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BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

The liberation struggle • In Peru 
By ROBERT LANGSTON 

For the last couple of years, an in
tensive and wide-ranging discussion on 
the problems of revolutionary armed 
struggle has been developing in Latin 
America. Hector Bejar's essay, Peru 
1965: Notes on a Guerrilla Experience, 
currently being serialized in Intercon
tinental Press, is an important contri
bution to this discussion, and Joseph 
Hansen's review of it, reprinted here 
from the Jan. 19, 1970, issue of Inter
continental Press, introduces the crucial 
issues involved to North American au
diences. 

The immediate predecessor of the 
1965 guerrilla efforts was a mighty 
peasant movement that shook the south
ern Peruvian Andes in the early '60s. 
This movement was based on peasant 
unions, organized largely under the 
leadership of Hugo Blanco, a young 
agronomist and militant of the Frente 
de Izquierda Revolucionario (FIR
Front of the Revolutionary Left, the 
Peruvian section of the Fourth Inter
national). 

These unions spread rapidly during 
1961 and 1962, especially in La Con
vencion province. As they grew in 
strength, they developed more advanced 
demands, and in 1963 there began a 
large-scale movement to recover land 
taken from the peasants by the big land
owners. Under the leadership of the 
unions, the peasants would simply oc
cupy the land left idle by landowners 
and begin to farm it. To defend the 
reclaimed land against the private ar
mies of the landowners and - increas
ingly, as time went on, against the state 
police- the unions began to organize 
peasant militias. The development of 
the unions and the militias, and the 
land reclamation actions they carried 
out and defended, brought a degree 
of actual dual power to La Conven
cion. 

Blanco was captured on May 30, 
1963, after having been underground 
since the previous Nov<>mber, when two 
policemen were killed in a clash with 
peasants. He was charged with treason, 
sedition, and murder. Nevertheless, the 
union movement continued to advance 
throughout '63 and, in fact, climaxed 
in the early spring of '64. But it lacked 
sufficient revolutionary cadres and suf
fIcient ties to other parts of the coun
try and to the cities to withiltand the 
terrible repression unleashed by the 
Belaunde Terry government in 1964. 
While much of the land that had been 
reclaimed remained in the hands of 
the peasants, their unions were serious
ly weakened. 

Hugo Neira, a correspondent for the 
Lima daily, Expreso, described some
thing of Blanco's impact in his book 
Cuzco: Tierra y Muerte (Cuzco: Land 
and Death), written after he had been 
in the area from December '63 to March 
'64. Neira wrote: 

"This is the straight truth, without 
falsifIcation, of what this man, who is 
a prisoner today in Arequipa, means 
to the peasant masses .... 'We owe 
him everything,' say the peasants. In 
fact every change in Convencion and 
elsewhere in the country was accelerated 
due to the danger they saw in peasants 
having no hope other than hope in the 
revolutionary unionism of Blanco. 
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"Devotion to Blanco is total; they don't 
dare bring him to trial. I am referring 
to the unionized peasants. 'He is our 
chief,' they say .... And in every pea
sant's home there is an empty bed. It's 
the one that was waiting hopefully for 
the leader w hen he was going around 
the region organizing or when he was 
passing during the nigh t, under the 
stars, fleeing from the police .... " 

In fact, they did not dare bring Blan
co to trial until August 1966, when, 
with 28 other peasant unionists, he faced 
a court-martial convened far, far away 
from La Convencion. The next month, 
Blanco was sentenced to 25 years in 
prison, and only a massive interna
tional campaign prevented him from 
being executed. 

In the s pring of 1965, two guerrilla 
fronts were opened by the Movimiento 
de Izquierda Revolucionaria (MIR -
Movement of the Revolutionary Left) 
and one by the Ejercito de Liberacion 
Nacional (ELN - Army of National 
Liberation). Luis de la Puenta of the 
MI R led a group in La Convencion; 
Hector Bejar commanded an ELN force 
somewhat farther north in Ayacucho 
department; Guillermo Lobaton andMa
ximo Velando of the MIR were at the 
head of a unit still farther to the north 
in Junin department. All the regions 
had been deeply affected by the peas
ant-union movement, which was, how
ever, at that time temporarily ebbing. 

For the fIrst three months, the guer
rillas won impressive victories. But the 
forces of repression, trained and 
equipped by the United States, were over
whelming. On Oct. 23, de la Puent a 
was killed in battle. On Dec. 5, Velando, 
who had been captured some weeks 
before, was murdered by policemen at 
the Satipo airport. Lobaton, whose fate 

has never been learned with certain
ty, was apparently captured sometime 
during the fall. By the end of the year, 
the guerrillas had been crushed, and 
those who were still alive and at lib
erty were in hiding. 

During 1966, dozens and dozens of 
members and supporters of the ELN 
and MIR were rounded up, including 
Ricardo Gadea, brother of Che's first 
wife. They, as well as those captured 
while the conflict was still in progress, 
were often tortured and held for years 
without trial. Bejar himself was cap
tured in 1966, and he has yet to face a 
court. 

While Blanco has not yet written a 
systematic study of the experience of 
the early '60s comparable to this one 
by Bejar, numerous shorter essays and 
interviews give a clear indication of 
his thinking. The events subsequent to 
the peasant-union struggles, including 
the guerrilla efforts, have deepened his 
onviction that the revolutionary van

guard must, at all costs, avoid isola
tion from the masses, that it must fight 
on demands immediately meaningful 
to the masses, and that it must system
atically and patiently build a vanguard 
party. In a letter written last Aug. 28, 
Blanco discussed the FIR's call to the 
Peruvian students to go to the country
side to rebuild the peasant organiza
tions. 

"It is in the course of all this work," 
he wrote, "precisely in its course that 
the party organization must be built 
in the countryside with the best elements 
that come to the fore in the class strug
gle. That was what was left out in La 
Convencion; it was the basic deficiency 
from which everything else followed. 

"The 'syndicalism' over which we crit
icized ourselves in regard to Chaupi
mayo did not consist in failing to raise 

the economic aspiration of the masses 
to a political level. This was done in 
a generally correct way. Our 'syndical
ism' consisted of not concretizing this 
political advance of the masses, and 
especially of the vanguard, in a polit
ical organization with Bolshevik dis
cipline which would have best been able 
to consolidate this vanguard. 

"The unification of the revolutionary 
left will likewise be achieved in and 
through this work, as well as through 
work in the cities, principally among 
the proletariat. This work likewise must 
start from the present struggle of the 
workers. Thus, through a program of 
transitional demands, we will arrive 
at socialist revolution." 

There are several hundred revolution
ary political prisoners in. Peru today, 
many of them veterans of 1960-64 peas· 
ant-union struggles and of the 1965 
guerrilla struggles. The military gov
ernment of General Juan Velasco Alva
rado that seized power in October 1968 
is making every effort to present a 
progressive image to the world. The 
same kind of campaign that saved 
Blanco's life three years ago has some 
real prospect of being able to win his, 
Bejar's, Gadea's and the other Peruvian 
revolutionaries' release from prison. But 
it will require such a campaign. What
ever their progressive pretensions, Ve-
1asco and his cohorts fear a mobiliza
tion of the masses as much as did their 
predecessors; they will not gladly re
lease these revolutionary leaders. 

The United States Committee for Jus
tice to Latin American Political Pris
oners is conducting a campaign on 
behalf of the Peruvian political pris
oners in this country. Inquiries and 
contributions can be sent to USLA, 
P. O. Box 2303, ="J"ew York, N. Y.100010 

Beiar on the guerrilla movement 
By JOSEPH HANSEN 

PERU 1965: NOTES ON A GUERRILLA EXPERIENCE 
by Hector Bejar, New York: Monthly Review Press, 1970, 
$6.00. 

This essay was awarded the Casa de las Americas prize 
for 1969. In consequence, the book received considerable 
publicity throughout Latin America. By now it is familiar 
to the entire Spanish-speaking vanguard. A French trans
lation was published in Paris by Maspero simultaneously 
with the Havana edition so that Bejar's study became ac· 
cessible to the vanguard in Europe perhaps even earlier 
than it did to some sectors in Latin America. 

The awarding of the prize did not imply official approval 
of the book by the Cuban government. The panel that 
judged the entries included only one Cuban, Oscar Pino 
Santos. The other members were Ruben Bareiro (Para
guay), Sergio Benvenuto (Uruguay), Hans Magnus En
zerlsberger (Germany), and Carlos Maria Gutierrez (Uru
guay). It is important to note this in view of Bejar's crit
icisms of international Stalinism and the importance he 
ascribes to the role of the Trotskyist leader Hugo Blanco 
in the revival of the revolutionary movement in Peru. That 
top figures in the Cuban government might disagree with 
Bejar on various important points underlines their integ
rity in seeing to it that the book was published and dis
tributed in accordance with the decision of the panel of 
judges. 

Hector Bejar himself broke from the Communist party 
of Peru and moved to the left under the influence of the 
Cuban revolution. 

The jacket of the Spanish edition carries the following 
biographical note: 

"Hector Bejar Rivera was born in Chosica, Peru, on De
cember 2, 1935. Studied law and literature at the Universi
ty of San Marcos and was a student at the School of Lib
eral Arts. Took up writing poems and essays. While still in 
his adolescence, became a member of the Communist party 
and rose to membership in the Central Committee. Found
ed and edited the party's official journal. Expelled from 
the CP in 1958 because of differences over the electoral 
road and the party's policy of compromising with the 
country's oligarchical regimes. In 1962, together with 

other compafleros, he organized the Ejercito Nacional de 
Liberaci6n [Army of National Liberation], in order to 
establish a guerrilla front. Participated in various armed 
actions. Gravely ill, he was arrested in Lima in 1966, and 
since then has been held in San Quintin prison awaiting 
trial."* 

Writing in a prison cell under harsh conditions and with
out adequate research materials, Bejar made no attempt 
to draw up a definitive balance sheet. Peru 1965: Notes 
on a Guerrilla Experience is intended, he says, merely to 
"open a discussion." As a contribution to that discussion, 
it will be "corrected and completed in the future." 

Besides opening a discussion on the vital question of 
armed struggle in Latin America, the book breaks fresh 
ground in other respects. As a firsthand account from one 
of the few survivors of the 1965 guerrilla experience, it 
offers unusually important factual material. Of greatest 
significance, perhaps, is the critical estimate it offers of 
that experience. 

(Continued on page 8) 
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"The reader will find few eulogies to the guerrillas," says 
Bejar in his foreword. "It is always easy, especially for 
those who did not participate in the combat, to heap up 
adjectives. Nevertheless, the author feels that it is prefer
able, if one really wishes to continue a task, to explain 
why the first attempts failed. Total adherence to a cause 
does not exclude, but imposes, the obligation to discuss 
in what way it can be better served." 

Bejar seeks to show why armed struggle is inevitable 
in Peru - there is no other way to overcome capitalism 
and open up the road to socialism. To prove his point, 
he proceeds in accordance with the Marxist method, sketch
ing the class struggle in Peru as shaped by the geography 
and history of the country and as finally innuenced by the 
penetration of U. S. imperialism. Bejar's analysis is brief 
but incisive. 

In considering the upsurge of the peasantry in recent 
years, Bejar pays tribute to the work of Hugo Blanco. 

"In 1961 and 1962," he writes, "the Lima newspapers 
began to talk about Hugo Blanco, demanding the repres
sion of the unions in La Convencion and Lares. 

"The recovery of the land, dubbed by the rightist oli-
garchy as an 'invasion,' proceeded peacefully in these 
valleys through the mobilization of large numbers of 
peasants whom economic developments and migration 
had divided up into a complex social structure .... 

"Through the Cuzco lawyers, the peasants joined the 
Federaci6n de Trabajadores del Cuzco, led almost exclu
sively by the Communist party. The first strike occurred 
during the months of June and July 1960, before Hugo 
Blanco had yet reached the valley. 

"Hugo Blanco's participation in the organizational ac
tivities of the unions led to a rise in the level of struggle. 
1961 and 1962 can be considered as the high points of 
the union wave. 

organizational "But Blanco's revolutionary ideo.logy aroused the jeal
ousy of the former heads of the Federacion Provincial and 
his Tro.tskyism aroused the distrust of the Communist 

activities 

of the unions 

led to a rise 

in the level 

of struggle" 

leaders of the Federacion de Trabajadores del Cuzco. When 
he was named general secretary of the latter in 1962, the 
election was contested by some members. Meanwhile the 
Lima government o.rdered his arrest. 

"Then came the violent period of persecution that cul
minated in his being taken prisoner in May 1963. The 
government had freed itself of Blanco but it had not been 
able to avoid thousands of peasants freeing themselves, 
the power of the hacendados being broken, and the pre
existing social structure altered. It was the first defeat of 
such proportions to be suffered by the latifundio - a de 
facto agrarian reform had been realized." 

In a few pages on the development of the "new left" in 
Peru, we are given indications of the repercussions of 
Khrushchev's admissions at the Twentieth Congress of 
the Communist party of the Soviet Union and of the vic
tory of the Cuban revolution: 

"The impact caused by the Cuban Revolution was very 
great and was not long in becoming reflected in the polit
ical organizations. In the APRA [Alianza Popular Revolu
cionaria Americana] a group of youth responded by form
ing first the Comite de Defensa de los Principios Apristas 
y de la Democracia Interna [Committee in Defense of Apris
ta Principles and Internal Democracy], then the APRA 
Rebelde [Rebel APRA], and later the MIR [Movimiento 
de Izquierda Revolucionaria-Movement of the Revolu
tionary Left]. They were headed by Luis de la Puente 
Uceda. 

"The effect in the Communist party was even greater, 
linking up with the repercussions of the Twentieth Con
gress of the CPS U and the polemic with the PC C H [Chi
nese Communist party]. 

"IIi short, an entire ideological, theoretical, and prac
tical scaffolding was automatically placed under discus
sion. The Stalin cult had been shaken to its foundations 
and along with it the infallibility of the Party of the Soviet 
Unio.n. Subjects such as the validity of the positions of 
the CPSU; when to expect the Revolution-in the immediate 
or distant future - and the role of the social classes in it; 
the stages of the revolution and the role of the party, 
began to be debated. 

"In general, Cuban socialism put the problems of the 
revolution on the agenda for today and not for a more 
o.r less distant tomorrow, gave all the revolutionists of 
Latin America a· precise objective, and o.ffered a certain 
support for the sprouting 'heresies.' Without stating it, all 
of us understood at the time that a new revolutionary 
stage had opened and that the revolution, in being carried 
out, would not necessarily develop in accordance with 
the patterns we had previously had in mind." 

Besides these innuences, the upsurge of the peasantry 
and the role played by Hugo Blanco had to be added: 

''We have already seen how, under the innuence of the 
left in some instances and spontaneously in o.thers, the 
unionization of the peasantry broadened from 1956 up 
to 1962. The highest point of this great wave, because of 
the Po.litical quality of its leaders, was in the valleys of La 
Convencion and Lares and the most outstanding figure 
was Hugo Blanco.. 

"But Hugo Blanco was a disciplined Trotskyist militant. 

* As with other quotations in this review, the translation is my 
own. J. H. 

F ridoy, Feb. 13, 1970 Frida 

Hector Beja r 

This fact presented a serious problem for the left. Hadn't 
it been said for many years that the Trotskyists were 
agents of imperialism? Hadn't it been repeatedly claimed 
that Trotskyism was a counterrevolutionary current? The 
years of Stalinism were not in the distant past, and in any 
case, even with the idol of Stalin fallen, the supreme anath
ema against Trotskyism had not been withdrawn by any
one; it remained in full force. 

"This, on the one hand. On the other, the left as a whole 
did not become fully incorporated into the peasant struggle. 
It directed the organizations 'from above,' advised the 
unions, sent organizers temporarily into the field, but it 
did not lead 'from within' the way Blanco did. 

"On the one hand, its still existing political prejudices 
prevented it from giving Blanco the collaboration he mer
ited. On the other hand, its inertia kept it locked within 
the old urban molds." 

An attempt was made to set up a united front to help 
Hugo Blanco. A number of currents responded. But the 
"great majo.rity of the left ignored the appeal and support 
for Blanco remained in the majority of cases purely verbal. 
However, what Blanco needed was not declarations, but 
money, men, arms ... " 

In Bejar's upinion, a great opportunity was lost. The 
counterrevolution took full advantage of the defeat, and 
the left is paying to this day for its failure to back Hugo 
Blanco during the ascendancy of the movement he led. 

It should be noted that Hector Bejar, despite his effort 
at complete objectivity in estimating Hugo. Blanco's role, 
makes several assertions that are dubious, particularly 
since he dues nut attempt to substantiate them. For in
stance, he holds Blanco partly responsible for the defeat 
because "Blanco himself was not prepared to meet these 
difficult moments inasmuch as he remained subject to a 
do.gmatic leadership, little aware of the national reality 
and ignorant of practical work, a leadership that was 
unable to devise a consistent and logical way uut for the 
movement that had been initiated." 

Hugo Blanco himself, however, has explained that the 
gravest weakness confronting the movement was the ab
sence of a mass revolutionary-socialist party. 

Bejar also disagrees with Blanco's policy of seeking to 
bring the peasants into the revolutionary struggle as a 
mass force through extension of their unions and orga
nization uf militias in defensive battles that might open the 
perspective of establishing dual power. Bejar appears not 
to. have grasped the import of this pulicy, its relation to 
the construction of a combat party, and its derivation in 
the final analysi. from the experience o.f the Russian revo.
lution. He counterpuses the tactic of guerrilla struggle, 
evidently based on the Cuban model. 

It should likewise be noted that while Bejar came to 
understand, thro.ugh the activities of Hugo Blanco, that 
Trotskyism does not at all corresPo.nd with the slanders 
that were so long the stock-in-trade of the Stalinists, he 
has yet to make an intensive study of its origins, devel-
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Hector Bejar 

This fact presented a serious problem for the left. Hadn't 
it been said for many years that the Trotskyists were 
agents of imperialism? Hadn't it been repeatedly claimed 
that Trotskyism was a counterrevolutionary current? The 
years of Stalinism were not in the distant past, and in any 
case, even with the idol of Stalin fallen, the supreme anath
ema against Trotskyism had not been withdrawn by any
one; it remained in full force. 

"This, on the one hand. On the other, the left as a whole 
did not become fully incorporated into the peasant struggle. 
It directe~ the organizations 'from above,' advised the 
unions, sent organizers temporarily into the field, but it 
did not lead 'from within' the way Blanco did. 

"On the one hand, its still existing political prejudices 
prevented it from giving Blanco the collaboration he mer
ited. On the other hand, its inertia kept it locked within 
the old urban molds." 

An attempt was made to set up a united front to help 
Hugo Blanco. A number of currents responded. But the 
"great majority of the left ignored the appeal and support 
for Blanco remained in the majority of cases purely verbal. 
However, what Blanco needed was not declarations, but 
money, men, arms ... " 

In Bejar's opinion, a great opportunity was lost. The 
counterrevolution took full advantage of the defeat, and 
the left is paying to this day for its failure to back Hugo 
Blanco during the ascendancy of the movement he led. 

It should be noted that Hector Bejar, despite his effort 
at complete objectivity in estimating Hugo Blanco's role, 
makes several assertions that are dubious, particularly 
since he does not attempt to substantiate them. For in
stance, he holds Blanco partly responsible for the defeat 
because "Blanco himself was not prepared to meet these 
difficult moments inasmuch as he remained subject to a 
dogmatic leadership, little aware of the national reality 
and ignorant of practical work, a leadership that was 
unable to devise a consistent and logical way out for the 
movement that had been initiated." 

Hugo Blanco himself, however, has explained that the 
gravest weakness confronting the movement was the ab
sence of a mass revolutionary-socialist party. 

Bejar also disagrees with Blanco's policy of seeking to 
bring the peasants into the revolutionary struggle as a 
mass force through extension of their unions and orga
nization of militias in defensive battles that might open the 
perspective of establishing dual power. Bejar appears not 
to have grasped the import of this policy, its relation to 
the construction of a combat party, and its derivation in 
the final analysi~ from the experience of the Russian revo
lution. He counterposes the tactic of guerrilla struggle, 
evidently based on the Cuban model. 

It should likewise be noted that while Bejar came to 
understand, through the activities of Hugo Blanco, that 
Trotskyism does not at all correspond with the slanders 
that were so long the stock-in-trade of the Stalinists, he 
has yet to make an intensive study of its origins, devel-

opment, anurrent positions. And this despite his under
standing thae outlook of the Communist party of Peru 
cannot be perly understood without going into its 
history andrelations with the Communist International. 
Thus he wri( 

"Only by austively analyzing the history of the party 
and relatin{ to the history of the international Com
munist movmt, can the roots be uncovered of the errors 
that were cnitted, because the national policy of the 
party alwa:'eflected the line of the international Com
munist mo\~nt. Standing solely on a vague, overall 
rejection of opportunism, the dissidents of the Commu
nist party athose who repeated their arugments, refused 
to deepen thmalysis. 

"The samm be said with respect to the Trotskyists. 
It is true tBtalinism is the source of the deformations 
of the Connist movement, of its errors and setbacks. 
But is thatmgh to explain everything? Is it not also 
necessary teek the roots of Stalinism, the explanation 
of why it c( rise and triumph in the struggle for lead
ership of Ehevism? Why direct the criticism solely at 
Stalinism anot likewise at Trotskyism, whose claims 
are not neWlUr country? In reality, the Trotskyist lead
erships sha to a considerable degree in the conceptions 
and methodsignated as 'traditional. '" 

Despite tavorable impression created by Bejar's in
sistence on::haustively analyzing" the history of the 
Peruvian Ununist party and its relationship to the 
history of Communist International, we are struck 
by the nat;of his criticism of Trotskyism. It is "also" 
necessary eek "the roots" of Stalinism, to work out a 
Marxist eXJation of why Stalinism succeeded in smash
ing the Bovik party built by Lenin! But the probing 
of these "r' and the working out of a Marxist expla
nation of trise of Stalinism were precisely among the 
main contrions made by Trotsky. That Bejar is ob
viously unte of this tells us much about the theoretical 
level of theuvian guerrilla fighters in 1965. It is clear 
that they v into action without first having genuinely 
settled acco with Stalinism. 

Mere rejel of Stalinism is not enough. If the disasters 
to which S1ism has repeatedly led are to be forestalled, 
the nature talinism must be understood to the bottom. 
That mean begin with, knowing the origin of the rev
olutionary,tance to it, beginning with the bloc formed 
by Lenin Trotsky against Stalin in 1923. It means 
thoroughlJ\sping Trotsky's explanation of Stalinism 
as the expnn of the privileged social layer that arose 
in the SovUnion owing to the low economic and cul
tural level {ussia, the decimation of the revolutionary 
vanguard le civil war, the imperialist encirclement of 
the first wes state, its inability to raise the productive 
level at a slently swift rate in face of the blockade, and 
the tempo] inability to extend the revolution on an 
internationcale - all this, coupled with the rise of a 
petty-bourf reaction based on the peasantry as the 
proletarianguard sank back exhausted. 

Once Try's contributions in this area are really 
understoode true role of the Stalinized Communist 
InternatioI'S a border guard for the usurping bureau
cratic cast{omes clear. Along with this, much else also 
becomes cJ..- such as the tenacity of the caste, its capac
ity to veer maneuver, even to clean up its image and 
grant somorms as under Khrushchev. Most important 
of all, peI!, is the understanding that what is wrong 
with Stalir is not that it represents "traditional" con
cepts and !Ods, i.e., a Leninism outmoded by events, 
but that ipresents the direct antithesis of Leninism, 
which is .heory and practice of building a combat 
party to pie leadership for the masses when they ac
tually beglOving as a whole toward a revolutionary 
solution tor economic and social problems. 

The gU€lS of 1965, by going into action without 
having setaccounts in a fundamental way with Stalin
ism, left (two grave political breaches: (1) The pos
sibility of ,oism (whether in a Khrushchevist, Maoist, 
or "neo-SIBt" form) exercising an influence, even if 
indirect, ir;r own ranks. (2) The certainty- by equat
ing Stalinwith Leninism or with political parties in 
general- they could not bring to bear in their situa
tion the ntionary methods conceived by Lenin and 
tested out ~r his and Trotsky's joint leadership in the 
Russian rlltion, which still remains the example par 
excellencelo assured way of winning a revolutionary 
struggle. 

The moJuable sections of Bejar's study are those 
dealing Wle specific guerrilla fronts and the errors 
that finalL to disaster. Bejar remains a firm believer 
in guerriLtrfare as the royal road to victory and he 
considers ,errors that proved fatal to the campaign 
to have bectical in nature. 

The gues held, for instance, that by starting various 
fronts siIlIleously this would compel the regime to 
disperse itAed forces, making it easier to confront them 
with guerwar. It turned out, however, that the regime, 
which enjt the full support of U. S. imperialism, had 
such overming military forces at its disposal that it 
was the &lIas who suffered the consequences of dis
persal in Df a highly coordinated foe trained in coun
terguerril1lf. The initiation of various fronts in re-



Reconstruction of the damaged column in Joseph Hansen review of Bejar’s book on the 
Peruvian guerrilla movement, printed in the February 13, 1970 issue of The Militant.    
 
The bound volumes in possession of Holt Labor Library used for creating the digital archive of The 
Militant by the Riazanov Library dated 1969, 1970, and later (bound in blue cloth covers) had a 
problem:   Those binding the papers decided to use a chopping device to cut about 4mm off the left 
hand edge of the stack of papers, then proceed to bind the now cleanly cut pages using 
conventional glue and tape along the spine technique.   
 
This was fine for most pages of the issues of the paper, which had sizeable margins, but was a 
barbaric, ignorant, and incompetent technique as applied to the center two facing pages of the 
issues.  About half of the issues of The Militant had photos, artwork, and/or headlines running 
across the center area of the two facing center pages.  These were butchered by this binding 
technique, which cut out and disposed of an 8mm vertical strip of paper running down the center of 
those two facing pages. 
 
Note this was entirely the fault of the book-butchering swine who bound the volumes, for my own 
unbinding techniques preserved every last bit (down to a tiny fraction of a millimeter) of every 
sheet of paper. 
 
The damage was mostly confined to removal of a letter or two from a headline, or of a few letters 
from a caption of a photo, all instantly easily reconstructed, and to mild but not critical damage to 
assorted photos and works of graphic art which lost an 8mm wide vertical strip from some portion 
of them. 
 
However, in the February 13 1970 issue of The Militant the less than thoughtful editors of the 
paper decided to run a column of TEXT right down the middle of the two center pages of that 
issue.  This was a full vertical column, from top to bottom. It was part of an interesting four page 
long book review / political analysis by Joseph Hansen of a book on the political commitment to 
guerrilla struggle in Peru and on questions of the role of Stalinism and problems with Trotskyism. 
 
This lack of good judgment in paper layout by the editors at the time the paper was laid out and 
printed, combined with the subsequent ignorant choice of binding technique later, resulted in four 
or five letters being cut out of EVEREY LINE that column of the article.  
 
Below is my effort to reconstruct the text IN THAT DAMAGED COLUMN, restoring damaged or 
missing portions of words in it.  Where I was 99 to 100.0% certain what was lost in a given line, I 
merely provided it.  If I was less than 99% certain of the restoration I was making... even in cases 
where I was PRETTY sure I’d gotten the restoration correct… I inserted BRACKETS [] to show 
what letters and/or spaces I was providing as my effort to fix missing text.  In one or two instances 
I could not come up with a restoration, so just left “null brackets”  [  ]  to show something (four or 
five letters and/or spaces) was missing, but I could not figure out what exactly they likely were. 
 
---marty   Martin H. Goodman MD  director Riazanov Library digital archive projects   July 2016  
San Pablo, CA 
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...has yet to make an intensive study of its origins, development, and current positions. And this 
despite his understanding that the Communist party of Peru cannot be properly understood without 
going into its history and relations with the Communist International. Thus he writes: 
 
"Only by exhaustively analyzing the history of the party and relating  it to the history of the 
international Communist movement can the roots be uncovered of the errors that were committed, 
because the national policy of the party always reflected the line of the international Communist 
movement.  Standing solely on a vague, overall rejection of opportunism, the dissidents of the 
communist party a[nd] those who repeated their arguments, refused to deepen their analysis. 
 
The same can be said with respect to Trotskyists. It is true that Stalinism is the source of the 
deformations of the Communist movement, of its errors and setbacks. But is that enough to explain 
everything?  Is it not also necessary to seek the roots of Stalinism, the explanation of why it c[ould] 
rise and triumph in the struggle for leadership of Bolshevism? Why direct the criticism solely at 
Stalinism and not likewise at Trotskyism, whose claims are not new [to ]our country? In reality, the 
Trotskyist leaderships share to a considerable degree in the conceptions and methods [de]signated 
as 'traditional.'" 
 
Despite the favorable impression created by Bejar's insistence on "exhaustively analyzing" the 
history of the Peruvian Communist International, we are struck by the nature of his criticism of 
Trotskyism. It is "also" necessary to seek "the roots" of Stalinism, to work out a Marxist 
explanation of why Stalinism succeeded in smashing the Bolshevik party built by Lenin! But the 
probing of these "r[oots"] and working out of a Marxist explanation of the rise of Stalinism were 
precisely among the main contributions made by Trotsky.  That Bejar is obviously unaware of this 
tells us much about the theoretical level of the Peruvian guerrilla fighters in 1965. It is clear that 
they went into action without first having genuinely settled accounts with Stalinism. 
 
Mere rejection of Stalinism is not enough. If the disasters to which Stalinism has repeatedly led are 
to be forestalled, the nature of Stalinism must be understood to the bottom. That mean[s to ]begin 
with, knowing the origin of the revolutionary [resi]stance to it, beginning with the block formed by 
Lenin and Trotsky against Stalin in 1923. It means thoroughly grasping Trotsky's explanation of 
Stalinism as the expression of the privileged social layer that arose in the Soviet Union owing to 
the low economic and cultural level of Russia, the decimation of the revolutionary vanguard [in 
t]he civil war, the imperialist encirclement of the first workers state, its inability to raise the 
productive level at a sufficiently sift rate in the face of the blockade, and the temporary inability to 
extend the revolution on an international scale - all this, coupled with the rise of a petty-bourgeois 
reaction based on the peasantry as the proletarian vanguard sank back exhausted. 
 
Once Trotsky's contributions in this area are really understood the true role of the Stalinized 
Communist International as a border guard for the usurping bureaucratic caste becomes clear. 
Along with this, much else also becomes clear - such as the tenacity of the caste, its capacity to 
veer [and] maneuver, even to clean up its image and grant some reforms as under Khrushchev.  
Most important of all, perhaps, is the understanding that what is wrong with Stalinism is not that it 



represents "traditional" concepts and methods, i.e., a Leninism outmoded by events, but that it 
represents the direct antithesis of Leninism, which is [the] theory and practice of building a combat 
party to provide leadership for the masses when they actually begin moving as a whole toward a 
revolutionary solution to [thei]r economic and social problems.  
 
The gue[rrilla]s of 1965, by going into action without having set[tled] accounts in a fundamental 
way with Stalinism, left [open] two gave political breaches: (1) The possibility of Stalinism 
(whether in a Khrushchevist, Maoist, or Neo-Stalinist form)exercising an influence, even if 
indirect, in their own ranks.  (2) The certainty - by equating Stalinism with Leninism or political 
parties in general - that they could not bring to be in their situation the revolutionary methods 
conceived by Lenin and test out [unde]r his and Trotsky's joint leadership in the Russian revolution, 
which still remains the example par excellence [of a]n assured way of winning a revolutionary 
struggle. 
 
The most valuable sections of Bejar's study are those dealing with the specific guerrilla fronts and 
the errors that finall[y led] to disaster.  Bejar remains a firm believer in guerrilla warfare as the 
royal road to victory and he considers [the] errors that proved fatal to the campaign to have been 
tactical in nature. 
 
The guerrillas held, for instance, that by starting various fronts simultaneously this would compel 
the regime to disperse its [limit]ed forces, making it easier to confront them with guerrilla war. It 
turned out, however, that the regime, which enjoyed the full support of U.S. imperialism, had such 
overwhelming military forces at its disposal that it was the guerrillas who suffered the 
consequences of dispersal in [   ] of a highly coordinated foe trained in counter-guerrilla war. The 
initiation of various fronts in remote areas is thus rated by Bejar as a tactical mistake. 
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POLITICAL PRISONERS. Among those held in 
Peru's notorious EI Fronton are Hugo Blanco 
(right), Jose Castro Vera (left), a peasant lead
er, and Eduardo Creus, Argentine Trotskyist ar-

mote areas is thus rated by Bejar as a tactical mistake. 
The ELN and the MIR had contradictory estimates of 

the Peruvian economic and social reality so that they did 
not follow the same political guidelines. Left out of ac
count was the conservatizing effect on the peasants of the 
repression that followed the victories won under Hugo 
Blanco. The relative roles of the countryside and the city 
were miscalculated, the importance of the cities being un
derestimated. Publicity was poorly handled, the program 
of the movement remained unclear to the public. * 

The fronts were easily infiltrated by the enemy, with 
devastating consequences. When the army entered a zone 
in which the guerrillas had been operating, uncertain ele
ments among the local population rapidly went over to 
the other side, shifting the apparent relationship of forces 
to the great disadvantage of the guerrillas. 

The guerrillas could not reach agreement on a unified 
military command. They proved incapable of coordinat
ing their actions or even making military intelligence 
available to each other in a timely way. 

Despite determination to follow the Cuban model rigor
ously, innovations were tried that proved to be self-de
feating. One of the worst mistakes was the attempt to 
set up "security zones." For example, the belief that the 
Mesa Pelada was safe turned out to be an illusion. It 
was encircled by the foe and became a death trap for 
the main leader Luis de la Puente. 

Bejar goes into all this in some detail. As to the ultimate 
reasons for the errors, he ascribes these to the origin of 
the guerrillas. The key cadres of the ELN came from 
various dissident groups, but principally from the left 
wing of the Communist party. They left that organization 
under the influence of the Cuban revolution. Under the 
same influence, the key cadres of the MIR came from the 
left wing of the APRA. Each of these currents, although 

* The program, in any case, was limited to five demands: "( 1) 
People's Government. (2) Expulsion of all the foreign monop
olies. (3) Agrarian Revolution. (4) Friendship with all the peo
ples of the world. (5) National Sovereignty." 

National sovereignty and an agrarian revolution belong his
torically to the democratic demands of the bourgeois revolu
tion .. It is noteworthy that the program did not call for expro
pnatlOn of foreign capitalist interests. What a "people's govern
ment" might mean is hard to. visualize. Equally vague is the 
foreign policy labeled "friendship with all the peoples of the 
world." 

In short, the Peruvian guerrillas did not start from what was 
shown by the Cuban revolution; i.e., how a revolution for demo
cratic demands in the world of today tends to become converted 
into a revolution for socialism. Their program amounted to 
an attempt to begin where the Cubans started, without taking 
into account the advance represented by the victory of the Cuban 
revolution - the new stage opened up in the revolutionary strug
gle III Latin America, which requires a new, more advanced, 
set of demands. Despite their intentions, the Peruvian guerrillas 
locked themselves into a "traditionalist" schema. 

Bejar is critical of the programmatic inadequacies of the 1965· 
guerrilla struggle in Peru but does not go into the problem in 
depth. 
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rested in 1962 on charges of being connected with 
students who held up a bank to raise funds for 
guerrilla warfare. 

they had overcome much that was bad in their back
ground, retained features of their formation that inter
fered with proper coordination of their struggle and a 
proper estimate of the political scene in which they oper
ated. 

A question arises which one hopes Bejar will return to 
as he deepens his study of what happened in 1965. To 
what degree were the errors not just "tactical" errors but 
political errors? The question is of considerable impor
tance in drawing up a balance sheet. 

Note some of the things that emerge from Bejar's account 
of what the guerrillas ran into "tactically": 

Armed action was begun in the field without construction 
of a general staff to guide the participants in their com
mon struggle. 

Armed action was begun without a common political 
estimate of the reality, and, in the absence of a general 
staff, no means to keep that political estimate up to date 
and to test it in ways entailing the lowest overhead cost 
to the movement. 

With neither a general staff nor a common political 
estimate, it is a wonder that the guerrillas were able to 
achieve such coordination as they did. But, as Bejar 
stresses, it was woefully inadequate. 

Further political consequences followed. The guerrillas 
lacked means of connecting up with and mobilizing the 
masses if they failed to be directly and immediately "in
spired" by the armed action into mobilizing themselves. 
Not only were the means lacking, the guerrillas did not 
even take into consideration the possibility that the masses 
might not be prepared to move at the signal given by the 
action of small bands of armed men lacking roots in the 
masses. The masses might require more time to gain their 
own political experience in their own way- time to test 
the claims of leaders, to check out methods, to build up 
self-confidence, to get a feel of the strength of their num
bers. The guerrillas did not visualize the possibility of the 
masses themselves making a contribution, perhaps in un
expected ways. 

In talking about the absence of a "general staff" and 
of a "common political estimate of the reality," what are 
we really saying? That the guerrillas lacked a political 
party built on the Leninist model. 

One might assume that this would logically be one of 
the main criticisms reached by Hector Bejar. His opinion, 
however, is just the contrary. 

The truth is that throughout his study he views armed 
struggle- guerrilla warfare- as having such intrinsic vir
tues and powers, even when initiated by a tiny handful, 
as to open up completely new perspectives, particularly 
with regard to bypassing the task of building a revolu
tionary-socialist party. 

In a chapter "The ELN," under the subheading "Revolu
tion and Party," Bejar indicates his views on this. He takes 
us to the heart of the concepts that guided the Peruvian 
guerrillas of 1965: 

(Continued on page 1 0) 
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Newsweek says brass ;s shook up 

Magazine reports rising 

dissent in armed forces 

By DAVID THORSTAD 
Hippie beads and peace symbols are 

replacing St. Christopher medals and 
the cross. The "V' sign no longer means 
"victory" but peace. Pot and peace post
ers are becoming more popular than 
the traditional beer and pin-ups. 

country-right-or-wrong' military values 
of yesteryear." "There is no doubt about 
it," says one lieutenant colonel in Viet
nam, "the 'Movement' is here at last
and it could become contagious." 

Friday, Feb. 13,1970 

According to the Feb. 2 issue of News
week, these are some of the outward 
manifestations of the "New Gr' who is 
creating a potentially explosive situa
tion for the government and the brass. 
The article, "A New G I: For Pot and 
Peace," presents important new informa
tion about dissent within the armed 
forces which the antiwar movement 
should take close note of and do every
thing possible to help surface and orga
nize. 

Nowhere is this growing dissent more 
evident than in Vietnam, the article indi
cates. The causes of this trend are to be 
found in the current radicalization 
sweeping society as a whole. Inside the 
Army, discontent is taking shape along 
the same lines it is in the general popu
lation. This is reflected in a growing 
desire among the troops to be brought 
home from Vietnam now and in an in
creasing nationalism among Black GIs. 

GETTING MESSAGE. Vietnamese liberation fighters have sought to 
help GIs understand they have no stake in this war. Pentagon now 
concedes antiwar sentiment is deep and widespread in armed forces. 

Worst of all from the brass' point of 
view, it explains, is the fact that GIs 
"are not only increasingly outspoken 
in their opposition to the war but open
ly irreverent toward their superior offi
cers." These are "young antiwar war
riors who flout the conventional 'my-

"There are signs," according to News
week, "that a malaise, catalyzed in part 
by the antiwar convictions of the edu
cated draftees, may be spreading in 
different forms to other U. S. troops in 
Vietnam. 'If Nixon is going to with
draw, then let's all go home now,' re
marks one unhappy young first Infan
try Division soldier, a fairly typical 
Middle American." 

Explaining the effect of Black GIs ar
riving in Vietnam "already radicalized 
by racial tensions at home," Newsweek 
reports: "In at least two combat divi
sions, Black Panther cells now flourish, 
actively carrying on clandestine recruit
ing and spreading propaganda against 
the 'white man's war.'" 

The article shows the impact the mass 

• • • Beiar on guerrilla struggle 
(Continued from page 9) 

"The Socialist Revolution is the first change that requires 
the active participation of the people as a whole. Without 
this participation it is illusory to count on a revolutionary 
triumph. 

''While being an indispensable requisite for victory, the 
people at the same time constitute the best safeguard 
against any deformation of the Revolution. The peasant 
and proletarian masses, without whose collaboration no 
revolutionary war is possible in Peru, must raise up their 
own leaders and engage in reaching their own decisions. 

"In bringing this process to a successful conclusion, the 
premature creation of a political party is a serious obstacle. 

"If the party is created before [emphasis in original] the 
guerrilla war is initiated, it is rapidly converted into an 
organization with its own group interests and gives rise 
to a leadership that likewise has its own interests. The 
overall interests of the organization, or the particular ones 
of its leadership, often come into contradiction with the 
needs of the Revolution in countries like ours, where par
ties arise, not from the exploited majority, but from priv
ileged layers, bourgeois or petty-bourgeois, separated from 
the exploited masses as a whole. 

"The contradictions are not long in becoming expressed 
in repeated postponements of the revolutionary time sched
ule, delaying of tasks, egoism of the organization, sectar
ianism, and an incendiary verbalism that does not corre
spond to actual conduct. 

"Often the party must use an 'insurrectional' language 
to satisfy the ranks and attract new adherents. In reality 
it develops an activity aimed exclusively at controlling the 
organizations of the students and workers from above. 

"Isn't this, in reality, the traditional politics refurbished 
with a 'new' language? 

"When the pressure of the members requires turning to 
real revolutionary tasks, an ideological and political fight 
is not long in appearing. Then the revolutionary perspec
tive is lost in a tangle of internal struggles. And the revo
lutionary tasks are again postponed in the name of a 
struggle against opportunism." 

The author then deals with problems that presumably 
arise when a prematurely formed party attempts to engage 
in guerrilla struggles, outlining the position of the ELN 
on this question. He repeats his main conclusion: 

"A prematurely formed party is always an obstacle, a 
fence put up between the masses and the revolution. What 
is required is not to call on the masses to follow a party 
but to construct a party among the masses themselves. 

"If a party is born from the peasantry and the prole
tariat, after a long proces" of struggle in which the revo
lutionists and the exploited have united into a single pha
lanx, the exploited will themselves have succeeded in form
ing a genuine vanguard." 

Bejar's theory that a party formed at any time except 
in the hour of armed struggle is almost certainly doomed 
to degenerate because it has. its own group interests and 

gives rise to a leadership with its own particular interests, 
both of them in contradiction to the revolutionary interests 
of the exploited layers of the population, is hardly some
thing new. As a matter of fact, it is the theme developed 
in great detail by Robert Michels in Political Parties, which 
was published in ... 1911. Michels drew his conclusions 
principally from his observations of the Social Democracy 
in its period of degeneration. 

Bejar's conclusion that the degeneration of the party 
can be avoided by the expedient of not organizing it prior 
to the stage of armed struggle is not very consistent. The 
anarchists are more logical in arguing that the best safe
guard is not to organize a party at all, but to rely exclu
sively on the "deed" or on armed struggle. The anarchist 
record, particularly in Spain, shows of course how much 
worth can be placed in the logic of the anarchists when 
it comes to practice. 

But let us come to the key question. If Bejar is correct, 
what happens to Lenin's contribution with regard to the 
role of a combat party in bringing a revolutionary strug
gle to a successful conclusion? Let us recall the not unim
portant item that Lenin in practice refuted both Michels 
and the anarchists. 

The failure of Bejar to consider Lenin's contribution 
in this field is perhaps the most glaring omission in his 
entire study of the 1965 guerrilla experience in Peru. Does 
Bejar consider Lenin to have been proved wrong? If so, 
why not say it? And try to explain why, in the world of 
today, Lenin should be disregarded as ... "traditionalist." 

Perhaps Bejar has not made up his mind on this point. 
On the other hand, nowhere in Bejar's study is to be found 
anything approaching Lenin's concept of the party as the 
general staff of the revolution. 

Although he does not state it, one wonders if he equates 
Stalinism and Leninism. Or equates both Stalinism and 
Leninism with political parties in general. Perhaps what 
he is really doing is generalizing from his own unhappy 
experience with the Stalinizect Communist party in Peru, 
to which he counterposes his hope that guerrilla struggle 
per se is so efficacious that if carried out correctly on the 
tactical level, the building of a revolutionary-socialist party 
can be relegated to a level of fifth-rate importance. 

To consider a Stalinist-type party as a fence separating 
the masses from the revolution is accurate, if inadequate. 
But it is not correct to conclude from this that the same 
holds true for a Leninist-type party; Such a party functions 
as a political general staff for the masses in their struggle. 
It is precisely the absence of such a political general staff 
that has made victory exceedingly difficult in Peru. 

Hugo Blanco saw this very clearly during the 1961-62 
upsurge. It is to be hoped that the survivors of the 1965 
guerrilla defeat will reach a similar conclusion as they 
deepen their critical appraisal of their own effort. This 
could prove to be decisive in the next great upsurge, which 
may come sooner than the political representatives of the 
oligarchy and imperialism fear or the revolutionary lead
ers now in prison dare hope. 

antiwar demonstrations in the U. S. 
have had on the troops in Vietnam. 
Since the Oct. 15 Moratorium, the rate 
of incidents of dissent has increased 
dramatically. Newsweek lists several of 
these, including an attempt by GIs to 
organize an antiwar demonstration in 
front of Saigon's main cathedral. 

And last Christmas, it reports, "when 
Bob Hope wound up his annual holi
day show by assuring the GIs that Pres
ident Nixon had a plan to end the war, 
about a third of the 10,000 troops in 
the audience burst into loud booing." 

Morale is so low, says one career 
Navy officer, that "Now I spend half 
my time worrying about it." In fact, 
the article continues, "one senior CIA 
official recently returned to Washington 
from Saigon more fearful of a 'break
down' in the U. S. Army than of a new 
Tet offensive." 

According to Newsweek, such fears 
are well-founded. "Indeed, virtually all 
the experts agree that the antiwar move
ment in the armed forces will expand its 
disruptive potential as more and more 
young college men are brought into 
military service." 

One Nixon administration official is 
quoted as saying, "Unless we handle 
things properly, there is a definite 
chance that the present ripple of dissent 
in the services could grow into a tidal 
wave." 

This article provides new and encour
aging proof of the rapid growth of or
ganized and organizable antiwar oppo
sition within the armed forces. The civil
ian antiwar movement must do what
ever it can in its spdng actions to 
strengthen its links with GIs and help 
them organize their opposition into the 
tidal wave the Pentagon so rightly fears. 
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Produced in this fonnat to keep prices down, 
these pamphlets have pages, 8 1/2 X 11 inches, 
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40 cents 
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Liberation 
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By Leon Trotsky 50 cents 
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'AI lIT A NT Friday, Feb. 13, 1970 

GETTING MESSAGE. Vietnamese liberation fighters have sought to 
help GIs understand they have no stake in this war. Pentagon now 
concedes antiwar sentiment is deep and widespread in armed forces. 
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