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To the funeral of Ho Chi Minh came representatives of
Communist : Parties holding state power. Also present wvere
representatives of Comrmnist and Workers Parties from many
other countries, All these representatives follow the line
of the 31 Party Statement of 1940 that foresaw the gradual,
peacaful decline of imperielism and pesaceful co-existence
between nations. Their presence in Hanol was ironic. The
war in Vietnam has demonstrated their incompetence as Marxist-
Leninist theoreticians., Their allegiance to Mardst-Leninist
revolutionary prineciples was buried in the early part of this
decade, without the formality of a2 funeral. )

Ho Chi Minh joined the M-List movement in his youth, shortly
after the end of World War I, He wes an able representative of ths
3rd International., He was an associate and eco-wcrker of J.V. Stalin,
the great follower and cCeveloper of Leninism. Until the end of WW II
the proletariat in the west was the leading revolutionary force., The
peoples of the oppressed nations were the main reserve cf the anti-
imperialist and Socialist mcvement. The Scviet Union ccmprised the
shock troops ¢f the anti-imperialist forces.

Ho Chi Minh was assigned important tasks in China and S.E. Asia
in behalf of the 3rd Internationel, Because he was a true internze
tionalist he was sn outstanding leader of the Vietnzmese struggle .
against French ané Japanese imperislism, -
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the focal struggle in the world pltted the

oppressed peoples inteo direct struggle against the imperlialists,
perticularly U,S, imperielism. The Ind

Indonesian, Chinese, Korean and

Vietnamese natlonal democratic revolutions threatened imperialist
rule in Asia, The strategic struggle for Socialism for the

dictatorship of the proletarizt involves stages. Becsuse imper-
ialist rule means large

masses of pezsantry, restricted industrial
developrent and a small working cless it is impossible for a
Socialist revoluticn to

take plece in any oppressed nation before
the rnaticnel demccratic

In tedey®s world the most important question involves victory
or defeat for national democratic reveolution. The Soviet Union
and the proletariat of the imperialist countries hzd to take sides,

Should they become reserves for the imperialists or for the nationzl

The peaceful co-existence line of the 20th
CPSU and the zceompanying slancder of J,V. Stalin committed

democratic revolutions?

Soviet Union to the side of the imperialists, After s period
of confusion and struggle, the line of the CPSU became the line of

the internatlonal Marxist movement with the adoption of the
81 Perty Statement of 19€0.

The ccrfusion and unprincipled menesuvering before and after
the 81 Party Statement made difficult en eveluition of the role of
C.P. leacders in various countries. From 1961 until 1966 Mao Tse~
tung, Chairmen cf the Communist Party of China, assoclated himself
with stztements supporting the national democratic revolutions in
general while pushing revisionist practices in the specific. His
support to revisionist tactics in Indonesia and bis 1963 statement
opposing the right c¢f self-determination for Afro-fmericans zre
two examples of the specific, Lin Piszo's speech to the so-celled
linth Ferty Congress, C,FC. failed to repudiate the slander of
telin or the rest of the 81 Party Statement., Lin spcke in behalf
of"ifzao's Thought", I% is clear now that if2o's support to .
Ehrushchev in 1957 and his insistence on the 81 Party betrayal

revolution Zirst wins naticnzal independence.
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were not accidents or honest mistakes. They were expressions of
the right opportunist tendency which led to mie present left
revisionist position. Left revisionism, &8 does modern revisionism,
denies the focal centradiction, using gifferent formisSe Left
revisionists negete nationsl democratic revolutions in the neme of
nelass struggle” while the moderns ¢o the seme in the name of peace.

Ho Chi ¥Minh elso endorsed the 20th Congress CPSU end its
internationel version, the 81 Perty stetement, The policies of
the 20th Conpgress, CPSU end the €1 Perty Statement mede imposcible
the mobilizetion of M-list internationel forces in behelf of
Vietnem. The CPSU end its supporters in other nations refased to
call for a bresk in diplormatlc reletions with the UeSe 8ZETESSOTS
4n Vietnem., The CPC refused E&S's request to convene entie
revisionist forces for a conference in support of Vieinem. Such
elementary steps &S the boyeott of U.S. goods ebroed, the boycott
of sports end cultural events ivvolving the UeSe and increasing
mil4itery, medicel and finenciel eid to Vietnam have not been taken.

Tt is asrgued that HO Chi Minh should be sbsolved of rritle
ciem for revisionist mistakes, for compromising l-List principles.
Tt i seid that if he hed remsined true to Lenin ané Stalin thet
the CPSU and Meo would heve cut off even their token gid and
forced him to surrender 211 Vietnem to UeSs imperizlism, The

gist of these ergunents 1s thet eny Merxist in stete power can
make rompromises on M-Iist principles in order to bold state poweTre

State powsr in any country cemot be put shezd of interna-
tionel revolutionary goals. To adopt any other position is to
adopt ths wsocielism® of Herold Wilson. The Khrushchev-Fzo 81
Perty line meant covert surrender o imperialist gggression.
The defeat of this 1ine is &n egsential prercauisite for victory
over imperiglism in Vietnan snd 21l ~ountries oppressed by
imperialism. 1f Vietnam is %o 1iberate the Seuth end unite
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the whole country, Ho's stated gozl, then the policies of Meo and
Knrushchev must be exposed and defeated.

Nor czn MeLists aceept the concept thet those in the front
line cannot lezd ideoclogicelly. Criticism frem Chairman Ho
concerning Breshnevis and Neo's fellurs to recognize the key
role of Vietrem would have strengthened the struggle against
imperialism in Vietnem end throughout the world.

Chzirman He's positive contributions since Stzlin's death can
be mezsured by the contradiction between bis support to the 81
Party Statement and bis enti-imperizlist prectice. To Chalrman
Fots eredit is the historicel fect that he never fully przcticed
the 81 Perty lire, His support to peaceful co-existence and
pezceful transition, including support to pacifists and revislonlsts
in the U.S., crected 1llusions among the Vietnumese pecple and the
peoples of the world sbout the drive for super profits by Wall St,.
On the other hand his resistance to U.S., sttecks strengthened the
Vietramese people and encourzged other oppressed peoples asgalnst
the berbaric apgression of Johnson and Nixon,

Cheirman Ho failed to uphold Stelin and Lenin on the
kfre-imerican peoples right to self-determination, but his
resistance to U.S. imperialism provided objective ald to the
Afro-fnerican's national demceratic revolution.

Chairman Ho Chi Minh's final statement expressed regret
for the divisions in the internstionsl Marxist movement, He
erpresscl hls hope for reurificstion., It is over 13 years since
the 20th Cengress, €PSU, and 9 yezrs since the 81 Party Statement,
The line of the Z0th Congress and the 81 Party Statement
represent the ideclogicel penetration of imperialism into the
cornbenporary M-List movemert. The 20th Congress, CPSU, the CPC
8th Comgress in 1956 (which erdorsed the 20th Corgress) and the
81 Frrty Statement opened the door ideologically to the
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orge-lzaticnel destruction of the contemporary M-List movement.
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. The history of the Marxist movement is the stiruggle eggeinst

ideologicel penetration by capitzlist idezs. This is trus of the
ding cepiteliem, znd

the period of Lenin end Stalin, the imperialist stzge of cying
capitslism., The struggle sgainst the right end lefi opportunism
of Breshnev arnd Meo is & continuation of pest struggles ageinst
Keutsky, Trotsky, etc. Whzat is new in this situetion? For the
first time HMerxists in stsie power have betrayed lerxisz., The
tremendous geins of the October Soclalist revelutlion in Russia
and the Chinese netionecl democratic revelution of 1949 are
utilized by the revisionists to aiteck Lenin®s evsluation of
czpitslism in its imperislist stzge and to atiack Lenin end
Stelin's concepts of a venguard Party of the working cless,
Left revisionism in Chinz proposes liao's thought &s a
substitute for a lM-List Party while revisionis{s in Russia
use "Party of the whole people' propegenda in the joint
attack on the leading role of M-List Parties and inter-
national unity of the M=List movement.
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We agree with Cheirmen Ho's cell for iM-List unity, ,We
disagree that it czn be achieved with the present "Marzist.
leaders, so- strongly commitied to imperdeclicl ideas over such

.a-long pericds M-List unity will grow in the struggle to win
‘victories over imperialism--zgainst the view that impsrialism

will fede awey. li-Lism will grow in the struggle zgainst left
and modern revisionism-enot by quietly waiting for revisionists
to repent. .

The 1ife of Ho Chi Minh reflecls both the tremendous
accomplishments -of MeLism urder the leadership of Lenin end
Stalin, and the serious setbacks znd defsats suffered under
Breshnev and Mzo. The peoples of the world ere learning thst
he who claims *"thoughts' that cutdate Lenin and Stalin is
merely revising Lenin ard Stalin's teachings. The new l-L1st
movement will raise high the stardard of Lenin and Stalin in
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211 the nstions'of the earth, The essence of Lenin and Stelin's
teezhines-on the neticrsl cuestion, spplied in the new conditions
when netional demoeratic revolulions are dooming imperielism, will
be the fundsmentzl line and policy of the new victorious 1=List
moverent,
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U.S. imperialism is the zggressor in Vietnam. Nixent's fearcical
troop withdrewzls, the intensified barberic U.S. bombings, the
ghastly torture and murder of Vietnamese ¢ivilians and soldiers,
the destruction of Vietnam®s forests and sgriculture all result
from U.S. imperialism's drive for supsr profits in S.E. Asie,

The negotiations in Paris on Vietnam cennot change or alter
the super-profit drive of U.S, imperieclism, In the long run only
political, economic and military defeszts cazn oust U,S. imperielism
from Vietnam.

The territery of the U,S. is made up mainly by the oppressed
nations of Puerto Rico and the Afro-imericen Black Belt and by
the eppressor nation. Among the people of the oppressor nation,
emeng the whites, there is increasing dissatisfaction with Wixon's
efforts to continue Johnson's policies in Vietnam, This dise
satisfaction 1s caused by the draft, the higher texes and
inflztion, Sections of the white middle class, white working men
end white formers are losing & few of the bribes that U.S.
imperialism was exchsnging for support to zggression. The
protrzcted war in Vietnam hes 2lso intensified contradictions
between imperielist groupings within the U.S.
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The dominent group of U.S, imperialists tries to resolve
the schisms in the oppressor netion by intensified oppression .
of the Afro-Americens, the Puerto Rlcens arid the national
minorities. The main resistance o U.S. jmperizlism in Vietnam
within the U.S. has been and w11l continue tc be the Afro-Lmericen
end Puerto Ricen liberation movemenis.

Mussolini atteeked Ethiopie in the name of reviving the Romzn
empire,. Hitler attecked other nations in the nzme of regzining ell
former -German terrizory. ‘Niron attecks in Vietnam; in the Bleck Belt,
in Puerto Rico, in lWest Asia, in the name of demoeracy. That is why
Nixon often gllows, and even encourufes, pre~publicized open “demom=
eratic’ demenstirations on Vietnam, Such demonstrations objectively
serve his democratic pose znd epgression ageinst ggpresseé pecples.
The open "democratic” demonstration allows Nizon complete initiative.
He can eiher cite them as an example of democracy oOF ¢lub them zs
a danpger %o democracy. . X

Aviyene ‘siho understands the real nature of U.S. imperielism,
anyone whe grasps the imporiance of winning the right of self-
determinasion (the right to secaessioca) in the Black Belt and in
Puertc Rito wiil sericusly question ihe preposed SDS demonstraticn
on Vietnar in Chicago. SDS leaders expelled Progressive Labor
becsuse ol the latter's sabcluge and slender of national 1iberzation
gtruggles, 3ut SDS leesders themselves have not taken a serlous
self-critice. evelustion of their o¥n feilure to stecnd for the
right of seli-determination (rieht to secede) for Afrc-Americans in
the Black Beit. SDS leaders who are confused and smbivelent on
the right of Afro-Americans to land, arms and state power in the
Black Belt sermot effectively lead other whites in support of Vietnam
or other oppressed peoples.
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Strong sntl-imperialist support within the U.S, reguires leadsr-

ship which is honest end coursgeous enough to ask why Breshnev
end Meo have proven bankrupt on Vietnem, Which side do Mzo and
Breshnev rezlly fevor? Such leadership must esk if U.S., whites
can really stand for Vietnsmese self-determination while
cherishing U.S. imperizlist boundary lines in America? Such /
leedership must egk if five minute demonstrations in meny citles
are not more effective support to the Vietnemese then are opem
rublicized demonstretions in Chicego? Or are names 4in the peper,
encless couri trieis and personal publicity more important than
Vietpam?

e fier rolonged resister «Se r e
vmmﬁﬁ haﬁsbggnagdr_:geggdocggtrilemtignn%g %ﬁeUpgop%ggsi%ﬂi%emﬂfg.
We must learn from Chairmen Ho's mistakes and utilize his
pesitive contrlbutions to insure final end complete victory for
the Vietnamese people. When U.S. imperialism is finally destrcyed
the herole people of Veoetnam will always ocoupy a specizl plecs

of hegor in the hesrts of cur pesple and of £ll peopies,
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