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TROTSEYISE VERSUS STALINISM IN THE CUBAN REVOLUTION
By Joseph Hansen

( The following srticla is ir reply to Dlas Roca's attack against
Trotskylem published im the May 20 World Cutlock. )

Why did Blas Roca feel impslled to take up the cudgels zgainst Trotekylem?

He says that Trotsiyism, "in its politice and theory " is 2 "eorpse:" Wasn't
Trotskyism reduced to that state by the late 3tualin himself descdes ago; not
just onmce, but repeatedly, and not Just polemically, but with frame-up
trinls, deportations and executiona? Didn't both Erushchav and Mao in their
polemice finish the desd dog once again? Finally, wasn't the cadaver dis-
posed of so affeci vely by Fidel Castro in kis spesch of Januery 15 thet any
bope of itz ever being resurrected was ended once snd for 2117

What an unexpeoted sight,then, only thres mentha after Castrc'a spesch
ngainst Trotskylam, to see the Barl Browder of Cubza* rushing to the rescue
of the prime minlster, as if unexpected wesknesses had suddenly been oxposed
in ths January 15 speach - or unexpected life in the overkillad corpse.

Karl Marx, nnd Hegel before him, taught that wiat men propose - even the
most powerful and suthoritetive - often fails to be realized and, indeed,
can end in just the opposite of their aims snd intentions. This appears to
have been the casa with that ssctinon of Fldel Castra's January 15 speech
which was directed against the "Protskyites” and intended to consign tham
to eblivion.

by employing cld Stalinist slanders, long mgo exposed aa frame-upa, by
lumping opposites together - the method of amnlpgam typierel of Bteliniasz -
ky eachewing reasoned politieal argument, Fidel Castro's attack led 4o an
outcome utterly uncoxpectaed by the sdvisers whoe supplied the prime =infatar
with the =aterial he used in his speech. Three things heppened:

¥ EBlas Hoca became ‘gecratary general of the cuban Commund st ?EngEﬁiaTjT
if we remember correotly, shortly after Stalin initiated "popular frentisc"
in 1935+ Like his Amerlean counterpart, Blas Roca did much to advance
8talin'a elasg-collaborationist line, achieving enduring fame for a
conapiousus suooess = a coaldltion with Batiata- Tha rewvalution that

toppled the hated distator alap displaced the old C.F+ However, Blas Foon
has remained a prominent figure in Cuban politics, desplte the decline of
such nld-time fellow burssuerata as Anibal Bacalante. BHacently he served ==
editor of the officlal party publiestion Hoy until it was sipplanted by
Granma; and lsst Deotober he was named to the Seeretariat of the restructured
tommuniet Party of Cubz, which iz headed $ndny by Fidel Caatro.




(1) The slanderous charge that "Trotakyiam becames.. n vulgsr insztrument
of imperialism and reaction™ was not accepted. The days of tha Stalin cult
are gone. The de-Stalinisation process hae dsstroyed for ever the atmosphers
when such vile =ecusations need only be amsserted froz on high to be believed-
Castro's attack, on the contrary, provoked shock and dismay and led tr wide-
spread protests. The oditors of the Monthly Review cnly woiced the general
reaction in radieal eirclaz when they reoalled that "the accusation hes no
foundation whatever, as anyone who has serdously studied the hiatrry of the
communist movement sinece the Cetober Revelution must knew"; thet it wea "pre-

eisely this aoousatirn which provided the retiomaligation for tha Soviet
purge trisls of the 19 10'a": thet if "anything has been proved - md not least
by the Scviet gpoiverrment ffaell — it ia that the tricls wore ¢ shamplesa frame-
up”; and that Fidel Castro "should not deceive himself that ha can sway eny
but ecwards and syecphants by mere denunciation."

(2} Through the wide publieity it afforded and the sympathy it evnked for
tho slandered movement - undoubtedly tho most maligned in 211 history =
Castro’s attack had the umanticipated effect of atimulsating interest in the
cause of Trotskyism and attracting Purther attention to its authentic ideas.

(3) In the resulting discussion, the key issuss inw lved in +ha atback
began to emerge. They Bappen to be nf vital eoncern $0 every revwluticnary
soeinlist and erlonial freedem fighter: (a) What is the raturs of the rev-
clution new on the agenda in many countries, partioulnrly Latin America? Must
it first go through a bourgoois-desceratic stage under bourgoois leadership?
Or can a viotory be pmjected under tho loadership of o rewlutiorary=-sooinl-
15t perty that frankly espouses from the very beginning the noed to poae
sccialist tasks? (b) What is the role of prolotarian demooratic norms in the
revolutionary precess, inoluding free ddscussion and the exclusisn «f such
abeminations =8 slandering ¢r muzeling cppositional vigws? Are theae norms u-
tcpian, or are they really applicable and, in fact, a vital nooeasity?

These issues lie at the heart of the disputc rnd constitute its main
interest. We shall coneider them in the process of sralysing Blaz Hoon's
ecntribution in ‘detail.

AN EMERGENCY OPEATION

The basic content of Blas Broa's artiele im the May 1 isaus of Politden
merely recehoes the central theme of Caatra's attack: Trotskyise 18 "= yulpgar
instrument of imperialisz ard veacticn” - which itself was an echs of the
standard Stalinist slandera. He repcate the very phrmse insistently, ez if
mere repetition a number of timas by somecne as autharitative =z Flas Rooa
wruld make up for Castro's unacoountable fallure to make 1% astick.

There ares, however, acme lnstructive ddiffercnoes Dotwesn the two atiacka.
While, in Cagtrr's spesch, the terget wna the FouTth Interndst ionsl, you would
never know tht the safsrences wars o = fake "Pourth Internzticnal" st up by
ong J. Pogadsa. ©Captir did not even mentirn tha reme oFf Praadag. The connect-
irn of members of this group with the NE-13 guerrllle movement in Fustemsln
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was used to brand that movement as "infiltroted" by "Irotakyites" whom Castre
dubbed "agenta of irmparinlisn” under the general slanderrus chargs levallsd
againat Trotakyism ns suoch. Then independent journals, ~r tha jeurnel s nf argsn-
izatirns having no oonnection with Trotskylsm, were amolgamated with the fake
Pogadas "Fourth International" either because they raisad guesticns & cut
Guevara's leaving the Cuban prnlitical scene or because they publishad artieles
by Adelfnr Gilly, a rewlutionary-sccialist journalist, whose views nn scme
prints demonstrably eoincide with those ~f Posadas. In brief, Castm'e attack
raed & at deal like similar attacks made by Blag Hooa himaclf ag far back as
1961. ?gza, frr instance, Blas Erca's beok The Cuben Beyolutdinn or the pamph-
let I wrote in 1962, Trotskyism and the Cuban Rewoluticon - An Answer &0 Hoy.)

In contrast tc Castro's rriginal presentation of "Protekylen” as a single
movement, tha nature of whlch ocould be judged from statements judiciously
selected from the writings of the unnamed Prssdas, or the statements of a ereat-
ure of the UFL like Pelipe Albagusnte, whn was exposed in 1963 by the Untted
Secretariat of the Frurth Intermational, Blas Roea now presents "Pr-takydsm"
as " a medley of such oonfusicn, of groups and sub-groups, that aone Trotskyists
detiy that other Trrtakylats are Trotskyists." As & result, for ths first time
to my knowledge, Flas Booa delgns to identify Prsadss as the author of ssme of
the guotaticns which he finds sc useful. He refers to a genuinely Trvtskyist
newspaper, The Militant, for the first time, although in a vary pecilisr manner,
as we ghall see. And, ranging far and wide, he brings in The Fewsletter, the
newspaper nf the Sooialist Labcur League in Britain.

The purpose nf this procedure scon beccmes cbvicus. Hesperding o the
emergancy, Blas Roca is pleking up the pieces of Cestro's Jamary 15 attack on
Trotskyism and trying to bulld a better structure by using more bearda, stronger
glue, sturdier mortar to plaster the oracks ard a thick coat ~f demagngy to
pmint thinga up and dazzle the eye.

Thie iz a amall-secals replicz of the pattern Stalin frllewed in his
notoricus series of frame-up trials frem 1936 40 1938, Wher glaring contra-
dietions exprsed the falsifications of his prlitical pelice im a given Prame=up,
Stalin made wup for it by staging & bigger and more iwpising show trial. To usa
sudh metheds in an effert t forestall Castro from rectifying a serlous error -
due, we may suppose, to bad adviee = really injures the prastige and authcority
of the Cuban Rewolution; that is, if Bles Foca can get away with it-

SOME DENY CTHER3 ARE TROTSKEYISTS

New that he admits it invclves scmething broadar than the tiny Posadas
group, Elas Reeca sesks $o ridicule the Trotskyist movement by =aying that in it
such sonfusinn reigna "that srme Troteleyists dony that cther Trotakyista are
Trotskyists.” The argument cnly makee its author look rdiculouss Mtrarcaot=
icnarieas likewiso sneer at some Commundsta denying that other Communists sre
Commurdsts; and thay point to the polemics, which are net always modela of
comradeliness, between the Krushchevists, Macists, Titcdista ande e+ s Pideligtes.
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What would an independent-minded revrluticnist, who knews the pusiticns
of the leaders of the Cuban Revclution, say if someone argued liks Sl=a Roes
and grolly 40ld an audience that the Cuban leaders were "imperialist sgents,”
the procf being the avident confusion and mutusl recrieinations bacause of
d4fferent positions taken on crucisl issuss by the Communist capitals - ruch
as Bel rade's friendly attitude toward the Befanccurt-Leoni government in
gontrost &o Havana's hostility, E-osoow's class collsboretinnist attitude to-
wards T.-3. imperialiasm in enntrast tn Peking's intranaigence, grd Paking's
seckarian rejection of a united fromt in defense of the Vietmemese Revoluticon
in oontrast ¢o the appeals of all the others for a ecmmnn front? The revolut-
fonist weould shout that this iz utter nonsense and that ths Cubans hare thedr
own preiticns = very good prsiticns, as can be determined by reading their

declarations and judging their actions. To which the orator would respond
in the crushing style of Blas Boca: "What a Joke! Everyone in this medlay
glaimas to be a Communist, whatever they call sach other. I repesat what I
said about the Cuban leaders, no matter how much you squirm, and as proof I
have scrupulously copisd down the following stupidities from Heinhua on
the united front." S e

The truth is that Flss Baca belongs to the 3tslinist school which con-
siders any eritisal oppoaition to the menclothis line handed down from the
unchallengeable leader %o be & reflection of imperislist preassure, if not a
direct plot fomented by such sgencies as the CIA. That the revolution should
really be & "school of unfettered thought" i1s inconceivable to such osaified
buréaucrats, for in a revolutionsry party this involves the right to form
tendencies and factions; snd in a workers atate 1t means the right of the pro-
letarist to form a multiple party asystem so long as the warious partiea remain
basically loval to the rewvoluticn and 1te conquests. Democratic centraliam
means demooracy ln reaching declsions as well as centralism in carrying thez out.

To rise to the level of the great tasks it faces, a revoluticnary party
before and after coming te power requires the free play nf thought, not cnly
bocause this is the bost way to develop and 118t the Intellectusl level ef
its members gnd leaders, but becsusa it is the moat sfficient way of exploring
all posaible political wvariants and of reaching sclid decisions that truly
refleet reglity and thersby emable the revnlutionary party to intervens in the
national and international class struggle wost effectively. This view iz mnt
peculiar to Trotskyiam; it is as old as scientifie soeislism and constituted
the essence of Lonin's methnd of party bullding.

That sericus differsnces appeared in the world Communist movemont after
decades of Staliniast monolithism was in itself a progressive development.
Arising fundamentglly from the vietory of the Scoviet Union over German Imper-
laliem; the postwar advance of the ocolental vevolutiorn,; znd & balasnea of world
foroes favoring the socisliat camp, thess differonces have halped pare the way
for a resurgence of revglutiomary Marxism. What is bad is the absenocs of
provisiens, customs and instituticna to earry the disoussion of the differences
forward tc a demsoratic crmelusicn. And that lack refleots the oentinued
gxistence nf nerrow, self-serving buresuecratic interests that deliberately bloak
& normsl resnluticon of the differences thmugh the process of fres discussion.
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The Trotskyist movement 4id not remain unaffscted by the advencs of the
solonial revolution, by the commencement of de-Staliniszation, by the differ-
ences revolving around the 3ino-Soviet wnflict, and by cther events. In fact
the differentisl eonsequences of these dovelopmenta can easily be found in the
pesitions advooated by the warious tendemoies olaiming adhorence to Protakyiam.

& first-rate example of thiz was the impact of the Cuban Bevcluticn.
The overwhelming majority of the Trotakyists throughout the world ccnsidered
this to be the opening of the soocialist revolution in ths Western Hemisphere.
The appearance of a new lsadership, generated in the very process of a rev-
olutlen, untainted by Stalinism and imbued with revcluticnery detersinatica,
was hailed with immense enthusiasm. In the United Statez, the Scoinlist
Workers Party tock up the cause of the Cubsn Rewclution as its own and its
candidates put defense of revolutionary Cube as the first foreisn-prlioy plank
in their national election platform in 1960 and 1964. The Fourth Internetionsl
as a whole responded in the seme enthusiastic way. This common es*imate
provided one of the main grounda for the healing of a major split in the
world Trtskyist movemernt in 1963 - & split that nad lasted almcst ten years.

POSADAS AND HEALY

Twe groupinga, each of them representing small minorities, atood in
opposition and came to ccnsider thelr differences to be ao great as to trans-
cend thelr duty to adhere to the principles of democratic centralism. Ona of
these engaged in a split (Posadas of the Latin-Americar Pureau) and the other
rejected partleipation in the reunification of the world Trotskylst movement
(Healy -f the Sccialist Labour Leagus)-

Praadas,; an enargetie crganiger, had been developing rether sccentric
positions of his own insidethe movemsnt, snd cn gplitting he cast aaide 11
restraint. He advenced the idea that nuolear war ard revolution are synoncmous;
1.8, nuelear war will findsh capitalism but not socialism;: it is therefore
to be welcomed, and in fact cught to be initiated in = preemptive strike by the
Soviet Union. Amemg the varicus tendencies of the world Conmunist movemant,
Posadan expreszses affinity with Mac's thought, which, == he indicates with
satisfaction from time to time, often corresponds with his ovm "Brdillisnt"
analyses. Apparently he is convinced that Mac reads his speechea and repcrts.
The Posadas group eculd be dismissed as a rather bizarre oult, wera it nat for
the fect that it has a few followers in COuba, has contacts with the Cuateralar
Esarril_la mavenent, slaims to be the Fourth Internaticnal, and thus serves Jlas

‘¢ as & occrvenient olub with which to beat the "enrpas" of Tictakyiac.

The Healy group, reflecting British insularity, took the positicn that the
Cuban Rewvolution has not reached the phese of a workers atate, that Cubs re-
maine capitalist, and thet Castro 18 Just a dempgogue, if not worsa. *

F The "theoreticlans of the Socizlist Labour Leagie consider that thoir
abysmel ignorance of Latin-Amerdean politics endews them with the special
right to pontificate on the Cuban Rewsluticn. Haturally thiz offers sport
to Blas Hoea, whe chortles over such boners as their informing the Eritiah
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In this respect, the quctations selected by Blas Hoea werse acourate enough
reflections of Healylte views. It happens, however, thot Healy's positicn,
clearly a prime example of ultraleft seoctarian thinking, was thoroughly debated
by the world Trotekyite movement and overwhelmingly rejected ss not in scnaon-
ance with the reallty.

In prasenting Healy's nomsense about Cuba as the positicn of thes Fourth
International or The Militsnt, Bles Boos ia deliberately dishonest. I sy
this not a3 an epithet, but as an easily proved statement of fact. The very
article in the February § Newsletter from which Blas Roca quoted ends up with
an attack on the Socialist Workers Party for its position in relation to the
Cuban Bevolution and Fidel Castro.

Blas Rooa oould hawve brought in the oonflioting position of still
ancther group which claims to represent the Fourth Internationsl: a recent
minor split-off headed by Michel Raptis (Fablo). Apparently this did net fit
in with the impediate Jjob in hand. TUp tc now thia group has nct developsd
views rn Cuba differing distinetly from thnse of the Fourth Intermational.
Its differonoes are in other areas- It considers the de=2tolindzaticon process
tr be irreversitle and synon¥mous with democratization. In the Sinc-3oviet
gonfliet it favours Moscow over Peking and leans most strongly in the direct-
icn of Titolsm. The sharpest differonces with this group ccecurred cwar party-
building mathods, partioularly the chasrvanes ¢f demccratic cantrnlism.

BLAS RUCA'S WONDERFUL "FROOFS".

Let us now consider Blas Rece's argumentation on how the Trotakyists
allegedly serve as "very actlve auxiliary forces2 in the effort of the Yankee
imperialists " to destroy the prestige and aithordty" of the Cubm Revolutirn.
He sesks to prove thiz by citing published statementsz by Fosadas ssleoted to
ecoinclde with the timing of verious piratical forays fomented or spglneered by
the State Department of the CIA. Fosadas coordinstes his statemants, if we are
tc believe Blas Hoea, 30 that they appear in published form " as always" to
"soineide with the intensification of the attacks of the imperialists...”

Poesn't this scund like the red-baiting formulas of a ocmlo bock? Must
we really submit this kind of argument to sericus analysis?

(1) What about the declaraticns made by Posadas between piratical forays?

™4 they fluctuate markedly in the dirsction of a friendly tore? If they did
not, if Posadas mainteined a uniformly eritical position, then his declarat-

isns were not timed t¢ coineide with the piretiesl foraya - end Blas Rooca'a

publie that the indspendernt weekly Marchs cof Monteviden is an Wargan of the
ultraleft Posadas group-" For those hardy souls who try to kesp up with The
Hewsletter this ias but amother sed instance of the notorioue unreliability of
this publicaticn in handling such pedestrian things az fagte. Put what should
we say them of The Worker,the voice of the dmerican fommunist Farty, which,

in 148 January 2%,1%56,issue, prirted a dispateh from its Bavane correspond-
ent listing Mercha as a "Spanish Trotskyite weakly''?




gasge falls tc the ground.

{E} 1f Prsadas' purpose was to undermine the prestige and suthcority of the
Cuban Revolutinn, why did he make such self-destruotive declarationa? Ths
very auctaticns carefully selected by Blas Roca are devsstating - to Posadas.
Head the sentences transcribed by Blas Rosa from the article or repoart by
Fosadasz on the dissussions on architecture: "No congress of architecture canbe
posed without the war. It iz ineanity." And so forth and s¢ on. Even Elas
Roca i3 crmpelled to admit that the leng text is "extremely confused and at
times incomprshensible." He is oompletely correct. The utterances of
Posadas damage only the prestige and autheority of the author.

The alternatives are inescapable: Blther Posadas appesrs bisarre to all
who read such declarations, or the intellsetual level of the Cuban cadres
{2nd the cadres of the Latin-American revclution as n whele) 12 so ineredibly
low that they can be ewept off their feet by axtremely confused and at timea
inoomprehensible nonsense. Does Blas Rooca hold to the latter alternative?

Porsonglly, 1t pleased =e 4c ses Elas Rosa guoting so externsively from
Posadas while at the same time clearly indisating who the author wzs. Ona
could only wish that Blas Roca would be more homest about indicating that
this is & small seat and not the voice of the Fourth Internatioral.

ls Blas Roca more fortunate with his quotations from The Newsletter:
He azzerts that the nature of The Newsletter poeiticon "explains ths ecineid-
ence between the most bragen attacks of Trotskylst propaganda with the
piratical aggressions of the Yankee imperialists against Cuba"; but he does
not even try to indicate any coincidence in datez as he does in the case of
Posadas. PFlas Hoca relies on barefaced assertlon amd the impact of the out-
rageous theoretleal and politieal positions wolosd by The Kewzletter-

We would like to know in greater detail from Blasz Roca, howsver, sxactly
how The Newsletter proved to be a "very active auxiliary forea" in ths offorts
of the Yankee imperialists. Oan he name any group in 211 Latin Americs thet
has besn influesnced by The Newsletter? We shall po further: UTan he nare a
gingle gerson in sll of Latin America who ponsiders himself a partisan of °
The Wewsletter? The truth is that the position of The Newsletter on the
Cuban Hevolution is in such utter centradiction to the Teality that the Healy
group stands in absclute isolation. I%ts position on Cuba doesn't play the
dirty game of imperislism, as Blaz Roca maintains; it only plays into the
hands of Blas Hooa. Even the helf dozen admirers of tha Sccialist Labour
League to be found in the United States consider that Hesly is sompletely
wrong on this subject. They sedulously sesk other reasonz for preising him.

Wa thus come to & key gqueation. Is this the best that Blar Hoea ean do
in trying to bolster mnd shore up the contention that Trotakyiam ia a "vulgar
instrument of imperdalise and reaction"? The enswer iz yes- That's the
bast he can do-




SOME TELLING OMISSIONS

Two cmissions from Blas Tooa's liast are truly telling. The first is the
Fourth Internaticnsl. He does not offer a single guotation from the genulne
publications of the Fourth International.- In =ll ite declarations - md thare
are many of them - he could not find a 2ingle phrase thet lent ifself to his
work! The resson is simple. The Fourth Intermational espoused the cause of
the Cuban Revolution from the very beginning, hos ehargetically particlpated
in its defense, and haa pointed - apain and egalr to the Cubsn Revolution
as one more mighty verificatiom of the validity of Trotsly's theory of the
permanent revolution. That is why Blas Roca found nothing to say about the
mein ptresm of tha Trotskylst movement vhen he set out to do his smear joh.

The othsr omission ia the 3ocialist Workers Party. If Trotskyism becams
a "vulgar instrument of imperislism and reaction" and the Trotskyiasts are
"very active suxiliasry foroces" in the efforts of the Yankee imperisliata to
destroy the prestige and suthority of the Cuban Revelution, the moat orushing
proof surely ought to be found in the imperialist U.S.a. itself. And this
should be a1 the sasier, one should imagine, becauss there iz absolutely no
question about who representa Trotskyisp in the United Statea - it 18 the
Socialist Workers Party.

DMd Elas Eooa fall to sesrch here for evidence” We doubt it. He or
his dmerican co-thinkers combed the pages of The Militant ard the Intermation-
al Boolalist Review,the public deelarationa of the imerioan Trotekyista and
their pamphlets and their books, looking for somathing thet could be used in
the attack against Trotskylsm. They oould rot find a single sentenca:

The truth 1s that among the radical groupings in the United States, the
record of the Socialist Workers Party is unimpeachable and outatanding; so
outstanding, in fact, that BElas Hoca hissslf has been wvery cauticus about
attacking it even when pinned down on the subject. For ipnatance, in June of
1962, Blas Roce did a smear job on Trotskyism in Hoy, utiliszing guotations
from Posadas {wh-::m he 4id not nama as the uuurca]l in the now familiar way.
But only a féw months before that, in its April 16,1962 issue, the National
Guardian printed an exclusive interview in which Blas Rooa was asked if he
weloomed 4o the ranks of Cuba's friends and partisans in the U.8. "peopls
of any oriantation, for esmmple Trotskyists..."

Elas Rooa equivoocated somewhat but obviously felt that he could noth
openly attack the Americen Trotskyists- "I am not well sequalnted with those’
who cell themselves Trotskyists in the U.3.," he said. "We are zeparated from
Trotakyiets in genersl by fundamental pointe of view, and from scme in part-
icular by their actions z2 snemies-. DBut I think that all in the U-5- who
sincerely defend and support the Cuban revolution, and the right of self-
determination of the Cuban and other Latin American pesples, do a worthy TRy~
olutionary Jjob and we value them whatever their jdeslogical contepts may be."

The Militant has consistertly printed the main declaratione of Fidel
Castra and Che Guevars despite the limited nusber of pages at its disposal




end is a well-known source of truthful information about the Cuban Revolution.
4t the big turns like Flaya Giron asd the 1962 "Cardibbean Crisis," The
Militant went all out in defense of the Cuban Revolution and denuncintion of
american imperialism. It d4id this, not from cutside the country, but insids
the imperiallast monster itself. .nd its record of ectivity in defense of Cuba
is superior to that of Blas Hooa's aister organization, the .merican

Communist Party.

The record of The Militant ia so irreproschable in this respeot,that
Blas Roca was apparently pusszled as to how to smear it. His soluticn was the
frame-up technique of the smalgam. He took the ultraleft sectarian position
of the Sooialist Labour League, which the Sociglist wWorkers Party had opposed
80 vigorously asz to drive Haaly to split from the Fourth International, =and
quoted it in eclose asscointion with references to The ¥Militart. To prove how
deliberately this was done it is only necessary to take the Jarmary 31 issue
of The ¥ilitant in which we first responded to the attaci in Castro’s Jan.15
speech, compare it with the February 5 issue of The Hewslatter,which daals
with the same subject, ineluding an attack on the Socialist Workera Farty,
and then check how Blas Roos pasted these oppesites together in his article.
It is an example for the taxt-books on the polemical methods of the Stalinista.

EVADES CHALLENGE OF THE "MONTHLY REVIEW".

There ia atill another remarkable omissicn. When Blas Roeca wrote his
artiole, he had before him a copy of the April fssus of the Wonthly Review
which contains the stand taken by the editors Leo Huberman and Paul H.Bweszy
on Uastro's January 15 speech. Yot he does not say s word about the Monthly
Review or the very important issuss raised by the two editors. He acts as if
he had never heard about the deduction made by the Honthly Heview concerning
advisera who possibly supplied Fidel Castro with the cateris] used in
attacking"Trotskyism."

The proof that Blas Roca had this issue of the Monthly Review befores him
isy I think, compelling. In hia article, he quotes the following sentonce
written by Adolfo Gilly, but without indiceting its source: " The vertie-
inous politiocal evolutiom of the Cuban leadership inm recent months confirms
the cpinion thst it is true that they hawve either assassinated Gusvare or
that they are restraining hin by some means or other from expressing himsslif
politically." The source of that quotation is page 29 of the April, 1945,
issue of the Honthly Beview Thiz is the same iasue that contained the edit-
orial statement by Leo Huberman snd Paul M.3weeszy. (We shall return to
the guestion of Guevara.)

Blas Roca failed to refer to the fcnthly Review in order tc facilitate
evading the cardinel politiocsl lssues. This 1s the sams pattern follewsd by
Gus Hall, the main spokesman of the American Communiat Party, in his response
to the stand taken by the onthly Review. (2es World Outlock, May 6.)
Huberman and Bweezy challenged Fidel Castro on the "agly and perhsps ozinous”
agpect of his spesch in which he charged that Trotskyists are "apents of
imperialism.” " It was precisely this scousation which provided the
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retionalization for the Soviet purge trials of the 1930'; " they said. Fidel
Castro has not yet responded to the ohallenge issued by the Monthly Review.
Blas Rooa chose to step forward instead. But he remained silent about the
reference to the Moscow trials.

Does he 3till support the "rationalization" used in purging Btalin's
opponents or possible opponents? Does he think the Sovist govermment undsr
Krushchey waz wrong in adding to the mountain of evidence proving that
Stalin frared up his victims? He doss not say.

However, we see that he prooeeds as if 3talin hed been virdicated.
Thereby he provides a sost 1lluminating insight into the nature of some of
Fidel Castro's advisers and offers confirmation of the reasoning of the
editors of Monthly Review, that to revive the accusation used in the Moscow
trials 1z a "sure sign of either ignorance or salice" and that in thias matter
" the malice oomes from advisers who never abandoned the sttitudes and
methods which underlay the trials.”

THE QUESTICH OF CHE FIEVARA

Without naming the Monthly Revlew, Blas Hooa does attempt an answer on
Che Guevara's disappesramce from the Cuban political scene. "Pidel,” said
the MR editors, "should be under no illusions that only imperdalists end their
agents are interested in Che's fate.” They expressed the hope that Castro
would soon clear up the mystery, but they asked: Ts Fidel Castro aware of
the real idsues at steke in the usvars affair? And does he realise that
every day's dslay in olearing up the mystery brings anxlety and doubt to
honest revolutionaries everywhere and joy to their enemies?"

Blas Hosa simply repeats the accusations made in Castro's speech = the
sole interest in the matter sllegedly lies with the Yankes imperdialists,
whose "wery active suxiliary forcaa” spread all the contradictory rumors
about Che Guevara in order to undermins the prestige and suthority of the
Cuban revolution. The letter from Che resd by Fidel last October was
absolutely "definitive” for "gemuine revolutionaries," says this
preatigious authority.

Blas Hooa takes up only ome new point, a peint which I heprened to
edvance in the article publiszhed in the Janwary 31,1%66, Militant, from
which Blas Roca quotes several timea. On the sssumption, which I zeceepted,
that Castro +old the truth sbout Guevara's taking a new assigoment, I sallad
attention to ths dispropertion in that part of Castro's spasch. If it was
true that imperisliss wa:z making a big and damaging campalen against the
Cuban Hevolution by raising gquestions about Guevara's disappearsnoa, thon 1%
was cospletely out of keaping to use this as a springbeard for an implaus-
itle attack on "Trotskyisz", which would only prove divisive in the revolut-
iomary movement and would be rejectad by the majority of today'a
ravolutionary vanguard. COn the other hand, 1t would have been devostating
for Che Guevara to imitate Mark Twain and write a letter of greetings to the
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Trisontinental Conference indiesting that the mumors about his death ware
gerogaly exngperatod.

Here is Blas Roca's rasponse: "But in wiew of the facts, of what use
would it have been? If befors, with the last letter from Che, read by Fidel
himself, the slanders snd meliodous spesulations of these slements not only
4id not cease but multiplied, wouldn't they have responded in the same way to
g new lettar?! Ap if the corntent snd style of such a letter would not be
sufficient to establish its authentioityl

This is Hlas Roca's answer not only to The Nilitant but to Monthly Review,
both of which ralsed the question from the viewpoint of honest revolutionar-
ies eoncerned =bout the welfare and prestige of the Cuban Hevolution. Doaa
Bles Roea really think that the matter ean be disposed of with the apithat
Mmperialist agenta"? That kind of answer is alarming.

Since Blas Roea wanta it that way, there ls 1ittle choice but to raise
some further guestions:

(1) Does Che Guewara know about.the speculation over his disappearance
from the public scens in Cuba? Yes or no?
Ezg If he dces not know, how is this to be explained?

3) If he does know, why doea he fail to respond to the concern of his
comrades and frienda? Why doesn't he indicste to the world that sverything
is all right with hin? At the soment, what single act by him could conceiv-
ably be of greater assistance to the Cuban Revolution?

Blas Roca becomss most effusive in praising the "stout and beleved

comandente of our revolutiornary war", Che Guewvars, and in defonding him froo
the alleaged slanderous attacks of the Trotskyleta who, we are told, ssek to
pit him againat Fidel. But Che's opinion of the Trotskyists is quite
different from the view contained in the slanders put indo Castro's January
15 speach. I noted this in the artiele in The Militant which Blas Reoe cited.
Blns Roca ignored the paragrapha quoting the tribute paid by Che Gusvers %o
the Peruvian Trotskyist peasant leader, Hugo Bluinco, who has been bald 4rp
prison at Aresguipa without trial for three yeara. HNeither Guevara's tribute
nor the picture of a Trotskylst leader rotting in a Peruvian jail for the
"erime" of leading e peasant struggle can easily be fitted inte Blas Rooca's
slandarous picture of Trotskyism as & "vulgar instrument of izparialism
and reaction."”

While Blas Roea 45 answering the quostions eskad him above about Che
Fipvara, he might tell usz also 17 he thought the atout and belcved cocaad-
ante 4id wrong in paying tribute $o Hugo Blance. BSpeak up, Bias Hozs,
you hawve the floor....

ADOLFO CILLY AND LEJ EBERNARD

Blas Hoca singles out as one of his targets, Adelfo Gilly, and he tries
to maks something out of the fact that "other Trotskyists" should beth
"defend” him and "denigrate him and his group." "It eesme atrangs,” says
Blas Hoea. "..Put this is in perfect harmony with the fundamentally
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confusionist and provooative role of Trotskylsm."

and in the very week that Blas Roos's mrticle slandering ddolife Gilly
in the foulest way appearsd in Mexico City in Folities,Adolfo Gdlly was
arrested by the Mexican police and held without bail becsauss the charges were
so seriocus that he might receive more than a five-yoar sentence. And what
are the charges? That he engaged in = "Communist conspiracy™ to ovarthrow
the Maz Ordaz government; that he was invelved in such "crimes" as aseking
to organize protost demonstrations against the vizit of President Johnsen!

Whers does Blas Hoos stand in this? With the witeh-hunters snd red-
btaitera of the corrupt Mexican bourgeoiais? Or with the victin? We hope
that Blra Roca will take s correct stand in this and express sclidarityr in
the defenss of Adolfo Gllly and the other victims, despite his political
differences with them.

Doz a stand like that seem"strange"™ It is perfsctly comprehensible to
gvery militant. dnd in the same way, the stand of ¥onmthly Review in disagree-
ing with Adolfo Gilly's negative appreciation of the Tricontinental Conferecnca
and hiz estimate of Fidel Castro's opurse, while apreeing with him on other
igsues, is completely ratiomal and undarstandahls. The position of moat
Trotakylats toward Adolfo Gilly is not fundamentdly different. They consider
that he has made valugble Journ=listic contributions: st the same tice, inso=-
far as he is influended by the views of Posadas on some issues, they would
like to see him take a more independent course. Ko matter how nistaken they
might think him 4o be in his views, thoy would unarmdmously reject with
indignation the 3talinist slander thet he iz an "imperislist agent."

If Blas Hoea chooses not to undarstand this, perhaps another ease will
gink hosmes I hed barely begun this reply when the newsz cmme Trom Detrolt
that an ultrarightkst, racist-minded gummen had entered Eugene V. Dabs Hall
the loecal headquarters of the Boeinlist Workers Party, to kill some
"Communists." Ho ordered three young antiwar fighters there, cne of whom
belonged to the Young Soccislist Alliance and two to the Boeislist Workers
Party, to lins up sgainat the wall. He thon pumped nine bullets into them,
killing Leo Bernard and critically wounding Jen Gerrett and Weitar Greham.

Ag Btaughton Lomd said: "Leo Bermard is the first person in the peaco
movement %o be murdersd.” I do not know whether this palitiecsl aszassination
was reported in the Cuban press or what stand Flas Rooa took on 1t. In the
United S8tates the entire antiwar movement hes rellied in A apontansous ex-
pression of szaliderity in fece of $his murderouws blow ptruck agelimst the
movement as a whole-

The Communist Party,U-8-4-, Bade an officis} stotament Moy 15 asz
follows:

"The deliberate politiecal murder in Detrolt, Michigan, on May 18, of
Lep Bornard of the Scoialiat Workere Farty and the shocting of Jen Edwand
Garrett and Welter Graham of the Young Scolalist Adlisnce in an attempt to
kill them i2 a shocking ocnsequence of the anti-Communist campaign of tha
ultra=Right. Thess three young men who ware sotive in the strugele to ond ths
war in Vietnsm are also vietims of tha domestiec hatred enpendared by the mar-
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‘EQLEEE"E-

"For the past seversl momtha the murderer had planned 'to kill soms
Communists!' On Marsh 3rd, the Detroit police were warned thet this waa the
plan of this political hoodlum and did nothing about it. The Fedaral
agencies wers told & out the murder plan before Mnreh 3rd. by a sonsulate in
New York snd 2id nothing about it sxcept to tell the Detrolt polica. The
murderer lined up his viotims and started shocting with a shout,'You are all
Commurdists.' This is eold=blocded politieal murder 2nd all who have
responsibility must be ealled to account.

®Phis purder is related to the ultra-Right action crganlsstion of anti-
Commurdst hoodlums in Detrolt known as 'Breakthrough' which tried %o break up
a meeting in Cobo Hall on May 6th. at which Gus Hall was ths mdn speaker. On
that ceconsion, enme who trisd to break inte the meeting sarried a loaded 35
revolver with obvious intent to use it. That outfit gets ite politieal
direction from the Birchitas.

"This is alsc related to the bombings of the Cormunist Party head-
quarters building in New York, the bombing of the bookstorss in Detreit, Los
Angeles and Chicago, the bombing of the DuBois headquarters in Ban Francisca
and the Vietnam Day heedquarters in Berkeley, the acts of arson in Chieago
and Indisna, the death threats through the mails snd by telephone in various
oities = all of which are known to city and Federal anthorities wha do nething
about them. The Detroit murder must serve to halt this brand of terror in
our politieal life. All who advocate peace, democracy and politieal fresdon
hawve the responsibility to spesk up and strengthen these struggles."

Dorothy Healy, the Southern Cslifornia chairmen of the Gommuniat Farty,
voiced the following opinion:

"The monstrous murdsr of Leo Bernard and the wounding of Jan Garrett =
and Walter Grahss i3 a direct outgrowth of anti-Communist hysteria. This
anti-Communism, whkich provides the justification for military aggression in
Vietnss and domestie repression at home, has taken the 1life of Leo Barmami
just nz it haa killed the Vietnamese fighting for indsperdernce. &1l Aserdicans
Pighting 4o end the war in the Mekomg Delta and those fighting for freedom in
the Missisaippi Delta should Jein in demanding an end te the hysteria winich
produced this sttack on mesbers of the Scolalist Worksrs Farty."

We leave it to BElaz Foeca to fit these statecents into his slander sbout
the Trotskyists being " very metive auxiliary foreea"of Ameriem imperialism
when in reality they are rescgnized by friend and foe alike as "very active”
ir oppesition to its "dirty wara" in Vietnam, Smbo Doningo and Guba. No
doubt Blas Hoca will zay nothing, Even silver-tonpued orators sometimes find
that silence iz golden.

DO COMMUNISTS BTAND FOR DEMCCHACY?

For a genuine revolutionary Marxist, it is not sufficient to determine
that a position is "opportunist", or "ultraleft", or "spotarian'. The reascn
why sincers and intelligent revoluticnaries can sometimes be found in any af
the various blird alleys leading away from the road
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to socialism must be elueidated. Scoiclogical reasons may be found, such as
+ies %o the middle e¢lass or tha preasure of a bureaucracy or caste. :

Even if the analysis iz earried far enough to reveal these underlying
souraes, a grain of truth may nevertheless be found lurking in their political
nositions. That is one reason why a figure of the siature of Lenin did not
brush aside sinoers revelutionista wha argued for a position he disagreed
with. His lmguage could be foreceful - yery forceful - of sourss, but hs
nevertheless engaged in a ressoned discussion and he did not haaitate %o
appropriate scmothing of value in an opponent's position. In the hands of
Lenin, proletarisn democracy was a genuine revolutionary tool.

It was injurious to the Cuban Revolution to mussgle the Fosadas group.
Blas Roca quotes frem the "mimecgraphed newspsp er which was printed in Cuba
by an organized Trotskylst group after the triumph of the of the Revolution
with the sssistance of Posadas and Adelfo Gilly." Ha does not mention that
the newspaper was mimecgrapoed becauae they were dended the uae of a presa.
He does not add thet even the mimeopraphed newspaper was put cut of business
through the arrest and izpriscmment of those who produced and distributed it-
Was the Cuban Revolution so weak ldeglogisally that it was incapable of
answering the arpuments of even a Posadas?

It may have seemed troublesome to pay attention to tha"long, extrezely
confuszed and at times incomprehensible” articles or reports by J. Posadas
shich sonstitute the man grist of his e=mgll propagands mill. No doubt there
are youth in Cuba, howsver, who might hawve liked %o argus i+ -out with tha
followers of Posadas as = way of sharpening their own thought ard advaroing
their revolutionary education. The overhsad ecost of suppressing ths group was
rather high, for it gave substance to the false charge that tha Ouban Reval=-
ution is going the way of the Bussian Rovolution;i.e. iB becoming 3taliniged.

Particularly in the United States where 3talinism has done unteld
damage to the revolutionary socialist cause, the suppression of tha Posadas
group d4id injury to Cuba. Thers ware few campuses where the viglation of the
demooratic rights of the FPosadas group was not thrown at defendsra of the
Cuban Revolution-

It 4is all the more brutally unfnir of Blas Roca to tax ths Fosadas
group with unwarranted eriticisma of Fidel Castro in view of the unwerranted
wiolation of demoecratic rights of thet group. From their own experience they
same to the ognolusion that they had been given a raw deal =nd there are
others whe would agree on this, despite the deepest repugnmee for their
politiesl positions. The treatment of the Fossdas group dezonstrated that
as yet the Cuban Revolution has not eveolws:i institutional forma providing for
the free expression of dissident cponion within the frecework of loyalty to
the Revolution. This iz a8 grave weakness.

The mistake of the 3oeianlist Labour League arises from the ineapacity
of its insular-minded leadership to recocgnise a rvevolutiorn when they see ons-
This 43 guite a condemnaticn of their theoretical and politieal capacitias
and signifies their doom as a visble movement. But there ia cne kind of
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revolution they would deign to recognize (we hope) 4f they saw it. That is a
revolution that organlsed workers power through soviets (or councils) and
followed the norms of prodetarian demcorsoy laid down by Lenie in State and
Heyolution. OSince the Cuban Revolution has not yet achieved soviets, the 3LL
denies that a prolestarian power exists in Cubs. From this they deduce that
oapitalism sust still be in power, no matter what measures have been under-
taken end no matter what anybody says. They are, of wurss, mistaken. Thair
inaisfence on converting desocratic normme into criteris marks them as seactar-
ians; and their opposition to Cuba's revoelutionary govermment, desplte its
obvlously tremendous achievements, shows that they are ultreleftists like
Posadas. They are even less sericus than Posadsz, however. The entirs
oclondal world remains largely = closed book to them. They are not really
interested in it. They are quite contemt to wvegetate in their placid 1littls
ialand where not even the cops carry guns. FPeriodicslly they ammounce grand-
iose plans atout "reorganiszing” the Fourth Internstional and saving it froo
the"degenaration” Brought about by such things as its support for the Cuben
Revoluticn and the Castro team.

Beverthelesz there is & kernel of truth in thsir seiticism which must
be recognised. Ouba doss not yet have a soviet form of govermment. And this,
too, 18 & grave weakness.

The mainstresm of the world Trotskyist movement has held since the
beginning that the Cuba Revolution ie inherently the most democratic sinos
the Ugtober 1917 Bevolution in Ruasia. EBrildence for this abounded in the
early years. The blockade and amed aggression mounted by imperialism cut
scro2s this tendenoy and prevented it from flowering. For instancsa, the
humanist Cuban leaders abolished the death peralty but had to reinstate it in
face of the murderous forays and bombings organized by the Ouban counter-
revolutionaries financed, armed and instigated by the CIA. Under the tight-
ening grip of the imperdiallist Blockade Cuba necesgarily taok some of the
characteristics of a beleaguered fortress - #hick is not exactly = gresn-
houase for the development and obseryance of the morms of proletarian

demooracy. 4nd still the Cubm Revolution remsined remarkd: ly free of the
buresusratic sickneas that wresked such havoc in the Joviet Union. When the
buresueratic danger became ascute in 1952, the fancus move sgdrat Anfhal
Escalante and his c¢ohorts was undertaken.

The Cuban lesders have indicated their awarensss of the weakness in the
Revolution on the side of politioal institutions and havae expressed thelr
intention may times of moving ahead inm thie field. They hwra nade tentative
experiments and have registered real progress in the construotion of the
Communist party of Cuba. Put they 2till have & oconsiderable distmpe to trayel
bafore it need no longer be said thet every iwmportant polioy hingez cn the
declalens and the 1ife of a aingle leader. The slownesa of the process of
setting up demcoratic institutions of preletardian rule in Cuba iz of
conoern to meny supporters of the Cuban Revolution tesides the world

Trotekyiet movement.
BOURGEOIS OR SOCTALIST REVOLUTIONS?
We come finally to what is really at ths bottom of the attack apgsinst
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"Protakyisa®. Blas Roca intimates it in his sneering references to the"super-
revolutionary” langusge of the Trotsiyists. You would think ws ware atill
tar> in the thirties wher the Blas Rocas were dafending the Stalinist (not

Lep:nist) "thesis of the possibility of the triumph of acoialism in one
soiitry" as against the Trotskyist position that the very defenas of the L=
seninTdat gehievements of the October Revolution required tha exwtension of

the ~avolution and its oulmination in an international revolution thet would
£ima71v establish soelalism in the industrislly advanced espitalist countrieas.
The correctness of the Trotskyist position has been confirmed by reality -

in the extension of the revelution intg Bestern Burope, in the toppling of
grpitalism and landlordism in Chine, #nd last, but by no means lapst, by the
ravolution in Cuba itself, only 90 miles from the world's major capitelist
POWET.

A singls additional sooinliast revolution in Latin dmerica today could
and the iselation of Cuba from the Amerdican continent at ons blow and agaurs
the rapid spread of revolutions throughout the Americas. [Hever has the
Trotakylet program hed such reality as today. This ia precisely what the
Blas Rooas, representing the miserable remnanta of Stglinism in the Western
Hemisphere, fear and are seeking to klock.

Consider the following partagrapha from Blas Roea's article, in which he
tries to come to grips with Trotslyism:

"With ultraleft slogana and calls for the immediste reaiisgetion of the
sondinlist revolution, they isclate thils movement from the massez, they cut
thair rosd of developesnt. With no 1ittle frequency they volnt te socislist
Cuta; but in 1958 the Hebel Army did not proclaim the socielist revelution,
i4 united the people in the praeticsl strugegle to overthrow Batiata's
tyvranny and to deatroy his mercenary army which served to support him and
which was the instrument of necenlonislism and sall the reactionary sccizl

foroes’

Whatever guotations Hlas Hoca may find in the grticles and reports of
J. Posadas, the Trotakyists ‘do not eall for the "immadiete reslization of the
socialist revolution." This is a cariloaturs, like the Stalinist earicature
of forser docades which claimed that Trotsky'a theory of permemant revolut-
ion meant "simultansous revolutions" everywheore.

"The Trotskyista," continues Bles BEoon, "like +o say that the measures
of soolaliszt trapaformation were taken in Cuba under the pressure of the
masses; what they are not even capdble of understanding is that ths reyelut-
ionary leadership under the guidancs of Companero Fidel Castro prepared
each atep and took 1t 1n consonsmce with the same ptete of consciousneas
which they hed created in the mmases. In 1965 the proclamaticn of soeialism
would have divided the country; in April 1351 the maszes unanimously
supported the deslaratien of Uompansrs Fidel Castro on the sceialist
gharacter of our revolution and carried it to viotory, with their blcod, aon
the beaches of Flaya Giron. "

dpcording to Blsas Roca, "The Trotskyists like o say..." 4gadin, it i3
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Posadas who likes to Bey- The desizive slesment in the vietory of the Cuban
Revolution was unquestionably the lesdership provided by Fidel Casztro., who
syyeceaded in overooming the long default in leadership due to Sfalinleta like
Hlas Rooa, by-passing them from the left. HWaturally the masses respended. 3¢
did the Trotskyists and many other genuine revoluticnists on an international
acrle. But Blas Roca's reference to Posadss here is only part of the smcks-
screen under which he advances a line ip cppositicn to the line followed by
Fidol Castro up to mow of revolutionary struggle and declared sooialist aima.

Blas Roga's 1line, as indicated in these paragrephs, is ths same line as
the one advanced by the U.5.Communist spokesman,Gus Hall, in his critisisa
of Monthly Review. It 1s tho concept that the revolutionary process in
industrially underdevelopad countries sust go thpeeugh two separats stages,

a bourgecis—democratic stape led by the progressive-minded bourgsoclsie and a
later stage in which the revolutionary leadership of the proletariat csn come
forward. The concept is the one advanced and defended by the Hensheviks in
opposition to both Lenin and Trotsky. Something more is involved, however,
than just a long outmoded soncapt.

I do not deny that in 1959 a "prooclamation of sccialism" in Cuba would
have bsen widely misunderatood. The reason had rothing to do with the nlasa
character of the developing revolution. It was due to the enermous disoredit
brought on the very name of soclallsm or communis= by the record of Stalinism
in the Scviet Union and in Cubs where the Communist Party supported Batista.
A "proclamation of socialism” would have been misunderstood as a
"proclamstion of Btalinism".

It was correct of Castro to avoid that misunderstanding: to which we
should add that Castro himself had been repelled by the record of the
Communist Farty and d41d not yet consider himself a Marxist. Imstead of
developing around & proclaimed program of soclaliam, ths revolution moved
forward under a3 slogan of actlon; namely, amed struggle against Batiata. And
even on this level, the Communizt Party under Blas Roon's leadership failed
miserably, ettacking Costro's movement as adventurist and putschist.

The truth is that Blas Roca's line, of avoiding the "superrevoluticnary
lan gusge® of socialism, of advancing the concept of two atages, had already
been tried out in Cuba and had been found wanting, t» sey the least-

Un Dacember 4,1939, the Cuban Communist Party nominsted its candidste
for the office of president. His rame? Colonsl Fulgercio Batists, the Chisf
of 3taff of the Cuban armed forees. Blag Rooa and his fellow Stelindst
leaders backed Batista because they considered him to be = "mar of the paopla”,
a good bourgeois democrat, s lesder of the "first stage" of the revolution.
And Bstiszta rewarded his Communiat Party supperters by giving them posts
in his cabinat.

without this eceslition, Batista could never have gotten into a positicon
to establish his bloody dictatorship:. There were two stzges all right. Two
atages of a countarrevolution. In the firat stage, the revolutionary forces
were hoodwinked mnd duped into supporting s bourgeois democrat - a flgure
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1ike Bukarmo or Chiang Eai-shek, who was also touted by Stalin in the "firat
gtage." In the second stage, the ravolutionary forces wars decimated as the
sounter-revolution consolidated its dictatorship. This tragic proceas was
duplicated in Brazil two years sgo wher Goulart was pletured as the good
bourgeois demcorat on whom all relisnce should be placed in stage numbsr ona.

The Cagkslo Branoo coup d'etst in April, 1964, demonstrated in the most
amphatic way that the line of tha "two stage” revolution is still quite
papatle of paving the way for a "two stage" counter-revolution. This lesson
has been freshened since Ootober, 1965, with the blood of hundreds of
thousands of Comrunists in Indonesia. If Bles Roca's line is aspplied alse-
vhere in Letin Amsrica, it will most certainly guarantee sngther defeat as it
did in Cubs in Batista's day, in China in 1925-27, Indonesia in 1965 and
meny other countries where it has been tasted.

The question then comes up! can & successful revolution be organized a-
round & mers slogan of action, as happened in Cuba under Castro? To anawer,
yes, implies two things: (1) The indigenous bourgseisia and their ipparialiat
baoksrs have learned nothing from the Cuban sxperience. (2) The masses in
Latin America have learned nothing from the Cuban example of going forvard
to the mocialist stage - in other words, "sosialiss" still has not recovered
in their outlock from the terrible disoredit brought on it by Btalin and
his hapd-picked lieutemants liks Blaza Roca.

Both conclusions are wrong, in my opinion. Jmerican imperinlism and
its stooges are far resdier to act in the most viclent way st the first aign
of & revolutionary uphesval, no matter what attempts are mads %o disguiae it.
Johnson's ocoupation of Santo Dominge and the repressive measures taken
against the Paruvian guerrilla fighters in the past ysar are proof encugh
without adding the lesson of Johnoon's esealation of the war in Vietnas.

On the other hand, the Cubsm Revolution has had en immense effect on
popular conscicusness throughout Latin America and this effeot will grow as
+he oontrast botwren Cvba's geins and the stegnsticn in the rest of Latirn
America becomes o re glarings In record time Cuba achiaved auch thinge as
the liguidation of illitaracy. Unemployment was ended, soolal ascurity
guarantesd, an education assured to every child. Desplte all the difficult-
jes of the imperialist blockade and a number of serious errors, the planned
economy is developing and offers a bright perspective for the future. And
phat an impressive fact - little Cuba, omly 50 miles from the imperialist
U.3., has been able to hold cut sgainst the world's mightiest power for
saven yesr s now! "Soelalism," Cubar-style, is bound to asppesr more and
more attractive - 2= the scoialist revolution was to the masses of the
world in the first years after the Ooteber Revolution. The Latin-
fmariosn masses will become increasingly impatient to achleve what the
Cubana d4d - a socialist revolution. Jnd why shouldn't they have it?

This rehsbilitation of the word "sonialism" and the program of
sootalise will likawise be listed in history to the credit of the Cubm
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Revolution snd i+ will be mchieved despite everything that the Blaz Rocas,
with their trescherous advice, can do to stop 1t.

In thelr editorial on Csstro's Jenuary 15 attack agdnst Trotskyism,
Huberman and Sweazy made the following point:

"Whatever its role in Guatemala, Trotskyism is certainly not a large
or important politicsl force in Latin #merdica az a whole. But if Fidel
Castro and the Latin american Communist Parties duck the question of
gocialism, and still more if they attack as Trotskyites all those who openly
. struggle for a specifically socialist revolution, then ths prospects for
Latin American Trotskyiss will be vastly improved.”

Whatever it is called - "consistent eclass strugsle,""Revolutionary
Marxism," "revolutionary sacislism,” or "Protskyiss" - the prospects for
socialiat revolution in Latin America are alrealy vastly improved. The
prospects for ®aleas ocollaboration," "peaceful coexlstence," "popular
Prontism," "ooslitionism," or "Stalini=m" are on the decline. The gres
dividing lire wns drawn by the successlul Cuban Hevolutions Tha popular
appeal of the socialiat gosl, noted by Yon Sosa, the Guatemalan guarrilla
leader, iz but one indication of the deep processas at work in this
direction.

The defests and setbacks of the past few years will prove to be but
temporary. Lstin dmerica's 200,000,000 people are gatharing theixr
foross for ancther giant step forward. Nothing will be able to stap them -
not all the deollars snd guns of imperlalism, and still less the pitiful
laboras of the Staliniast defilers of sceialiam.




THE LES3ION OF INDONBSIA

Reproduced From "WORLD  OUTLOCK".B.-L.56.

(The following statement on the meaning of the oatastrophic defeat
suffered by the workers and peasants in Indenesie at the hand: of indigenous
sounter-revolutionary forees and their foreign imperialist bhackers was issuad
March 20 by the United Secretariat of the Fourth Internsetionai, the world
party of socialist revolution founded by Leon Trotsky in 1936-)

(1) The United Seoretariat of the Fourth International vigorcusly
sondemns the barbsrio represaicn of the lsaders, membars and sympathisera of
the Indonesian Communist Party unleashed by ths reactlonary Indonesian army,
the comprador and "bureaucratic” bourgecisie and the clerical wing of the
petty bourgeoisie. In this repression, the lives of mora than 100,000
Communists have been taken and tens of thousands of Communists and other left
wingers hare besn imprisoned or fired from their jobs, which is often
equivalent to condemmation to starvation in face of the current mass umemploy-
mente The Communist Farty press and mass organizations, including thea largest
trade-union federation in the sountry (S0BSI), have boen officielly banned.
Many lesding Communist Party cadres have been murdered, ard Njono. the
generdl secretary of the 30BSI and a member of the Political Buresu of the
Irdomesian Crmmunist Party, has besn executed after a farcicel trial. All
this was capped on ¥arch 12 with the official banning of the Conmuniat Party
(FKI) throughout Indonesia.

The United Secrotariat of the Fourth International aska the working-
¢lass orgenizations in all ~ountriss to start a mass protest campaign,
demanding the immediate relessa of all pelitdeal prisoners, tha immediate
legaligation of all working-class parties, including the PEI, the Fartal
Acome and the Partai Murbah. It oalls for establishwent of an internmstional
working-cless Commission of Inquiry to investigate the fate of the top PAI
laaders, Aidit,Lukman and Njoto, who, according to many anurces, have bean
murdered by the milifary.

Cut of sclidarity, the internaticnal working olasa must be mobilized
+~ the fullest extent to stop the dirty war being waged by the reactlonary
forces against the left in Indonesis!

(2) If it is now an elementary duty to defend ths victims of reaction
in Indonesia, this by no means sipnifies that there is less need fo analyse
tha debacle suffered by the biggest Communist Party in eny capitelist country,
a party with three million members ard millions of sympathizers in varlous
"erant” orgmnizations, and to drew the preper lsasons from it. The man
reasons for the tremendous defeat are as Tollows:

{(a) The lesdsrship of the Indonesian Communist Party granted leadership
of the Indonesian revolution to Sukarno, guestioning thst the state apparatus
an which he stond was beurgecis in charseter; snd, in contradiction to tha
Marcist-Leninist thsory of the state, pressnted thia apparatus az =



"peopla's State," & "nztionsl democracy” heingtwo sidea"-"one for the
people, one against the people-" The FKI accepted the theory of “rewvclution
in stages," limiting the "first stage" in reslity to the anti-imperialist

and anti-feudal struggle; and in practioce even abandoning the fight for a pro-
lotarian, Communist leadership during this astage although it is declared
necessary, in theory at least, by the lsaders of the Chinese Communist Party
and even by Aidit himself in some nf his writings. (1)

In faot, the leadership of the Indonesian CF went so far sz to boast
about its oloze ccllaboratinn with the Indomesian bourgeoisie, (2)
and tn openly express its support for Sukarme's idealogy of the "Pantja Bila"
(five Pr'inci'plaat'r, although one of the five iz "belief in o single god.”
The Adidit lesdership strossed its position thet the "union" of the ided ogy of
the "revolutionary classes" (including the "pational” pourgeolsiel) was
needed by the Indonesian revoluticn as long =22 Communism was not
"eliminated" from the uwnion. (35}

(1] ™he Indonssian revolution is at the present stege W urgesis- demcoratis

in character and not sooisalist and proletarian. But the burgecis-Jomocratic
ravrluticrn in Indonesia no longer belongs te the old type, and ia no Ilonger
part of the bourgeois-democratic world rewolutirn, which belongs to the pass;
it is a revolution of a now type, which is part of the proletarizn scelelist
world revelution, firmly cpposed o imperialism...-Given the faet thet the
Indcmosian revnluticn is & bourgeois- democratie revolution of = new tyope, it
is the historical duty ©f the proletariat to struggle to conguer its lesdership.
{D.N.didit: The Indomesian Bovclutlon and the Immediste Tasks of the Indones-
ian Comsunist Party. pp. 15-16. Feking. 1965)

(2) In a spesch nt the School of Advsneed Studies of the Central Committes of
the Chinese Communist Farty in Peking, September 2,1963, D.W.Aldit,chrirmm of
the Indonesim 0.FP. made the following gquite blunt statement: "The allim os
with ths netional bourgecisle ham also been reslized. The neticndl boursgecisie
starts to return (!} to the side of the revolution, particularly since the
party formulated a correot policy and cvarcame sactardanlss in ita remks...Ws
have now gollsbornted with the Indonesisn bourgeoisie for nearly ten yea s,
and the revolutionary forces have continually developed rather then growm fewer
during this time, wheress the resctionary forces have experianced fallure after
failure. Ewen the public anti-Communist elemor of five rr six yeors ape ia
officislly condemmed today ase-.against unity. Fresident Sukerno has pleyed
an important role in the strugele sgainst Communcphobla and for national urdty."
(D.W.Aidit: ibid- pp- B82-83 ] It would be difficult to find s better exsmple
of self-deluscry cpportuniszm paving the way for a tregic defant.

{3) "dnother eoneept which nlsc refleots the unity of the nation end the unity
of NASAKOM is expressed by the Pantja 3ila or five prineiples: (1) belief in
a single god; L2) humanltarianism or intermatdonalism; I:} rationeliem or
patriotism; (L) democrecy and (5) soeial Justice. The Indonesian Communist
Farty supports and sustalns the Pantja 8ila, although ona of its principles
iz balief in a pingle gods in view of the faet that the Pantje 5lla, father
than being an attempted subatitute for the philescphy of all ita supporters,




{(8) Por these rezsona, the Indonesian C-F., concontraing on "mass recruit-
sent”, and failing to provide adequate idealogical sducation and revoluticrary
training for most of its members, bowed to Sukarna's initdatives for many
yaars, abstaining from any appeal to mass strugglos thot enuld decisively
change the relationship of soelal forces in the country. Sukarno arbltrarily
suspendad the constitution and reduced the Commundst Party to 30 seats in his
new "sppointed parlisment” of 260 members; when he suspended democratie free-
doma and ordersd all parties to register for govermment suthorization, the FEI
ascepted these infringements of its righte and even agreed to participate in
the various sabinets which Sukarno subsequently formed. Included in thess
governments were such reacticnaries as General A.H.Nasution, Hamengku Buwono,
the sultan of Djokjskarta and the lesding bourgeois politician,Buslan
Abdulgani. Todsy they are the mein political brains behind the eounter-rav-
slution and membars of the sounter-revolutionary Suhartc cabinet. Testerday
the PEI lesdership trentsd the@as "brother revolutionists" and"allies" inside
EALEOE and Sukarnmo's oabineta. They even tried to use these arbitrery forms
of Bonaspartist govermment to eliminate soma of their own sompetiters In the
1nbor movement. But these very sama Tules erd regulations have beon used
sinoe Ogtobsr 1.1965, to suppress the FKI itself. Discerning bourgeois
observers have noted that the logic of the PKI policy was to leave the
irditintive with the snti-Communist forocs. {&)

(o) At various times in recent yesra the Indonesian meases: moved into
action against the declining standard of living dus to mass unemployment, in-
flation, high prices, plundsr of state property by the amy high eommand,
rampant corruption in the stats administration,eto. Agelrn and zgaln they
seiged imperislist property. ccoupied plantations ard factories, sought to
Fivide the holdings of the v'g landowners. Jnd segdin and again tho Sukarno
rogime and its stooges, wlth the halp of the army, drove out tha mazases and
placed the administration of the properties in thelr cwn corrupt honda-

Agdn and again the PKI leadership refrained from supperting these masa up-
risings, refrained from educating the masses and thelr vanzmuard in the spirit
of preparing to Tight for power. It evsn refrained from systematically
dencuneing the dmmgerous reaction looming not omly in the religiouz organlz-
atiang but alsoc in the army high commend in particular. Alddt referred over
and over only to the parties suppressed by Sukarno - the Hasjumi and the
Sccial Demperatioc party - as agents of imperdialiss apd feudel reacticn. {5]

combined (})all axisting idealogical tendencies in soclety. oTns party ia,
however resolutely opposed 6 those who seek to transform one of the Tive
silas into the leading dominant tendenoy." (D.N. Aidit: ibidep-05)

{i) An American 1lberal bourgeois observer, Donald Hindley, correotly summed
up the political situation in Indonesiz resulting from Aldit's tmotios:"Mean-
while, however, the fste of Indonesia would be determined largely by the aetien
or inaction of the non-Communists.” (The Communist Party of Indonesia,
1951-1963. p.304. University of California Press,l36L.] =t

(5) D.N.Aidit: ibid.p. B5.




As a result the military coup of Oetober 1-2,1965, caught the masses complete-
ly by surprise.

Tt 4z true that a few months before the mounter-revelutionary coup, aidit
shifted his line somewhat to the left. He began tc call on Sukarne %o srm the
workers and peasants (which the Indonssisn Boneparte, of @ urse, sarefylly
refrained from doing). Afdit called on the maases to "selze" the imperialist
properties as well as the nationslized properties administersd by the “buresu-
oratic bourgecisie" or the sarmy. (Bpeech, September 25,1965, at the closing
rally of the sixth congress of the plantation workers trade unionas, reported
in the September 27,1965, issus of the party's central organ, Harian Rskjat.)
It is true that in the same spesch he warned the masses in an obsours and
indirect way: "History has compelled the people and the working-clasas of the
entire world to chooss betwean being an anvil and a hsmeer. If they becoms
an anvil, they will be like the Indonesian working-class at present, auf'far=-
ing blow after blow from the burssucratic capitalista, embezslers, grafters
ard other exploitsrs and oppressors.” (In his long report to the school of
the Chiness CP's Central Committes, mentioned above, not & word is said about
these blowa-) " The workera,with back-breaking toil, eszrn barely encugh in s
month to last & wesk, while the buresucratic papitalists, smbazzlers and
grafters wellow in luxury, thanks to the blood and sweat of tho working clasa.
If they do not want to be an anvil, they should becoms a hammer; not an
ordirary hat=er but s huge hanmer. Therefors the Indonesian working class
should adopt the following attitude: Boldness,boldness and boldness againt
Taks over, take over and tske over agsin! Act, act and aot again! "

But these warnings, voiced on the very eve of the amy'a counter-
revolutionary coup, then alresdy in full preperation, came without my
provicus or sccompanyine measurss for broad mazs mobilizaticns, without
preparetion for a gemeral strike, without prepareticn fer arming the masses,
without concrete warnings sbout the intending ammy coup. The warninga eoiild
only heighten the determination of the counter-revoluticnariez to strike
immediately. They could not ereete adequate mesans to prevent or to reply to
the counter-revoluticn. It is mot surprising that under these conditions
the enly concrets response this belated warning evoked waa the desparate
aotion of &8 small group around Lisutensnmt Oolonel Untung and not & mass
uprising.

It should be added that while the FEI leadership at firet expreased
solidarity with thia desperats attespt to stop the counter-revolutionary
generals from taking over the sountry, {6} they reverased their stand o few
dayas later - after the sounter-revolution won its first dscisive battle -

(6)Hard jan Rakjat,central organ of the PRI,wrote in its Oct-2-1566,1gsue:
"Whatever the pretext msy haVe bean, the coup 4°état which the 'Council of
Generals' wanted to perpetrate was in any sase a counter-revolutionary action
which must be condemned... The people...ars convinced that what the Bept. 30
Movement did to save the revolution and the people was a sorrect sction..

The Sept.30 Movement will enjoy the support and sympathy of the people.”




and disowned Untung's actions, thereby increasing the general confusion amomg
their own followsrs. (7) &s for the Eremlin, it dencunced the September 30
svents as a "provocation” without mentioning by & single word the preparetions
of the Teacticnary gemersls to pull o coup d'état. (8)

Aocording to a dispatoh released February 15,1966, by the Indonesian
news sgency Antara, the trade-union leader, Njonec, a membar of tha pPolitioal
Bureau of the PEKI, stated during his $rial that the impending sounter-revolut-
jonary ooup of the Indonesian generals was dissussed in the Political Bureau
as sarly as July,1965. Njoro deslared that opinion was divided on whather 1%
would be better to reast before the ocoup or immedistely after it took places
In any case it was decided to leave ths initiative up to the Tprogresalve
officers" who wers preparsd to act within the army agsinst the gemerals.
Whils it is possibla that Njono's torturers falsified this report befors
sxecuting him, his muragecus and digrified stand during the trial, in whioh
he publisly demcunced his torturers and the spunter-revolutionary genersls,
lerds credit to thias version of the facts.

() Tha strategy of the FKI was nct tc conquer power by =chilizing the
masses, but to slowly "transform” the character of the state =nd the govern-
ment by infiltrating seotors of the arey and administrative cadre. Undsr this
i1lusion, they gave completely uncritical support to Bukarno, hoping to take
over when he disd. This expleins why they relied on Sukarno inatead of
mobilizing the broad masses in defenae of the revelution and the FXI, not
only before the reactlomary coup ef Uotober 1=2,; but evern after the ooup.

{3} These grave political mistakes of the PEI leoadership were rainforced
and magnified by the opportu-ist policies of the Eremlin and Feking, both
goveramonts uuppnrtinE Sultarno uncritically, presenting him s= the protoiype
of the "nonespitalist” leader of "nationsal demporacy™, the world lesdasr of
the "newly emerging forces" and similar empty,misleading formulas.

For diplomstic rossons = Sukarnc's temporary posturs against Anglo-
Dutch imperialism in the West Irlan and Malaysia gffairs = tha Rroemlin gawve

L?}Tfha Cotobar 5,1965,1ssus of Harljsn Hakjat disowned the dept. 30 Movement-

(8) ™he fact that the Communist Party of Indonesia, as carly as October iz
published an official declarstion in which it dissccisted itaelf from the
organizerz of the unsuccessful conapiracy and characterized it as 'an internal
affair of the army' 4is being completsly ignored. Bwen if we assuce that
individusl memberz of leftwing orgamizations lent themselves to the provocat-
ion and had semething to do with ths events of September 30, naverthslaga

this can in no way Justify repressions against the Communiet Farty of
Trdonesia.” (Prav®de, October 25,1965.)



full unerditioal support to the Sukarno regime, not only internationally but
even on the domestic level, supplying his ammy with mmy of the weapons now
being used to kill the cadres and members of the FKI. After the Dotober 1=2
silitary coup the Eremlin leaders continued this criminal poliey, even trying
to blame "putachist" and "adventurist" elements in the PEKI for ths defeat and
ealling repeatedly for the "unity" of the Indonssian "revelution" around
NASAKOM; i.s. for "unity" botween the butchers and their wietims. On October
12, after Sukarnc had slready ocalled for a thorough purge of those involved in
the "September 30 affeir" and had permitted FEI leaders to be arrested and
murdered in Djakarta, Breoshnev, Mikoyan and Kosygin sent him a specizl

messags in which they wrote: "We and our colleagues learmed with grest Joy{l)
that your health has improved-..We have with interest heard &out your radic
appeal to the Indomesisn people to remain calm and prevent disorders... This
appeal will mest with profound understanding.” (Pravda,October 12,1985.)

Not until December 26 did the Soviet press publish a clear condemnstion of the
anti-Communist regime in Indonasis. Before then reporting on ths events in
that country was limited to reproducing short items from the bourgeols prass
agencies coupled with "regrets” about the"anti-Communist measures." And st
the Tricontinental Conference in Havana , the Boviet delegation displayed a
shamaful attitude, trying in every way to block public condemnation of the
ogunter-revolutionary terror raging agsinst the Indoneslan Communiats,an
attitude which won public praise from the counter-revolutionists in FJakaTt%Q}

As for the Peking leaders, out of similar diplomatic conaiderations ond
mangeuvers - suth as supporting Bukarmo's walkout from the TN and trying to
pit the "newly emerging forces" agsinst the "old established forees" - they
likewise gave full and unc—iftical support to the Indonesisn regime. Even after
the Uotober 1-2 military covp they went ahead in Dlskerta with the World
Conference Against Foreign Basea, and without protesat stood by as thelr
Indeonesien comrades were arrested in the conferencs hall itselfi It is true
that they began to denounce the counter-revelutionary activitiss much soonar
than the Xremlin press. DBut even then theoy carefully refrained from any open
and olear-out critloism of Sukarmc, trying to present things ss if Suksrnc

&2 In a dispatch from D jakarts, Feb.lh, tha Indoneeian news agency antars
gave the text of three resclutiona adopted by the Indoneaisn parliament,Feb.ll.
One dcals with the Tricontinental Conference. After depouncing the refusal of
the Preparatory Commission to seat the offleial delegatlon sent by the Indon-
esian goverrment, the resolution states in Foint 5.: "Expresses full apprec-
intion {!) of the efforts of the delegations of Nepal .Xongolia, the Sgviat
Union =nd others at the Solidarity Conference of the Peoples of Africs,dsda
ard Letin Amerlca, who succesafully neutralized the efforte of the counter-
revolutionista (!) of tha sc-called Sept.30 Movement, and their protectors

and lesders, to intervens in the internal affairs of Indonesia and to induce
among the other delegations a hostile attitude toward the people and
governmant of Indonesisz."



had systesatically opposed the repression of the FPiI, whersas in reslity he
sovered up the repression in good part, merely trying to limit it in erder to
maintain his own Bonapartist position.

Today some"frisnds of Peking" maintein that the Chinese CF leaders ware
in Pact oritice]l of Addit's poliedss, but they did not want %o gritiza hie
party publicly in view of the fact that they for internal discussion
among all the Communist parties that refrainsd.pu licly attacking the Chinese
CP and its friends. But this is no valid exouss for remaining silent about a
problem of outstanding importance to the international Communist movement; it
is only additional preof of the basically opportundst attitude of the Chinese
lenders towads the Indonesisn question.

{4) The events of recent wecks - the slimination af Genersl Nasution from
the government, Sukamo's declaration thet "the rewelution 1is agd n embarking
on its leftwing course," the public ecllisicn between Sukarno and the ultra-
rightwing forces of the Islamic students' orgsnisations (more or less passive=-
1y tolerated by the army) - inspired new illusiona in officlal CF cireles tha
the pre~Ootober 1 situation could somshow be restored. Sukerne, a typicsl
Bonapartist figare, representing the "nstionsl" and "bureaucratic’ beurgecis
foreee in Indonesia, balanced between the "left", represerted mzinly by the
PEL and i%s mass proletarian and peasant crganisations, and the "right”,
represented mainly by the ammy and the clerdcal Noslem orgenlzationa, spokaa=
men of the comprador bourgeoisie and semifeudal landewners. The October l-2
Military coup delivered a shattering blow to the left, leaving tham leaderless
and dispersed (while far from campletaly destroying thes), thereby fundament-
ally upsetting the equilibrium on which Sukarno depsnded for his leading
position. Naturally he then triedfo bolster his position by locking for ways
and mesns +to somshow reduse the strength of the amy high command and to
divide its ranks. These leaders preferred mot to take over rule immediately
after Ootober 1-2; in the first place because they were not yet sure of the
support they could muster in the countryside, where Sukarme remained very
popular; and in the second place because they did not want fo assume Trespons-
ibdility for the mismenagement of the sconomy, the complete failure of the =o0-
palled "heavy rupiah™ and the raging inflation plaguing the country. There-
fore they left Sukarno in power for another six months, although hs retained
orly the shadow of his previous Bonapartist strength. 'When he tried in
desperation to re-establish the egquilibrium by ousting General Wasution from
hiz cabinet, thay permitted the astudents to stage mesa demonatrations (para-
doxically, the ultraright-wing Islamic atudent assoclations eould now appear
to stand in the forefront of the fight egainst inflation ard corruption dus
to the extreme weakening of the forees led by the FEI.)! In conjunotion with
the pressura from the srsy high command, these demonstrations sompallad
Suksrmo to turn over the lesding vrole in the govermment to the army's"atrong
man", Feneral Suharto-

(5) 1+ is extresely unlikely, however that the coumfer-revolutionists
now in power in Djakarts will be alle to stabilize the situation for any
length of time. The country's economy is stripped; ard Americen imperialise,
while able to shore up the new regime with a heavy undsrpinning of eredits,



cannot move in on such a scals a: to generate sny real momentum in eccnomie
growth. The army leadsrs themselves will not readily give up their nationalist,
anti-imperialist verbiage which reflects real conflicts of interest with
Britigh imperialism and the ruling comprador bourgsoisie and gapi=fendal land-
owners of Malaysia- A large part of the budget will thersfors continue to be
squandered in madntaining s huge military establishment and in wndertaking cost-
1y experiments like the attempt to make an Indoneslan nuclear bomb. The massas,
although leaderless and deeply shaken, have not lost sll fighting potential,
particularly in the countryside. It will prove impossible to gat thousanda of
squatters to evacuste the imperialist-cwned or "nationaldized" plantations
menaged by corrupt amy officers, or to compel the thousands of plamtation and
oil workers to revert to the "normal"™ working conditioms of colonial times.
And without such = shift to "normaley”, the Indonesiann economy will not be able
to develop in aocordance with the necoclonisl pattern. The incapaoiby of the
nilitary leaders to achisve socme social and economic stability will undermine
the sounter-revolutionsry diectatorship pelitically. This wmuld even cccur in
the near Puture if the military prove unable to cope with the problem of
Inflation.

The defeat suffered by the FEI is of such depth that cortainly no gquick
change 4m the situstion can be forsceat. It will take years 1o ragain
revolutionary pessibilities as excellent as those icst in 15964=-66 due bo the
opportunist policies of the FEI leadership. However, what remsins of that
leadership slong with the surviving party cadres - aspeclally the best educated,
those stesled by the terrible experiences they went through in the past aix
months - will have taken ths rcad of guerrilla wer, if only out of self-
defense. If they succeed in regrouping and in regaining a mass fellawing in
soma regions of the muntry=ide by ealling on the pesaanta to immediztely take
over the land held by ths landlords, the plantations and army administration,
they could gain on e progressive seale due to the inability of Indonesian
reaction to solve the muntry's basic sconomic plight and Gue o the divisions
in the ranks of the army which that inability will undoubtedly provoke. I%
will becoms pesaible to link this peasant base to the working olass when,
undsr pressure of econonic neceasity, the urban masses gvercoms £ha stunning
offeot of the defeat and once egain take the road of actlon. Such s comeback,
irvolving & ronewal of orgenlzed influemce smong the workers, is still
possible - provided that all the main lessons of the terrible defest are
ansl yzed and assimilated.

() The mein leszons to be drawn from this trasic defeat, which ths
Indonesian revolutionary Marxists muet continually hemmer home, whils encrget-
ioelly participating in all attompts by revelutiomary FXI elementas to start
armed Tesistance agadinst the military dictatorship, are as followa:

{a) Weile it is correct and necessary to support all anti-imparialiat
mass movements, and evem 0 critiaally suppert all concretse enti-imporialist
measures taken by representatives of the oolonial bourgeoisie like Sukarno,
for colonial revolution to be viotorigus it is sbseclutely ceszentisl to mantain
the proletarian organisations strietly independent politically and organizat-
ionally from the "nations=l" bourgecisie, to instill among the masses a splrit



of distrust towards this bourgecisie and ~ spirit of self-relisnce, to lead

the masses towards argenizing independent organs of power (committees, workars
and peasants militin,ctc.)} as requisites for the viotory of ths rewolution.
The Indonesian events have proved oncs agein that the theory of the capacity
of the "progressive” forces of the "nationsl bourgeoisie" to lead a "consistent”
fight against izperfanlism 28, the "embodiment of the whole nation"™ - the theory
of & "national democratic atate” amd a"bloe of revolutionary olasses" -
leads only to defeat.

(b} While it is correct and necessary during the first phases of the
revolution in backward countries to place the main stress on the problems of
winning national independence, unifying the country and solving the agrarian
gquastion {i.e+ the historical tasks of the bourgecis demooratic revolution
which sonstitute thea most bumming tzskes in the syes of eighty to ninety per
cent of the population), it is indispensable to understand that the sclution
of these tasks is only possible when the working elass, in sllisnca with tha
poor pessantry, has conquered leadership of the rewolutdion, establishes ths
dietatorship of the proletariat and ths poor pessantry and pushes the
revolution thmough to ita sociallst phase. The Indonesian events once again
confirm that the theory of "revolution by stages" = the first stags being =
viotory under a "national front" led by the "national bourgeoisie" - conly
paves the way to defeat. Either defeat under "national™ bourgeols lcaders or
victory through the conquest of power and the establishment of a workers*
state - this is the dilemms that faces 3ll cclonisl revoluticna.

(n} While it is necessary to win the broadest posaible mazs base in the
ecuntrysida, s revolutionary party capable of applying that poliocy must ba
btased upon a hardened preletarisn osdre thorcughly trained in Marxist theory
and revolutionary practice, without 1llusions about a "peaceful trensition”
to socialisz or "nationd demcoratic statea", s party thet reliss malnly on
mags mobilizations and mass struggles inatead of intrigues and infiltration
for achieving its historical goals.

Only by theroughly sssimila ¥lng these lessons oan the Indconesisn
Communists and revolutionists overcome the results of the pressnt defeat
and avenge the vietims of the counter-revelutionary terrcr by organiszing
and leading the workers and poor peasmnts in their fight for power in
Indonesial



WHESF WILL TEEY EXPLAIN THE TRAGEDY IN INDONESIA?
By Ernest Nandsl

{The following artiocle has been translated from the Moy 1k issue of the
Belglan left-sooialist weekly, La Gauchs. )

At the same time thE we were reporting the terrible defeat of the
Communist and workers movement in Indonesia, both the pro-Boviet and pre-
Chinese Communist parties trisd to miniaise the affair. Our concluaions were
said to be "premature"” and information "ineompleta".

The Chinese press servioce, Heinhus (New China), has just published two
reports, However, one on dpril 20, and mother on April 26 |: in the English
edition), which completely confirm our version of the catestrophe suffered
by the Indonesian masasea.

The first of these articles ia signed by the edltor-in-chief of Hainhua
himeelf. It is entitled,"Rightest reactionaries plunge Indonesia into a
tloodbath,” and it reports that the Indonesian rescticnaries haye transformed
"this magnificent and fertils nation of three thousand islands into & hell of
White terror. They have massacred hundreds of thousands of patricts and
innosent pecple in Indonesia.’ (Bephasis addeds )

The article contains a long series of quotations from the reports of
bourgeois journalists that have appeared in Asghi Shimbun, on the wires of
Agence France Presse, on the wires of the Asscoiated Press, in the Londcn
Sunday Timeg,in the Manchestsr Gusrdian sand in the New York Times giving the
horrible dstails of the massacres in Indonesie. The editor of Heinhus
sorreotly charscterizes these messurss as fascist.

The April 26 article gquoted extensively from the Weshington Post in
the same general *ilnos .

i1t seems to be an establishad fact that the Comnunist Party, the trade
unicns, the youth and women's organizations have been decimated, the majority
of thelr leaders and cadres murdersd and a large part of their mezbers killad
or imprisoned.

Harely in i%ts history has the workers' =zovezent suffered such & wast
and terrible defeat. The only two historical presedants thet can be eited
in this conneotion are the massacres of the Chinese Communiste in Shanghai
and Canton in 1927 and the terror against the German workers' movoment after
the Nazis tock power.

The crimes apainst humanity thd have been ocommitted in Indonesis
ory out for vengsance.

Unee again we must denounce the hypoorisy of thoae who - in the name



of the "rights of the human individusl" = loudly protest the slightest
vielation of democratic rights in the countries thet have sbolished capitaliem
but stand silent and approving before the masssores of hundreda of thousands
of human beings, including women, children and old people in Indonesis.

But having said this, we must repeat with inaistence the questions thet
we pogsed in a provious artiele on this subjeat, which appeared in tha Feb.26
iesue of La Geucha (see World Outlock,March 11.) Neither Drapeau Rouss (Red
Flag, ths organ of the pro-Noscow Belgian CP,) nor Voix du Peupls (Woice of
the Psople, organ of the Pro-Peking OF) have been sble to say & word in raply
to the following:

(1) How could the "rightest reaotionaries" tske powsr in a country
where the CP had three million memberzs and a mass base of more than ten
million men,women and youth?

{E} ithy waa there no real mass resistance to the fascist coup From
the millions of Communist Farty members and sympathizers?

(3) Why 414 the arms with which the reaction was able to infliet a
bloodbath on the Indonesisn psople come largely from the Soviet Union and to
a lesa axtent from China?

(4) Why 444 the Communist Party of Indonesia sit for many joars, and
even after the faseist coup, in a ooglition government beside the principal
planners and organizers of the soup, ineluding ths thres present "yiece pres-
idents of the couneil™ who are the real rulers of Indonesia today?

(5) Why have neither Moscow nor Feking undertakon the least oritioal
analysis of a politiesl ecurse which ended in such a catastrophic defeat?

(6) Why does tho Soviet government contimie to officially ignore the
fapoist massapore in Indonesia and maintain "execellent relations" with the
fazclst regime of Djakarta? It is organizing - what irony! - "an exposition
devoted to the life of Lenin," while the prisoms are bursting with prisencrs
who oladw slleogianoe to his 1dess and the rivers spd streams ere ahokad with
thousands of bodies of those who considered themselves his adherents.

The grgument that a workers party under attack by the clazss enemy
canmot be orltiocdised 1s demagogic and unworthy of Marxism. The territls re-
prossion of the Paris Commune 4id not prevent Marx from condemning what he
considered o be errors or weaknesses in the policies of the Comwune. Immad-
intely after the vietory of Hitler, all the parties and all the politieal
tendencies in the international workers' movement carried on an sxtensive
analysis of the causes of a catastrophe of such megnituds. A party or politie-
al tendenscy that does not dare senfront s publie criticism of the srrors that
led to a disaster as terrible as that suffered by the Indonesian Cozmunists
is & party inocapable of correcting its errors and incapable of setting itself
oni the path to victory.



As for us, we have sade our analysis.

The victory of reaction in Indonesia was the result of the failma and
disestrous policy of subordinating the workers' movement to the so-called
"national" bourgecisie in the underdeveloped world.

Instesd of maintaining striet independence with respeot te this bourg-
euisia = which is incapable of carrying out the taska of politlcal
jwdependence, and even leas those of national economic independence - and
1imiting itself to oritical support of its periodic anti-imperialist mooda,
the leadership of the Indonssian CP, with the approval first of Mescow and
then of Peking, completely subordinated itself fo Sukarno and the group
around him ard abdicated leadership of the Indonesian revolution, handing 1%
pver to the bourgsoisie.

Instend of fighting for the conguest of power by the workers and poor
peasants as the solution for the urgent social and economic problemg faced
by Indonesia (decline in production, raging inflation, millions without Johs
and housing, the state resources plundered by the "bureaucratio buurgauiaia".
millions of smell peasants crushed by the moneylenders and lapdlords), the
lepders of the Indonesian CP formed a national fromt with the "national”
bourgeoisie and the heads of the army - todey the laaders of the fascist
resotitn. They contented themselves with a policy of pressuring Sukermo to
gchiave thelr enda.

They left the initiative to the right, which struek hard blowa,
elthough 1t could have been isolated and eliminated by an increasing
mobiligation of the broad m:zses in revolt against the misery to which they
are gtill doomed almost twenty years after the independence of Indonesis.

As long as the workers’ parties follow this ocurse of subordination
to the "national" bourgecisie in the underdeveloped world, def=ats llke that
in Indonesia are insvitnhlae.



