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EDITORIAL
P.R.S.C. - SOLIDARITY W ITH PUERTO RICO

El Comite-M.I.N.P. has consistently (based on the principles of 
Proletarian Internationalism) raised the importance of developing a 
solidarity movement—particularly among the working class—in 
support of Puerto Rico’s national liberation and, within that context, 
raised the impact Puerto Rico’s liberation would have in furthering 
the struggle here. This understanding has guided our relationship 
to the Puerto Rican Solidarity Committee and its task of developing 
a solidarity movement.

El Comite-MINP and the PRSC

Recently, after two years of existence, the PRSC celebrated its 
second National Conference (see article on page 7). During those 
two years, the PRSC has grown into a nationwide organization, with 
chapters in twenty or more cities in the U.S. Although not forming 
part of the PRSC during the period just ended, we have recognized 
the political significance of the PRSC and its serious efforts of 
solidarity with Puerto Rico. On the other hand, we have been 
consistently critical of its errors and shortcomings. At all times we 
have attempted to be principled and aboveboard in our criticisms. 
This has not been the practice of members of the PRSC toward our 
organization* some have openly engaged in slandering the political 
views of El Comite-MINP while others have remained silent in the 
presence of such unprincipled conduct. In essence the basis of our 
criticisms toward the PRSC were: the uncritical acceptance of the 
Puerto Rican Socialist Party (PSP) tactical and strategic concep­
tions; its isolation from other forces in the Puerto Rican Liberation 
Movement; the negation of the role of the Puerto Rican national 
minority in the US, both in the struggle for liberation and for 
socialism in the US; and lastly, its incorrect interpretation of 
international solidarity. Therefore, in light of these criticisms, we 
consider it very .healthy that the recently concluded PRSC 
Conference set the basis for a break with these conceptions, a 
situation that can very well lead toward the broadening of thv; 
solidarity movement.

Conference debates and approves new statement

The conference was marked by intense ideological debate over: 
what is imperialism and its impact on Puerto Rico’s social 
development, what does solidarity work entail, what is the role of 
armed struggle in the liberation process, etc.. This debate was a key 
instrument in reaching clarity and defining differences.

The new political statement that will guide the work of the PRSC 
for the next period, although having some limitations, is an 
improvement over its predecessor and points to the rectification of 
the incorrect perspectives that have hindered the work of the PRSC. 
This did not result magically but as consequence of the debates that 
arose in the course of the conference.

In the process of debate there emerged various political 
perspectives among the various groups, tendencies and individuals 
representing the different chapters of the PRSC. The original draft 
of the Political Statement, which served as the basis of discussion 
throughout the conference, represented the view that imperialism 
oppresses all countries and peoples alike, negating in the process 
the class character of the National Liberation struggle. Taken to its 
logical conclusion, this view sees the struggle of the Puerto Rican

people as merely one for independence and negates the reality that 
as an industrial colony both the leading and principal force in Puerto 
Rico is the working class, which dictates a struggle for 
independence and socialism. This understanding has led all 
organizations involved in the Puerto Rican liberation struggle to 
include the question of socialism within their programs.

Moreover, this view, represented within the official draft 
statement, negated tjiat armed struggle will play a determinant 
factor in the liberation process. Both of these critical weaknesses, as 
well as other shortcomings of the original draft, led to organized 
opposition and the drafting of alternative documents which 
attempted to fill its voids. However, these documents also reflected 
errors in essence and form. Principal among these errors were the 
emphasizing of nationality above class and raising armed struggle 
outside the context of a strategic perspective corresponding to the 
concrete reality of Puerto Rico and its correlation of class forces.

The discussions around the original draft statement led to a 
number of amendments which strengthened its weak points, and 
resolved some of the points of debate. The final document will 
recognize, among other things, the centrality of armed struggle; the 
need to expand the PRSC relations to other forces in the Liberation 
Movement; the strategic significance of the oppressed national 
minorities and the US working class (including the Puerto Rican 
national minority); as well as present a clearer definition of the 
character and nature of imperialism in Puerto Rico.

Toward Principled Unity

In the process of waging political struggle on the divergent 
perspectives, there was not always respect given by some comrades 
toward those whose practice has shown serious commitment to 
actively support the Puerto Rican people’s struggle for national 
liberation but who may lack a consistent class perspective. In 
particular this was the attitude assumed toward members of the San 
Francisco Chapter as well as observers in the Conference. On the 
other hand, there were some among the latter comrades who did not 
practice principled ideological struggle and who substituted 
obstinate conduct, which at times hindered the work of the 
conference, for ideological struggle. Both these attitudes are in our 
view incorrect, and do not lead to productive results. We hope that 
in the process of implementing the objectives established by the 
Conference these shortcomings are rectified; as the conference 
demonstrated, ideological struggle, when properly carried out, is in 
the interest of all the participants.

As the PRSC enters its third year of existence, it continues to 
meet its responsibility toward the people of Puerto Rico and its 
leading forces. In wishing success to all its members and chapters 
we cannot over-emphasize the need of principled unity among all its 
components. In this context, we urge each and every member to 
deepen their understanding of the concrete reality of Puerto Rico, 
as only in this manner will we be able to educate the Northamerican 
working class and people on their responsibility to the people of 
Puerto Rico and their struggle. Anything else is to plant the seeds of 
an ineffective solidarity movement that will not be in 
correspondence with the character and nature of the National 
Liberation Movement.
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WOMEN IN THE
REVOLUTIONARY MOVEMENT

was organized under the direction of the bourgeoisie. 
Commenting on this process a Brazilian engineer 
explains; “ Once we saw the Chilean women protesting we 
knew that Allende’s days were num bered.. .W e taught 
the Chileans to use the women against the Marxists.” 
Chile, following the pattern of Brazil, presents a model of 
reactionary utilization of the women in the ideological and 
political structures which can be applied in other 
countries. Today this model can be seen in the Dominican 
Republic where the Balaguer government leads the 
women’s movement, and here in the United States where 
the dominant class exercises, or tries to maintain its 
ideological control over a large part of that movement.

Lenin observed that: “ There can be no socialist 
revolution without the participation of large numbers of 
women workers.” Women constitute more than half of the 
population, many of whom are incorporated into the labor 
force and subject to the most brutal exploitation and 
oppression. Due to this material condition they possess an 
immense revolutionary potential to develop a truly 
proletarian consciousness.

This potential has fully developed,repeatedly showing 
itself in revolutionary action throughout history. Women 
have demonstrated their strength, capacity, commitment 
and desire to struggle. Examples of this exist in the 
processes which have taken place in Vietnam, China, 
Africa, etc. But we do not have to go so far. Latin and 
North America provide us with living examples of the 
feminine combativeness.

In Latin America the participation of women is apparent 
in the popular movements and struggles for national 
independence. Among the most recent examples we find: 
Tamara Bunke, Monica Ertl and Rita Valdivia in Bolivia; 
Nora Paiz Carcamo in Guatemala; Livia Gourverner in 
Venezuela; Blanca Luz Brum in Peru; M aria Luisa Vera in 
Mexico; Vilma Espin and Haydee Santamaria in Cuba; 
Lolita Lebron in Puerto Rico. They are examples of the 
thousands of fighting women within the Latin American 
process. Many others have participated and participate 
from the trenches of anonymity; still others suffer the 
jailings and tortures of the dictatorial regimes.

In North America we are witnesses to the combative 
strength of the women through their participation in the 
garment and textile industry strikes and in the hospital 
and public sector struggles. W e have also seen their fights 
for the right to a better education, public assistance and 
equality. In fact, the commemoration of International 
Working Women’s Day has its roots in the struggles of the 
women in the United States.

It is important to mention that this combativeness has 
not always been cultivated by the movements of the left. 
At the same time the right and the dominant classes have 
recognized this strength and on occasion have known how 
to utilize it to protect their own class interests. An example 
of this can be seen in Chile where the women’s movement

The left and women-failureS and tasks
In these times the integration of women into the 
revolutionary process cannot wait. For this reason we 
must begin the process of disengaging women from the 
bourgeois influence, of politically educating and organiz­
ing her under the proletariat banner. As we well know: 
victory depends on the consolidation of our forces.

It is not hard to find some of the reasonsfor which the 
total integration of women into the movement of the left 
has not been achieved. It can be said that here, in the 
United States, and definitely in Puerto Rico, the left has 
characterized itself by its incapacity to recognize the 
revolutionary potential of women. In fact the question has 
been delegated to a secondary level where commissions 
and “ phantom” federations are created to appease certain 
preoccupations or to create a new front for the parties or 
organizations.
But even within the internal functioning of the 
organizations we find that women are delegated to the 
secretarial, mechanical and clerical tasks and in the mass 
activities they are assigned to daycare and kitchen work. 
In this manner the development of women in the 
revolutionary process is stifled because she is not 
permitted to enter the terrain from which she has always 
been excluded.

W e in the revolutionary organizations have also 
remained ignorant of those conditions which women face 
that form barriers to their active incorporation and 
participation in the struggle. Family and morals, raising 
children, and.the biological responsibility of procreation 
are all areas which must be examined more deeply in their 
practical implications for the revolutionary participation of 
women.

The Family: Questions of Bourgeois Morality vs.
Proletarian Morality

Engels demonstrated that the family, as we know it 
today, is an historically determined formation that 
corresponds to the capitalist society. Engels could not 
state how the socialist family could or should be because 
it could only be defined within a socialist society. 
However, he did point out that the monogamous couple 
constituted a superior form of family relations over those 
which preceded it (polygamy, polyandry, group marriage, 
promiscuity). This superiority has been proven in practice 
in those countries that are building socialism where it has 
been shown that the monogamous couple is superior over 
any other form for the construction of the socialist family.

Living in a capitalist society we find ourselves in an

Continued on page 8




