the financial foundations for
the expansion of modem capitalism, For
200 wears, the central axis of the econ-
omic development of the commercial
natons of Western Europe—Britain,
France, Pormugal, Holland and Spain—
wils 10 take the land swolen from the
American Indians and work it with
labour stolen from Africa. The study of
slavery in the Americas must therefore
be a subject of great importance to
Marxists,

The essays in Genovese's book are un-
even and many Marxists will find it diffi-
cult to reconcile their views with that of
the author. One of the most interesting
eseays It ‘Clags and Nationality in Black
America', in which he deals scathingly
with those American Soctalists who saw
the problem only in & class context and
put forward the slogan 'Black and White,
unire and hght'. Trowsky dealr with this
in his discussions with Arne Swabeck, a
leading American Trotskyist, in 1933,
The American Trotskyists had opposed
the Stalinist distortion of the policy of
self-determinaton with the demand for
'social and economic equality’. Trotsky
maintained that the argument that the
slogan for ‘self-determination’ leads away
from a class basks was an adapiation 1o
the ideclogy of the white workers. Ameri-
can rtevolurionists, he said, should de-
fend the right of the black people to
eeparation, if that wes what they desired.
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Lenin had made the same point in hit
‘Preliminary Draft Theses on the
National and Colonial Questions', writ-
ten for the Second Congress of the Com-
munist Inrernational in 1920, when he
Wrote ; t is necessary for the
Communist Partics to render direct aid
m the revolutionary mosvements in the
dependent and subject nauvns (lvr cxam-
ple, in Treland, the Negroes in America,
erc. ). Colecred Works, Vol. 100, p, 235,

At times Genovese appears o go oul
of his way to show thet the Southern
slave-pwners were not the bestial sadists
s0 often depicted, Presumably he wanty
to bring home the fact that the evil lay
in the nature of chattel slavery, which
had m be spposed ¢ven under the most
paternal of slave-owners. In this respect
he 4 wery crirical of the writings of
Marx and Engeéls on this subject which,
he maintains, were characterized by an
inadequare knowledge of the real facts
of Southern society,

This view was shared by W.E.B. du
Bois, perhaps the ouwstanding leader of
Black America and certainly its greatest
intellecrual. In an arcle on ‘Kar] Marx
and the Negro, in the March 1933 issue
of The Cririr, he wrote: ‘It was a great
lass 1o American Negroes that the great

[he Seventh Son




mind of Marx and his extraordinary in-
sight into Indusinal’ condinions could
net have been brought o bear ar first
hand upon the history of the American
Negro between 1876 and rhe World War,
Whatever he said and did concerning the
uplift of the working class must therefore
be modified as Far az Negroes were con-
cerned by the fact chat he had not
studied their peculiar race prohlem here
in America. . , ." Like Genovese, Du
Bois was criticizing Stalinist historians
like Aptheker who wanted o apply,
mechanically, whar Marx and Engels
wroic in the 187Nz, 1o the problems of
Black Amernicans today,

The two volumes of writings by Du
Bois are essential reading for anvone
who really wanis w per w grips
with the realities of the problem. In this
fascinating collection is rraced the deve-
lopment of Du Bois from his early
accepiance of the idealogy of the ruling
class—"Wealth was the result of work
and waving and the rich rightly inherited
the earth. The poor, on the whole, were
themselves o be hlamed J—10 an
awareness of the special situation of the
American black people and finallv 1o
Marxian

During the 1930°s he repudisted the
crude version of commonism which the
American Stalinists were trying to im-
pose. He had become convinced, how-
ever, that there wag ho solution for his
people under capitalism. ‘Communism’,
he wrote, *. . . is the only way of human
Life. . . . I want to help bring that day.’
It says much for him thar he finally
ipined the Communist Party in his 93rd
year, at the height of the McCarthy
period, when the very name ‘commu-
nism® was anathema in the ear of all
‘right-thinking’ Americans. In his long
life, which is refected in this collection
of articles,.i5 the personification of the
history of the struggle of the Black
Americans, and an echo of their aspira-
tions. Charles Van Gelderen,

Available from: RED BOOKS,
97 Caledonian Road, London N.1.
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Edited Michael Barran Brown and Ken
Coates, Trade [Umion Resivier No, 3,
Spokesman Books, £1.50.

Registers of trade-union  activity  in
Hritain are not scare. Every revalution-
ary who holds a union card should know
exactly where to lonk up accurate infor-
mation on developmenis relating o his
or hor own, or indecd any, trade-union
organization. The daily “Labour News'

'."-"IIJIIIH iﬂ thi lr‘-lmr.!j: ral ?.4""“'1.. the
menthly 'Industrial Noww™  diary in
Labowr  Resewch, the annmal 700

Report, all record valuable derails and
events—ihe last two of these being care-
fully indexed and obuwinable in many
libraries and union offices. However,
three tmes in the Jast five vears (1969,
1970 and 1973}, a book has been pub-
lished with the tite The Trade Union
Repivier.  Enquiring militams  should
undersiand right from the siarr that the
titke is-an inaccurare one. Onlv 2 small
proportion of cach of rhese volumes is
devoted to the factual recording of union
developments, in the fairly useful farms
of a diarv of main evenrs, the reprinting
of selected trade-mmion documents, a
number of staristical tables on the econ-
omy and a rather weird listing of *hooks
for trade unionists’, The remainder con-
sists of feature articles, which combine
the very personal viewpoints of individ-
ual writers with varying doses of accumu-
lated data. The principal underlying
trend of thought is the social philosophy
of one political formation, the Institute
of Workers' Control. The individual
viewpoints, however varied, fall generally
within the IWC's fairly elastic consensus
In short, not so much a trade-union
register as a register of the specirum of
political views inside the Institute iiself
One of the main conrcibutions o this
third wolume, taking up nearly forty
pages, is an article by Ken Coates on
‘Converting the Unions o Socialism’.
Here as elsewhere, the familiar Tucidiny
of style and literary flair in Coarcs'
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writing cannot mask his failings and
omissions, A sketchy guide to the proh-
lems of British capitalism  does nat
adequarely justify its dramatic descrip-
tion as ‘the weak link” ameng the capita-
list powers, A colourful summary of
unton srrugeles over the Tndusirial Reli-
tioms Act, particularly one which fails 1o
specify such phenomena ax the réle of
the Linison Committes for the Defence
of Trade Unions, do=s nor convince the
reader that ‘it is perfectly plain thar the
umiens  are well capable of defendina
themselves against future provocations”
There is no analysis of the deliberate
manoeuvrings of the rade-union burean-
cracy ar of the dangérs of raciam o the
organized labour movement. Worse, rhe
road 1o achieving socialism s shrouded
in grev mists. ‘Demacratizing’ sociely is
seen as a ‘process” of expanding work-ins
and factory occupations, and forcisg an
aggressive erosion of “managerial™ pre-
rogatives’. Should capitalism resisr these
intrusions, advice is scarce: ‘that harrior
will only be surmounted by political
action, by a change in the law®'. A sinele
sentence 6 later added by way of clan-
tication: ‘an appropriate palitical arnm
for labour ar least it lirst, <an only
take the form of efforts 1o recliim the
Lebour Party for  soctaliss policies”.
Little wonder then that Coutes. who three
vears agn described Wedewood Benn's
sudden support for “workers contral” as
truly ‘remarkable’ and marked by “weak-
nesses’  (“Workers' Comirol  versus the
anti-union laws' in Spokesman Pamph-
ler No. 11, 1970.), avoids In this new
book any criticism af Benn. Scanlon erc.
reiaming his venom for crude analopics
between Workers” Press and the pros-
ecutors in the Moscow rrials. Few wall
select this book for bediome seading on
the strength of Coates” coneribution
alone

I'he hotch-poich of other articles in-
cludes both good and bad material, In
the latter category come two offerings
by Norman Lewis on aspects of the
Industrial Relations Act; in conirast
Coates, who ar least debunks the ‘age.
ald flummery’ of English capitalist law,
Lewis sheds tears lest, due o the anti-
umien laws, ‘labour low o all 1ts mani-
festations might have fallen in disrepure,
which could be lirtle short of tragedy’.

Un the other hand, an inreresting
ariicle by John Hughes arpucs, on the
basis of sutistical analysis, that the

unions” growth rate in recent vears has
been underestimated, many new mem-
bers having joined despite the important
factors working against unionization (de-
cline of traditionalyy organized industries;
relative increases in the employment of
non-manual workers, women and part-
timers, without sirang union tradilions;
and of course increased unemployment).
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Much of this material has however al-
ready been published by the Trade
Union Research Unit as a pamphler.
Another conrribution, oddly tited
“Women's Economic Revolution®, uncrit-
ically applauds the TUC for itz 'hon-
aurable part' in promoring aqual pay for
women workers, Although it does make
some worthwhile points about joh
evaluation, it finally puws its faith in
hopes of pew state legislation against
discriminarion.

Mare useful in general than the longer
contribotions is the "Round the Indust-
ries’ review of developments In engineer-
ing, the docks and clswhere, where the
detailz of recent events are less smudped
by reformist interpretations and com-
ments—though these persist. The revolu-
ricnary can cerrainly make some use of
thiz= social-democratic medley of a
‘register'—but he can be forgiven if he
skips half the book.

Richard Neubaner

James Cannon, Letters from  Prizonm,
Pathfinder Press, £1.43

"My Party method: not mevely to learn,
think and do, myself, but to orgamize
ethers lo learn, think and do.’

In 1944, James Cannon, leader of the
Socialists Workers' Party of the USA,
was imprisoned with seventeen other
Trotshyists for their opposition w the
imperialist war.

They stood glone in this opposition—
‘In the last war there were hundreds of
labour and socialist war prisoners; this
time our party alone is represented’—bul
Cannon was not demoralized, From his
cell he wrote this series of lerters 1o his
wife which were, in effect, attempts to
help gnde and direct the SWP, depriv-
ed as It was of it more experienced
leaders.

In this collection, Cannon takes up
and discusses a8 whole series of problems
coacerned with what he called ‘“the

rroublesome “organization gueston’ | .
(which) is nothing less than the central
guestion of our whole epoch—the ques-
ton of the party”. Much of this has
relevance today, not only in combating
petty-hourgeais sloppiness ‘but in huild-
ing an organization which can respond
to the needs of the present period, where
a new mass vanguard of radicalizing
workers is forming

Cannon set the SWP, in a situation
of considerable radicalization of the
working class, the rask of ‘popularising
anadulterated Marxism'. A key wel in
such a task he saw correctly as the news.
paper. As well as discussing m denal
how 10 organize 3 salcs campaign und a
subscription  campaign, he writes at
length on the murn the newspaper had
w make from a left-circle propaganda
paper w ‘A combinafion paper, which
had to serve the needs of the growing
rumber of new readers, the developing
Trowskyists, and the educated parry mili-
tants all ar the same time. He stresses
the need o brighten up the paper and
‘make it accessible 1o rired workers
alweyy keep in mind the new and voung
readers for whom the paper must be
made attractive’.

Cannon also writes at length abour
the kind of educarional programme he
sees as nccessary for the growing party.
For him the consciows education and
training of leadership ‘represenis the
conguest of method and design over
lgissez Jarre in the most IMportant gimes-
tion of the party, i.e. the question of
leadership’, In thiz, his hopes and plans
for & national “Trotsky school—a sort
of revolutionary university for workers—
were npever fully  realized. However,
another of his prerequisites for the
growth of the party, a flourishing, plan-
ned publishing house, has surely been
realized in Pathfinder Press.

To help the party organize the ongo-
ing faction struggle with Morrow and
Goldman, Cannon refers 1o the lessons
learnt during the crucial struggle and
split with the Burnham/Shachiman
opposition in 1939-40, He has some
very sound adwice about faction strug-
gles and rheir imporiance: ‘If they are
conducted properly, new people leamn
faster and more firmly in factional con-
flicts than in any other way'. On rthe
tactics of such struggles: “It should be
deliberate policy w remove each and
every . . . minor grievance by sweeping
concessions, in order to clear the way
fora discussion of the politcal isues, . . .
The concessions will cur the pround from
under the opposition. The new members
will be reassured’

Unfortunately, the book is rather thin
on political analysis of the period, though
some time is spent on a reappraisal of
one of the comerstones of Trotskyist
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politics—the defence of the Sowier
Union, What does come over clearly 13
one of the weskneses of Connon's
thought, which has had its influence on
large sections of the Troiskyist move-
ment. This is what one could call the
separation of the ‘arganization question’,
the question of building the parry and
the internal conditons for this sk, from
the external political intervention of 1he
arganization,

In these writings there always appears
ta be somcthing of a gap between the
problem of building the party, as a
separare activity, and the palitical
analysis and intervention of that party.
This incorrect division 15 seen eloacly in
such statements as: "To the militant
worker, who has an instinct for organic-
ed strugale, steong leadership and firm
discipline are the most altractive Jea-
tures of a party' (my emphasis}. The
guestion of whether the party has the
correct politics m action in the evervday
struggles of the class here seems rele-

gated 1o a trivial side-issue or taken for!

granted.

Despire this weakness, however, the
book stands as a testament of siruggle
tv one of the greatest revolulionaries
since the hey-day af the Third Inter-
national. [t should be read by all con-
cernad wirh rthe scrions applicarion of
revalutinnary palitics.

Carl Gardner.
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Document- The Evolution
of European Social Democracy

Theses presented to a March 1973 meeting of Political Commitiee delegations from the European
sections and sympathizing organizations of the Fourth International, and subsequently redrafted on

the basis of the diseassion which took place at the meeting.

Any study of present-dav Furopean social democracy

must be genetic in nature, 1.e, it must base itself an the
historical merthod. This social phenomenon cannot be
understood in a descriprive, purely static way ar any one
point in its development. On the contrary, one must begin
fram its origins and examine the transformations it has
undergane, the direction in which these may lead in the
future, the constraints on such 2 development and the
general context of capitalism in decline, the social crisis
in Europe and the new rise of mass struggles,

Social democracy has been the predominant political
organization of the working class and the workers' move-
ment in Europe for more than thirty years, Under pressure
of a reformist day-to-day practice (elections plus economic
strikes), of growing participation in the institutions of
imperialist bourgeois democracy, and of a theoretical
revision of Marxism (Bernstein) and a growing compro-
mise with revisionism (Kaursky) which are the idealngical
reflections of its practice, it has become progressively
transformed  from a class-struggle force into & force for
conciliation and class-collaboration. It thus became the
main vehicle for perry-bourgeois and bourgeois idenlogy
in the workers' movement, from 4 August 1914 onwards.
Bug, in the period following the First World War, primari-
ly because of the Stalinist degeneration of the Communist
International, 1t was able o maintain, or re-sstablish, its
polirical hegemony over the workers' movemeny far one
time challenged by the Communist International) in maost
of the countries of capitalist Furope: ie. in all the
countrics of Northern Europe (with the partial exception
of Finland), Britain, the Benelux countries, Germany,
Austrin and Switzerland. And even in the countries where
communist parties gamed hegemony (France, Traly and
since the hifties Spain), it has maintained & solid base jn
the working class.

So, we are dealing with reformist parties (influenced
by petty-bourgeois and hourgeois ideology) of the workers’
movement, of the working class — or, if you like, with
bourgeois or peniy-bourgeois workers' parties. No other

definition reflects this socio-historical reality.
2 The main sirength of traditional social democracy lay
in its mass organizations: local party branches (electoral
wards); trade-union branches; cooperative organizations;
health insurance organizations, eic. The organizational
integration of part of the working class into these over-
lapping structures was considerable, The bureaucracies of
all these institutions formed & unified apparatus (even if
this was sometimes split by individual ambitions or sectoral
interests) which dominated the workers' movement as a
whole. This structure continued to dominate the working-
class movement until the fiftics in most of the Buropean
countries where social democracy bad hegemony. In some
citses it still predominates today.

Besides this bureancracy constituted by the officials
of the working-cless movement, there were three supple-
mentary  social  bases for classical  social-democratic
reformism
1. the working-class aristocracy, especially in the cor-
poratist trade unions,
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2. the petty-bourgeais intelligentsia, atracted 1o social,
democracy for careerist reasons;
3. social-democratic representatives, accupying a growing
number of full-time posts in the bourgeois state apparatus.

Before the Second World War, there was an inter-
action between these differemt clements of the social-
democratic hurcaucracy, inasmuch as the number of posts
accorded to social-demacratic representatives depended on
social-democratic electoral strength which in wrn depended
on the strength of social democracy's organization and
press, imto which the petty-bourgeois intellipentsia  had
penctrated en masse. The links between these apparatuses
and & considerable section of the working class were
obvious, and represented the ultimare source of their
strength. This was the reason for their identification with
bourgeois democracy (and organic incapacity o ‘come 1o
terms’ with fascist-1ype regimes) — as an indispensible pre-
condition for the development of all these interlinking
componenis

[ncreasing willingness o accept the social sfatis guo,
abandonment of any revolutionary strategy: reduction of
the ‘conquest of power’ to the ‘conqguest of an absolute
majority in Parliament, within the framewerk of the
bourgeois state’; acceprance of the myth af the class
neutrality of bourgeais parliamentary democracy; progres-
sive abandenment of cven any reformist doctrine of class
struggle, in favour of defending *general intercsts’ — e,
the interesis of maintaining bourgeois socicty; acceptance
first of imperialist ‘national defence’ and subsequently of
defence of the colonial empires; the generalization of
ministerial participation in coalition governments with the
bourgeoisie; the inevitable acceprance of defence of the
bourgeais order against workers in revolt, or even simply
on strike to defend their immediate interests: ali these
ideclogical transformarions in reality date back more than
half a century (Noske!), and in no way contradice the
sociological analyses outlined above, Social democracy can
play a useful rile in defending the bourgeois order., social-
democratic representatives can pain more state posts and
the social-democratic apparatus can increase its privileges
only so long as the mass base — whether elecroral or
organizational — in rhe working class is not destroyed.

From the thirties on (following the great economic

crisis of 1929-3%1), and abowe all after the Second
World War, a certain number of modifications began o
appear in the composition of the social-democratic
apparatus and its relationship with the working class —
closely linked w medifications in the functioning of
capitalism in decline. The main modifications were the
following :
1. A new social stratum became infuential within the
social-democratic apparatus, as a result of (i) a considerable
extension of the stale-controlled sector in the capitalist
economy {especially in Austria, Britain, Traly and France),
(ii}) a wider and mare systematic intervention in economic
affairs on the part of the hourgeois state, and fiii) the
increasing number of institutions set up for conciliation
and class-collaboration (apart from the countries men-
tioned above, especially in Scandinavia, the Benelux
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countries, Germany and Switzerland). This soratum com-
prised full-time offictals and technocrats emploved in the
state apparatus, in para-state institutions and in the nation-
alized or ‘mixed’ industries. In addition, as & result of long
periods in power, local councillors too became de facto
state functionaries and can be included with this mass of
technocrats, together with their whole retinue of client
functionaries,

2. Within the social-democratic apparatus this group
acquired a status equal to, or even more important than,
thar of the afficials of the workers' organizations. The
relative decline of certain social-democratic organizations
(co-operatives, youth organizations, press) contributed 1o
this trend. There was a real conflict of interests between
the funcrionaries and technocrats of the bourgeois state on
the one hand, and the trade-umion bureaucracy on the
other. The first group identifies with rthe bourgenis state
apparatus, even when the Jatter resorts to confronting the
refarmist trade-union leaders directly. The second cannot
make any such {dentfication, when the bourgeois state and
bourgeois governments come into open conflict with the
trade-union movemenr as a whale,

3, The social-democraric stare functionaricr and techno-
crars hold their positions relatively independently of shori-
term electoral fluctuations. Under normal conditions, the
European bourgeoisie accepts social democracy as s
government party, as an integral part of its political
system. [rs members therefore take part normally in the
highest functions of the stare apparatus, the para-stare
institutions and the nalionalized or ‘mixed’ concerns,
irrespective of whether ar not their party 1s in government.
This fact reinforces the independence of this petty and
medium bourgenis laver of the social-democratic apparatus
from the trade-union apparatus and working-class base.
4. The reflection on the ideolagical plane of this socio-
logical transformation is o break with tradivdonal reformist
idealogy. couched in Marxist rhetoric, and the open
acceptance of key ideas of hourgeois ideology in the new
official programmes of many social-democratic parties:
ahandonment of the aim of collective appropriation of the
means of prodetion; acceprance of the principle of marker
ecanomy, militant cold-war-type anti-communism in some
cases; in others, acceprance of the suppression. of demo-
eratic rights for working-class militants of the revolutionary
left, ewc.

Huwever, although the sociological evolurion of the

social-democratic apparatus implies an  imcreasing
separation. from the traditibnal mass base of social
democracy, & tofel separction from this base completely
changes the situation of these parties. In fact, a social-
democratic party which has Jost its working-class electoral
base becomes 4 minor pelty-bourgeois party, since soctal
democracy is incapable of winning any broad mass base o
‘substiture for its old working-class hase. If rhis change
docy take place, the strenpth of the social-democratic
bureaucracy, even within the state and para-siate ap-
paratus, will decline tw the level of a minor political
partner of the bourgeoisie.

The only concrete example of such a change in the
class nature of social democracy is Saragat's Italian social-
democratic Parry, the result of a rightist split within social
democracy. The remendous loss of influence suffered by
this party is striking enough o serve as a warning ro all
the ather social-democratic parties, especially the old
SFIO in France. To preserve or regaim o mass electoral
fase and 6 mass rade-union base (even a minority ane) i
an essential precondition if the secial-democratic apparatus

_#ﬂﬂ_

48

ix ta preseroc ov increase il posts ewithin the bowrgeois
State apparatws, and if it is to fulfil the rile of class-
conciliation wehich its leaders, bath subjectively and
abjectively, have set themselves.

The objective basis for the rise of social-democratic

reformism and revisionism in the BEuropean working-
cluss movement was the period of imperialist ‘prosperiny’
and of relarive stabilitv of the bonrgeois order in the im-
perialist countries founded on that 'prosperity’. The Firsi
World War, the victory of the Russian revolution and the
period of revolutionary and econamic crises which fallowed
this epoch of prosperity from 1914 on {with the exception
of & briel mterlude between 1923 and 1929), were unfav-
ournble for social democracy, which was constantly the
victim of a pracess of palarization between centrist or revo-
lutionary vendencies developing towards the left, and right
ist tendencies breaking with any practice of class srrupgle
even of a reformist kind, The immediate post-war perind,
from 1944 w 1950, on the whole saw this siluation con-
tinue, excepr in the most prosperons countries like Sweden
and Swirzerland.

The long peried of expansion of the capitalist
economy, which lasted from the ‘Korcan War boam’ m the
West Germun recesion of 1966-7, allowed the working
class to win further improvements in its standard of iving,
even if these were often obtained a1 the price of intensified
explaitation (increased productivity) and remained fur
below the increase in the workers' basic needs. This relative
stabilization of capitalism recreared a cerrain basis for
reformist politics, but in & very different social ang political
context from the period before 1914, or rhe perind borween
1923 and 1929. Social democracy endeavoured to oblain
these reforms solely through parliamentary channels,
avoiding, stifling or even suppressing any atempt by the
working class vo improve its standard of living by direct
strike acrion, In certain countries it had no hesitation in
accepring legislation limiting the right to sirike and im-
posing an incomes policy. It vigourously applied the policy
of integrating social security into the averall economic
palicy of the bourgenis stare and bourgeois governments,
thereby establishing state control aver part of the workers®
income (deferred income). Thus even in the period of
temporary resurgence of reformist programmes, the
changed social composition of the soclal-democratic
apparatus was reflected in the very type of reforms that
social democracy tried to concede to the workers, within
the context of defence and consolidation of bourgeois
‘spcial peace’,

With the ending of the long period of accelerated
growth, and the simultancons sharpening of inter-
imperialist competition. the amount of concessions the
bourgeoisic was able 1w grant the working class was
reduced and thus the extent of new social reforms became
negligible. In some countrics in Europe, even reforms
granted in the past have been challenged (especially in
Britain and Sweden). The bourgeoisic finds itself
periodically obliged to declare open war on the standard
of living, working conditions and demaocratic freedams
of the warking class. Under these conditions, the polariza-
tion bevween the technocratic wing of the social-democratic
apperatus and that which represents the traditional
bureaucracy of the workers’ organizations has inevitably
been increased, and in certain cases even exacerbared.

The new rise in workers' struggles throughout
capitalist Furope has underlined and reinforced this
tendency. The more active and politicized the working




class becomes, the more critical it inevitably becomes of
the extensive compromises of the social-democraric
apparatus with the bourgeoisie . Moreover, the more social
contradictions are heightened, the miore the development
of the bourgeoisic towards the ‘suwrong Stare' becomes
marked, the more the position of even moderate social
democrars is threarened, and the more they begin once
azzin to ook with favour on mass pressure in the opposite
directions. This is why, almost everywhere in Furope
fsomenimes, as in Britin, afrer a serious clectoral defear),
one can see aremprs by social democracy 1o re-esiablish
its privileged relatonship with secuons of the rrade-union
spparatus — or with the latier as a whole. The *Mitterand
operation’ in France symbalized dramarically the signif-
cance and possibilities for success of such auemprs. The
fact 11 was carried out on the initiative of a traditional
bourgeois politician only serves to make the social signifi-
cance even clearer. A similar operation had been carried
out before in Holland and Luxemburg, each time at the
cost of a split on the right whose extent was successfully
limired in electoral terms — or even compleiely compen-
sated for. If in some countries, such as Austria, this
phenomenon of rapprochement with the unions has hecn
slow to appear, it is because there is a certain lag in the
overall evolution of (hese countries, with respect ta the
rest of capitalist Furope. Moreover, the socialist parties
of these countries will be penalized for this delay by a
decline on the clectoral front, which in turn will be one
of the factors which will lead them w readjust their poli-
tical arientation

7Lln¢ can therefore draw the conclusion that, as a
general rule, social-democratic parties are still parties
with a working-lass elecwral base, are objecnvely con-
sidered as such by important sections of the working class
and the bourgeoisic, and are an organic part of the
working-class movement. But their relationship with the
warking class is undergoing two important changes, hy
comparison. with the period preceding the Second World
War,

1. Their control aver the trade-union organizations
is weakening, or has disappeared. The awonomy of the
irade-union burcavcracy from these parties is growing. In
the ahsence of mass communist parties, and given the
still pronounced weakness of the centrist and revolutionary
formations, the trade-union appararus sometimes tends to
fill the gap which the disappearance of classical mass
reformist formations has left and to act as spokesman
for the majority of the working class, not only on the
trade-union front, but also with regard 10 many political
questions (except in the electoral arena).

2 [Irrespective of the fluctuations to left or right of
social-democracy's phraseclogy and of s electoral rela-
tions with the communist parties, the credibility of social-
democracy as an instrument for carrving out the socialist
transfarmation of society, even by parliamentary  or
electoral means, has undergone a gualitative dechine, not
only in the eyves of the working class, bur even in the
eves of social-democratic voters themselves. This does not
mean that the electoral influence of social-democracy bas
dechined; it can even out-do s own historical record, as
in West Germany, But it does mean that the masses who
wote for social democracy do so more (o vote against the
bourgenis conscrvatuve parties, than to vote for a party
winch they consciously identify with socalism. That 15
why formulas like ‘labour to power on & socialist pro-
gramme' are in sharp conflict with the scepricism of a
large section of the working class.

This phenomenon i: not only due to the growing
discredit attached 1o the social-democratic  apparatus,
because of its innumerable berravals and compromises with
the bourgesisie. It alsa represents the beginnings of
disillusionment and scepticism among increasing working-
class layers as regards reformist, electoral and parlia-
mentary illusions.

In such circumstances, revolutionary Marxists have
nothing 0 gain by lending these illusions  fresh
credibility,. While adopting the most appropriate electoral
tactics in each concrete siruation (including, in cases of
confrontation between social-democratic and  bourgeois
parties which clearly take on the objective characrer of 2
class confrontation, the possibility of calling for a volc
for these parties), they must arientate their governmental
slogans more towards workers' governments arising out of
extra-parliamentary struggles of the masses and the real
mass organizations of the working class,

Praciically all the important splits  which have

occurred in European social democracy during the last
few vears have been splits on the right (Iraly; Holland:
Luxemburg; French social-democratic  groups  joining
forces with the ‘refarmers’ of the centre rather than accept
the electoral pact with the Communist Party). Are splits
on the left ruled out at the moment, given the changed
social composition of the social-democratic apparatus?
Could social-democratic youth movements, which at the
moment arc stagnating, declining or unable to establish
themselves, develop once again?

To answer this question, ane has (o 1ake into account
two nter-related factors: on the one hand, the re-
orientanon of many social-democratic parties in an atiempl
iv forge a new alliance with the trade-union apparatus
and 1o win back a working-class elecioral base; on the
ather hand, the appearance of a mass vanguard which is
independent of the raditional parties,

Given the mass nature of vouth radicalization in most
of the countrics of Burope, the possibility of a broad
penctration of ‘dissident’ tendencies into social-democracy
cannat be ruled ont. The spectacular influx of youth inw
German social democracy in the last few years is a
tvpical example of this. But. on the other hand, the
breadth and Jevel of consciousness of the most radicalized
layers of vouth make ir impossible for social democracy
and the communist parties to absorb this phenomenon as
a whole. This is one of the most siriking differences
between this present phase of radicalization and that of
the thirtics or fortes. In such  circumstances, the
emergence  of  left-centrist  currents  within - social-
democratic parties is less likely, except in countries where
the new vanguard is far from reaching the same propor-
tions as in the rest of Furope. The most likely eventuality
i« that there will be relatively little movement to the left
within the social-democratic parties, which will remain at
a lower ideological level than in the past, with the more
radical elements heing constantly drawn towards revolu-
tionary formations and currents ourside social democracy.

One must not, however, draw the conclusion that in
countries in which the working-class movement is sull
hegemonized by social democracy, this phenomenon of new
lefi-wing tendencics can be ignored by revolutionary
Marxists. They must follow them closely and wy o
influence them politically and ideologically once they
arain @ cermain strength — without, however, forgerting
thar their main task is to build independent revolutionary
organizations, which ix the only appropriste orientation in
the present period.
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