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Latin America: Some Problems

of Revolutionary Strategy*

REGIS DEBRAY

“Dark days await Latin America. . . . Once the anti-
imperialist struggle has begun, it must be continuous, and
it must hit hard, where it hurts, constantly, and never take
one step back; always forward, always striking back, always
answering every aggressive act with stronger pressure from
the popular masscs. It is the way to triumph.”

ERNESTO CHE GUEVARA
Cuba: Historical Exception or the First Anti-colonialist
Advance? (1961)

The duty of a revolutionary is to make thc_rggoly;ion._ )
Second Declaration of Havana (1962)

THE PoLLOwING COMMENTS are an attempt to answer the
question, How has the Cuban Revolution medificd the bitter
class struggle in Latin Amrica, which pits the popular masscs
against national oligarchics in power and imperialism? How
docs onc explain the slowness and the obvious difficulties en-
countered by the revolutionary process in that crucial link in the
imperialist chain? To the cxtent that the Cuban Revolution,
from its carlicst days, has bcen an important element in the
vanguard of Latin American revolution—to the extent that the

* Casa dc las Américas, No. 31, July-August, 1965 (Havana). Trans.
laled by Morton Marks and Robert Novick.
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Cuban people and their leaders, after six years of struggle, have
abandoned none of their proletarian internationalism—the
question is onc of the most vital in the continuing, sometimes
agitated debatc,

We lack a historical study of the complex phenomena of
reaction which follow the victory of the socialist revolution,

-There have been three socialist revolutions of the greatest

importance in the space of fifty years, Russia, China, and Cuba;

thesc make such a work long overdue. A concrete study of

tactical and stratcgic guises assumed by revolutionary partics in
bordering countries and the imperialist blockade that stems
from it would, given the evident historical differences, permit
the forging of the tools necessary to answer our question.
Fascism in Europe, the imperialist wars of intervention in
Southeast Asia, and the growing militarization of political re-
gimes in Latin America, cannot evidently be considered as
cyclical, mechanical returns to former states of class domina-
tion. This, least of all, when they arc not analyzable by means
of a unilateral catcgory such as “the negation of a ncgation.”
The concrete differences in space and time do not prevent our
making some analogy between today’s Cuba and the young
Sovict Union. How can we fail to be reminded, after reading the
statements of 1959 and 1960, in which the Cuban leaders cvoke
the immincnce of new revolutions on the American continent,
of Lenin’s specches of 1919 and 1920, in which he expressed
his ccrtainty of the imminent uprising of the Europcan pro-
Ictariat? Lenin, unlike Trotsky, soon abandoncd this illusion,
just as the Cuban Icaders, so it would appear, have abandoned
it today. Are we not reminded, on secing the spontaneous out-
burst of guerrilla activity patterncd on the Cuban model (except
in Venczuela and Colombia), of the imitation of the Bolshevik
model by the Spartacists and by Béla Kun’s Hungarian Com-
munc, both supprcssed at the beginning of 19197

Has not imperialism in its relations with the Sovict Union
and Cuba passed through the same stages? First come wars of
intervention; in Cuba, the Bay of Pigs. Next, cconomic aggres-
sion: general blockade, the breaking of the blockade by signing
limited economic agrcements—with England taking the lead in
both cascs. Then comes incoherent and hasty reformism in the
countrics bordering on the “subversivc focus” (the agrarian
mcasures taken in Danubian Europe after the Hungarian Revo-

lution had the same justification as the agrarian reform pro-
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A notable synchronization hag characteri i
. rized continental rey-
olutxogary attgmpts and fajlures: 1959, 1960, 196 1—years of
;park]mg hcfonsm, of guerrilla foci appearing spontancously in
anto Dorﬂmgo,_ Paraguay, Colombia, Centra] America. In

p_opular elec.to.ral. victory of March 18, 1962, when the Pero-

governor of Buenos Aires. In Venczuela Betancourt comes to

power, qnd the revolution s made more difficult, I Chile, Frej
IS victorious, due to the women’s vote; and in Brazil we have
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ntaneously expericnced from Mexico to Uruguay. Th‘t‘:rc isa
;‘»gto of talk toc)i’ay,palways uttered in expert tones, of the twenty
Latin Americas.” Any traveler going from Bolivia to Argent.lna,
or cven from Salta, in the north of Argentina,. to chnos Aires,
or from Lima to Cuzco, must feel that he has j?ufncyed through
different worlds and several centuries. But this is a superficial

" impression.

Is not underdevclopment, that colonial ,chPrmation, incqual-
ity in social and cconomic development w:tl.nn the same couq;
try, between the countryside and the capital? O.r‘ to put i
another way, is not that inequality the supcrimposition of two
levels of development, an intrusion of capitalist penetration lnpcz
the interior of a country with feudal monoproducn?n? Docs?nc;f
this misery perhaps condition this wealth, and vice ve}:sa -
underdevelopment is not a natural phenomenon, Put rather f
result, of history, South America then posscsscs hns.»t.ongal uni 'yi
If to free itsclf from the Spanish yolsc it had to mxh.tanly fc):;]s
as a group,” then it must act in th}s way to frc:.c itself o] J
Yanquis. 1f Bolivar refused to consider Colombfa .frce as] | ong
as Upper and Lower Peru were not fllso frced,’ it is cqually 0]?
more realistic for Fidel Castro to belicve Cub‘a s liberation wnn
not be completc while Venezuela and Cc?lombla are.cnsl?v'ed. ;
one can rightly speak of the Latin Amcrlcax'l revqlutnon, it is no
on Latin America’s account, but rather, d.xalcctlcally spcak'mg,
on account of thc common encmy, the Umtcfi Statcs. And‘lt is
for this reason that the idcas of Bolivar acquirc power aganrlx) in
the strategy of the revolutionary vanguards following the Cuban
Re;': h::t;?:t];ast to these internal, national,. and international
divisions, North American imperialism considers South Amer-
ica as a unit of production first, thcr_) asa co!rercnt ficld for
political maneuvers. Imperialism cairies on its cxplo:t:txfon
through the Alliance for Progress, the Inter-American Bank for

Development (IBD), and other specialized organizations. The’

Inter-American Defense Council, the OAS, etc. assurc “political-
- i
ml]ll.t;tr)\'lsp ;(Lt;c 2?;::;153 the form of economic relations tllat binfis
South America to North America. At botgom, the *“colonial
pact” survives intact: raw materials aga.mst manufacu.lred
goods, pctrolcum against gasolinc., cocoa against chqcolatc, iron
against automobiles, etc. According to the Economic Commt;)s-
sion for Latin America (ECLA), an agency of the UN, the
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investments promised to the continent through the Alliance for
Progress—$2,000 million,

Bchind the marvelous promises, what strategic plan motj-
Vated imperialism when it launched the Alliance for Progress in

tion, inflated overnight artificially by a massive export of pre-
dominantly private North American capital, This capital was
rcadily attracted by cheap labor; the enormous supply of avail-
able reserves; the free trade that allows profits to be sent homc;
the absence of fiscal control; and finally, a very high profit rate
for the United States. In this way the origin of that capital

cxample, the very important Bolivian tungsten and antimony
mincs have been Ieft in reserve, since the United Statcs does not
need them at the moment and their development would depress
the world market.

This economic impulse might have offered a “national ap-

Pearance” if mixed pseudo-companics of administrative councils -

—with Spanish initials and “national bourgeois” representa-
tives—were established. A new class of national co-administra-
tors would have been developed to serve as a.screen for foreign
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to work raw materials on the spot. Then these “national bour-
geoisies” could have traded with the wholc world, thus ending
commercial monopoly. : .-
Aware of thesc dangers, the Alliance for Progress reserved
the greater part of its aid funds for unproductive investments—
roads, hospitals, schools, etc.—to avoid creating competing
industries. They were confident they could cure the dangerous
symptoms of “underdcvelopment” by hiding its causcs. It was a
political maneuver under an economic guise. As its own pro-
moters confess, that plan has been a total failure, because in
order to wipe out agrarian feudalism, it would have becn neces-
sary to transform the rclationships of production as a whole.
Agrarian feudalism, as in Colombia and Brazil, is an intcgral

~ part of the development of the farming-exporting, commercial,

and even industrial bourgeoisie. If contradictions really exist
between those two sections of the ruling class, they must be
secondary contradictions, which would be surmountable in the
face of the main danger, which is revolution. The process of
inflation has provoked growing unemployment, salary reduc-
tion, and sharp economic contraction; and that inflation, instead
of being compensated for by an increase in production, could
be corrected only through new loans from the outside. (An
increase in production might have induced overproduction,
because of the abscnce of an internal markct accessible to the
peasant masses. This market could be created only through a
radical transformation of the scmifcudal relationships of pro-

" duction). These loans would necessarily be short term, thus

closing the vicious circle of *“underdevelopment”—going into
debt to pay one’s debts-—because the aid funds have never
reached half the sum originally promised.

Let us now'outline the nature of those famous aid.funds of
the Alliance for Progress. Such funds are prescnted, without any
disguisc, as a specific form of exportation of capital. Fowler
Hamilton, director of foreign aid, declared to a group of North
American businessmen: “Every dollar that leaves our pocket
must reenter the U.S. after having bought for us goods for the
amount of onc dollar.”

(1) The Alliance for Progress, in effect, allows the conquest
of ncw markets or the consolidation of old ones. In the majority
of cases, the borrowed funds must be employed in importing
manufactured goods from the United States, at prices 50 to 200
percent higher than those on the world market. In Colombia

Jﬁ s
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and in the Andes, the gifts in ki i
‘ » the gifts in kind (powdered milk
?uttcr) that are distributed by members of the lPe,acl::cézgr;g
ayoux}g Yanquis, voluntarily recruited to serve simultaneously
b? spies and Boy.S.couts in South America) serve as a tool of
: a(c;(;n?ll’lh and political penetration among the pcasants, :
e export of agri i

fies o dem, gso f agricultural surpluses (Dccree 480) satis-

(a) It eas isi i i
U States.es the crisis of national overproduction in the
i b( bg Although payal?le in local currency, transportation, dis-
couutlon’,’ anfi Ppackaging are at the expense of the “z’lided
frc‘nhxty. Thn§ is for the greater profit of the North American
8 ) ei;ltcrpnscs, who can charge superclevated fecs.
very country “aided” withij i
st assne ) pag: within the Alliance for Progress
(a) The maintenance of a
_ m I enormous apparatus of- North
g;nher;ifczns ::;]vzl (§ervantsdand technicians, with a scandalously
e (import i
somvants, oy ported food, private golf and sports clubs,
cst(xl-::) Thc; infrastructural projects (highway construction, for-
Northmz‘x’: » Water and clectricity services) are in zones where
on .ncr;cax.l companics operate and where their future
ovgr L \I\GonheAlﬁ]\;eftted. Those projects are evidently handed
. ncan concerns, who follow thei
and estimates and use their own technici e
] i n technicians, equipment
an ingenious way of lowering the cx "of exploitation oy
letg‘x;g them fall back onto thcixploitedp Frses of exploitation by
1¢ Alliance for Progress arran . i
; . ges, covers, and reinf.
gg::easss by :lvh;chdthc decapitalized countries of South X;e:r?;:
¢ and fee i ital i
S the accumulation of capital in the United
Balkanization, actuall i i
: X y the heritage of the intracontinental
of the nineteenth and early twentieth century, coincides withwglr:'

America, to reserve for jtself
3, sl a monopoly on buying and selij

:1:d ;l)‘ohtlcally, to orgflmzc Holy Alliances at ay logw costsc'lll’r\lvgc;
Igcg;t sB l;;:ifvc;x; thetpcll:;:f’ian presidential elections of Septc.mber

» Bol anti-Chilean nationalism underwent a t ic
ogsly spirited upsurge. It was a throwback to the Paciﬁ:] \{lsa: x;f
1 719, which dc?prxvec! Bolivia of access to the sca. Simultane-
ously (a startling coincidence), Argentina lajd claim against
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Chile for its territories in Patagonia (between Chiloé and
Chulut). Both countries began to mobilize their military re-
scrves until the election of the Christian Democrat Eduardo Frei
brought a halt to the agitation.
- Ecuador against Peru; Peru against Bolivia and Chile; Bo-
livia against Paraguay; Chilc against Argentina, Balkanization
facilitates the colonialization of the small countries in a most
cynical manner. An example: Bolivia. On August 22, 1963, the
government of Paz Estenssoro signed a commercial trcaty with
the United States which obliged it to break off all trade with
Europe and neighboring countries and to import only from the
United States. In exchange Bolivia would receive funds in aid
from the Alliance for Progress, '
The existence of separate American nations, sometimes even
hostile toward one another, is an irreversible fact. The revolu-
tionary strugglc can only be a fight for national liberation. To
assign to national revolutionary movements the prior condition
of continental unity is equivalent to sending them to the Greek
calends. On the occasion of the last disturbances in Panama,
provoked by Yanqui Zonists in January, 1964, some Trotsky-
ists tried to launch the slogan “Return Panama to Colombia.”
These same elements brandish old man Trotsky’s slogan “the
socialist U.S.A.” But ncither returning to the letter of past
history, nor cvoking a mythical future (as the US.A. does
today) can do away with the present, with the fact of Balkan-
ization, unless one is trying to betray the present struggle of
every nation by imposing a nonexistent unity, The Caribbean
revolutionaries who have not forgotten their old project of
creating a Federation of the Antilles know very well that their
beautiful dream has been lost in daily, fragmented, and insular

. tasks.

In this sense one can see much more clearly how difficult the
theoretical and practical work of national liberation is for Latin
Americans, Southeast Asia has available to it the immense base
of influence and theoretical planning from People’s China, the
Democratic Republic of Viet-Nam, and North Korea. Africa
gets the support of Algeria, Congo-Brazzaville, Ghana, and
Zanzibar. Among the vanguards of those two continents there is
solid friendship and common forms of action, of which the Afro-
Asian conferences scrve as proof. Latin America, however,
remains cut off and isolated from the world-wide movement,
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Cuba asidc, a great part of th i
-uba : ¢ American revolutionary orga-
hizations are stij] under the ideological influence of th?Etffg-

An;)cr,ica's real problems,
~¢ay and division on the part of the revolytiona arties i
L tin ‘Amcnca havg Qramatic results, Whether or no;ytfﬁt g;sticus]
Rant 1t,' thcy are joined by force, from outside., The Cuban
thc;roluflon, IN spite of itself and in spite of them, has sealed
- ab? ]umty. History wouk! not be truly dialectical if the formid-
Wcrcc csson ]that a revolution is for the pcople who have made it
e fr::'tn at ;: lg. lc:;son for the continental counterrevolution,
; Revolygm & 10 Grande to the Falkland Islands, the Cuban
rane Nas, to a large extent, transformed the conditions of
: ormation, 'Ibgrcfore, from its inception, from the very
act that the ICVOI}ltIOﬂ exists in the imperialists’ cyes, Cuba has
to failure every attempt at g mcrely t,ncchanical
a. The door that Cuba has opened by
nose of imperialism—the socialist
y barred from within by the national
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for a revolutionary army among the peasants, in northern

Parand and Goiis, of which there are still traces today in
a in northern Argentina. .
Fog'nm(; the Cuban Rc\%olution the Chilcan CP has fixed as a
goal the conquest of power by the ballot box (Twelfth Con-
gress, March, 1962); the Argentine CP has takcp up as a
standard the slogan launched by its secretary Codov1lla'at their
Twelfth Congress (March, 1963): “Towards the seizure of
power through mass action.” At their Third C_Zongres§ (1961),
the Venezuelan CP had been the first to consider scnpusly the
cstablishment of a democratic and popular power, lcq\(mg to the
coursc of rcvolutionary practice itsclf the responsiblhty_ of de-
ciding what road to takc. As a result of the oppression un-
leashed by Betancourt, the only way was armed §trugglc. Tlfe
same evolution, three years later, takes place in Colombia

where the Colombian CP, after the beginning of the guerrilla

war in Marquetalia, abandons its peacefgl line to crcate a gront
against repression. Thus, as the Colombian comr:jldcsprcdncted
a long time bcfore, the self-defense of the masses is transformgd
into a tactical guerrilla offensive. But at the very moment in
which the example of Cuba showed that the conquest of power
was not a priori unrealistic, the unilateral rcpercussions of the

- Twenticth Congress of the Sovict CP and the general orientation

taken then by the international workers’ movemcr’rt," lqd the
Communist parties to adopt a “national democratic” line, a
“unitcd front with the bourgeoisic.” This was thc pcaccfpl road
that had been dcfended not long before by the Cplombnan Ccp
(Ninth Congress, 1963); the Mcxican‘CP (Thirteenth Con-
gress); the Bolivian CP before the s?hnsm ('Sccond“Congrcss,
1964, in which the pecaceful road is considered “the most
probable”); the Chilcan CP (Thirteepth Congress); the Argen-
tinc and the Brazilian Communist parties. )

The example of the Brazilian CP is rc\fealmg. Under the
dircct influence of de-Stalinization, in 1958, it ma}ccs an about-
face, very much part of its tradition. The deFlaratlon of March,
1958, calls upon Communists to form a “united democratic and

" nationalist front,” whose leadership would logically fall into the

s of the national bourgeoisie. One ycar later, Cuba. anf:c
g?:nd the militants of the Brazilian CP (headed by pro-Soviet
Carlos Prestes) have turned into “docile lambs,” a supple-
mentary force of the “advanced” bourgcoisie and the: clectoral
support of Marshall Lott (who ran against Quadros in 1960).

X
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The bourgeoisie considers them more ferocious the more sheep-
like they become. Then the CP of Brazil (pro-Chinese) is
founded, taking away valuable cadres, above all in the south,
from Prestes’ party. A good part of the middlc classes, fright-
ened by the Cuban Revolution, leans toward Lacerda and the
military, The illustrious national bourgeoisie abandons Goulart
in midstream, and gives rise to the coup d’état of April 1, 1964.
The Brazilian CP is left disorganized, smashed by repression
and internal dissension, unable to lead the violent and popular
discontent. This is but one example of the historical contre-
temps provoked by international centralism, which turns out to
be a transposition of slogans and tactics which were elaborated
for a different historical situation. In the face of this incapacity,

. Cuba serves as an unwitting model for fifty Latin American

revolutionary organizations, all on the fringes of the Communist
partics, and all resolved on direct action, All these years of
revolutionary action force us to recognize that heroism is not
enough. There is a lack of ideological maturity, and above all,
political sense, as well as a lack of scctarianism and firmness in
the preparation of the armed struggle. They are too young, and
too unthinkingly modeled after Cuba. They are prisoners of that
model. Those so-called Castroite organizations are in jeopardy,
at least in their present form: MOEC (Peasant Student Worker
Movement) in Colombia; URJE (Revolutionary Union of
Ecuadorian Youth) in Ecuador; MIR (Movement of the Revo-

‘lutionary Left) and FIR (Revolutionary Leftist Front) in Peru;

“Vanguard Socialism” in Argentina (with its myriad subdivi-
sions); MAC (Movement of Peasant Support) and the left wing
of the Socialist Party, in Uruguay (Sendic, organizers of the
union of sugar-cane cutters). Until now the revolutionary front
has not been able to respond to the heightencd level of the
revolutionary struggle—and Cuba has stood alone. :

In the theoretical field, as a consequence of its practical tri-
umph, Cuba rchabilitates Marxism. It has been trapped in Latin
Amcrica since 1930 between the two poles of APRA, and the
mechanical Marxism that had no contact with national rcality.
Let us not forget the Popular American Revolutionary League,
the Latin American Kuomintang. It was born in 1924 as a

united front (at the continental level of anti-imperialist parties

and groups) and transformed into a party in 1929, with scc-
tions in every country. APRA was the scedbed of a whole
generation of anti-imperialist, petit-bourgeois movements: of
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Betancourt and ADD, of Perén's justicialismo in a certain scnse,
and of Bolivia's Revolutionary National Movement (the last
two with fascist influcnce ). ,

The “Indo-Americanism” of the foundcr and chief of APRA,
Haya de Ia Torre, has perpetrated under the name of Marxism
the greatest historical betrayal that Latin America has scen in
thirty years. For at least twenty years Haya de la Torre was the
anti-imperialist guide for an entire generation of cnlightened
bourgcoisie, even of the proletariat itself (in any case, in Peru).
“Hegel, plus Marx, plus Einstein, equals Haya de 1a Torre,” a
follower of the Master could say. “The Aprista Doctrine,”
wrote Haya in 1936 in Anti-Imperialism and APRA, “means
within Marxism a new and methodical confrontation of Indo-
American reality with the thesis that Marx had postulated for
Europe.” This confrontation led to his famous notion of histori-
cal time-space. From it he concluded that since in Europe
socialism springs from the internal contradictions of capitalism,
and since capitalism takes the form of imperialism in Latin
America, it was necessary to encourage imperialist domination,
To accelerate national liberation, this sophism sought theo-
retical justification in a hypocritically mechanistic materialism

. and in a pretended law of succession of social formations. Since

it would appear one cannot skip levels (or stages), North
Amcrican imperialism has a possible usc. This idea led Haya,
beginning in 1945, to become one of the lcading and most
prestigious agents for North American imperialism. In proving

that Marxism as a universal theory of history has its point of .

entry in Latin America, Cuba wipes out, in one stroke, all the
falsifications of Marxism, and with it, all its spokcsmeu—-Haya,
Betancourt, Paz Estenssoro, and others,

In creating a vacuum, Cuba has also created a new demand
for an authentic Marxism, able to conceive of the national
experiences of South America. Not only Cuba’s independence in

the Chinese-Soviet split, but the entire daily practice of ijts )

leaders, both in the Sicrra Macstra and in power, indicates that
Latin America be transformed into a new center of revolu-
tionary planning that accords with its own conditions. At the
samc time, Cuba unwittingly reveals that in many parts of
the contincnt this planning still remains for the future. Since the
death of José Carlos Maridtegui, founder of the Pcruvian CP
and author of Seven Essays of Interpretation of Peruvian
Reality, the greatest Marxist work to comc out of America

R
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Clans and lcaders have imported from Europe prefabricated
Strategics and concepts. Never, unti] Fidel Castro and the
Ve.nczuclan and Colombian revolutions, had Marxism found a
Point of articulation with g Latin American social reality, so
atypical from a Europcan viewpoint, ,
The real weight of the Cuban Revolution is perhaps most
strong!y felt within the Tevolution itsclf, It serves to put an end
to Spvnct, Chinese, and even Cuban revolutionary models; to the
sterile comfort of schemes and formulas; to the separation of

all th'c Cxperiences and latent aspirations of the continent’s
exploited masses converge.

. Cu!.m’has also raised the level of materia] and idcological
mperna}xst reaction more quickly than it has the level of the
revolutionary leadership. It mperialism has drawn more ad-
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tined to guarantee the internal security of Latin America against
subversion.” According to the New York Times of July 4: “The
program represents a radical change in the military programs
for the Western Hemisphcre. Until now the principal aim had
always been to equip air and naval units for a common defense
of the hemispherc against an attack from the outside, Today,
greater importance is conceded to the internal defense against
subversion.” During 1961, $21 million were carmarked for

“anti-subversive equipment.”
Every year the antiguerrilla school in Panama graduates an

unknown number (due to military secrecy, but in the thou--

sands) of young officials and Latin American policcmen.
Among the graduates are battalions of Colombian antigucrrillas,
Ecuadorian parachutists, Peruvian commandos, Bolivian rang-
ers, Argentine police (now equipped with heavy weapons), and

many other military groups, formed and organized by North

American military missions, which had existed in an embryonic
state before the Cuban Revolution. Today all those groups arc
engaged in liquidating insurrection within their countries. It is
chiefly in the area of information and infiltration that North
American aid has intensified its efforts. The FBI and the CIA
directly control the local police. In Brazil, no one except
Brizola, who had the police archives burned in Rio Grande do
Sul when he was governor there, thought it reprehensible that
the FBI and the CIA scized the secret files of the political police
in full view of the “national bourgeois regime.” Argentina, with
twenty million inhabitants, relies on seven political police agen-
cies, indcpendent and mutual rivals. In Venezucla, Sotopol,
Digepol, SIFA, PTJ, etc. do the job, not to mention the agents
the CIA recruits on the spot. “Twenty years ago,” an Ecua-
dorian military information officer said proudly, “we were: still
relatively innocent. When studenfs went out in the' strects we
shot at them, which had bad results. Today-we know that of the
hundred weapons for stifling revolution, firearms are the last.”

Judge for yourself: the six or seven important guerrilla
centers that have appeared in Latin America since 1959 have
been wiped out or were destroyed at birth as a result of being
denounced, frequently by infiltrators.

On the political level the triumph of the Cuban Revolution
tends to radicalize, organize, and unify the various elements of
the bourgeoisic into a single counterrevolutionary front faster
than revolutionary organizations become radicalized and uni-

[ ‘, faded away. The Cuban Revolution which th
has publicly unmasked them, The Fran o [ Petrayed

Figuer.a§, the Betancourts, the Muiioz Marins, the Arévalos, the
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fied. Cuba’s rapid transformation into a socialist country has
been used to frighten the so-called national bourgeoisie and the

Cubar} Revolution, is that it has revealed and consolidated the
wavering class consciousncss of the ncighboring national bour-
geoisic, above all, where they exist as a social class—in Chile
Argcx}tina, Uruguay, Brazil, Colombia, ’

This consolidation to the right Icaves in many places a central
vacuum for. a revolutionary vanguard. It is an emptiness all the
more surprising becausc Latin America is a mine of solid and
committed revolutionary groups, all ready to sacrifice them-

who f?ght bcsidf: them. In America, especially in its political
behavior, there is a dramatic scparation between gencerations, It

" Is enough to obscrve the age structurc in the semicolonjal coun-

tries of South Amcrica.to realize that this s i
of § . . cparation reflec
real division, which wil] deepen. P oo

The cabal of social democratic “leaders,” the so-called “gen-

;. eration of 1920,” who BTCW up together in exile in the shadow

of the revolutionary sacrifices of their people, have happily

Frondizis, the Paz Estenssoros, came to power immediately
afte.r the §ccon§ World War, and unti] the last three years have
retained in their hands the entire Latin American anti-imperi-

scene, where they still conjured illusions,
The frustrated feclings of thesc pelty bourgeoisics are openly

; (displayed. In the 1950s it was still possible for Betancourt to
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army in col}aboration with the Yanqui military missjon had
€N preparing for several years, Destined to be far removed
from the centers of intcrnationa] Support, to lack money and

against “Castro-Communism” (his term became popular all
over the continent). Yet the man who uscd it js at bottom a
petty, despairing politician, condemned to an armored car and
solitude, who got carricd away and let his mask slip before
500,000 pcople in Silence Square, Caracas, :

The Fidelista movement is the dividing point between two

honesty of those young men with no political past, named Fide] 5cope of their Tepression. Now s t t i il
and Raul Castro, Camillo Cicnfuegos, Erncsto Che Gucvara, and viewpoint, i Europe and clscw;crl;n ewfc:h;x;gzt::;g;tafg :‘fflﬁ
Almefda, and so many others, ) -, understand the difficulties that confront our comrades in that gﬂf

This represents a singular fusion of contradictions, At the Part of the worlq, e ‘1;,' ;

P

2 ‘:“faﬁ s

most intcnse moment of the clandestine struggle the 26th of
July movement was able to collect money in the middle of New
York City, in the name of the “rights of man”; to accept
matcrial assistance from Pepe Figueres, President of Costa . -
Rica, for the dcfensc of democracy; to receive officially financial !
aid from the Venezuclan people, recently freed from Pérez:
Jiménez’s dictatorship, and to get from Larrazébal, President of i
the Democratic Junta, an armed airplane, It received g protec- gy
tive world-wide notoriety, thanks to" the capitalist publishing . . 4.
chains Life and Paris-Match. All of this takes nothing away
from the Cxtraordinary merits of the 26th of July, but jt is., 2
ficcessary to remember these things in order to evaluate the -
diflerences in equivalent movements today. “Do you think that ., 3!

likgly not to understand contcmporary history, Op adopting

their new strategy of the “long war,” what have the Venezuelan

FALN done but take into account the pew situation createq by

Cut.»a? More than hat of the North American investments in

Latin America are located in Venczuela, 1¢ is the.country most .|

infiltrated and therefore the most carefully watched by the ;#'_ '
|
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* Of the New York Times, who interviewed Fidel in the Sierra Maestra o
(ed.). i
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bloody failures of Canton and Shanghai in 1927. But it was
only in this way that the Communist leaders could discard the
Bolshevik model and devclop an authentically Chinese. form.
This was the model victoriously defended by Mao against Li Li-
san. Born out of defeat, the retirement to the countryside, with
the long march and the installation of revolutionary peasant
bascs, meant victory. But if an inventory of sacrifices is ever
compiled, the blood spilled in Shanghai or Caracas should not
be recorded on the debit side of the rcvolution, as if it were the

result of an error in judgment.
In both cascs, in order to prove theoretically that an isolated

urban insurrection cannot achicve victory in a semicolonial

country with a peasant majority, it has been necessary to first
realize it in practice. If it was sufficient to prove a revolutionary

~ theory theoretically, a few competent theoreticians would be

enough to make “good” revolutions, without useless detours, by
deductive means. Even if a strategy of the long war, carried out
from the countryside and moving to the cities, had been tacitly
accepted by the commanders of the guerrilla fronts in 1962, it
had to wait for confirmation upon events elsewhere. Two years
later it had to be ratificd by urban lcaders, at which time there
appcared to be a divergence of aims between the countryside
and the city. Anyone who visited the rural fronts before the
clections of December, 1964, could bear witness to the oricnta-
tion of Douglas in Falcén, or Urbina and Gabaldén in Lara.
They called for reestablishing the guerrilla war on political
rather than military tcrms, This meant patiently building peas-
ant cells of support in each town; daily efforts at propaganda
and making contacts; plowing new lands in the jungle; cam-
paigns for literacy among combatants and peasants; rcinforce-
ment of the contact organization with the urban areas; supply

and information networks. All of this political, organizational ’

effort culminated in the cstablishment of a fixed revolutionary
base, with its own school, courts, and broadcasting station
(alrcady installed in Falcén).

Out of all this underground activity the press picks out only
the military aspects, which are thc least dssential. While the
urban guerrilla war eroded into a war of attrition, in which time
acted against the revolutionary forces, the rural guerrilla war
silently and calmly took advantage of that same time to estab-
lish the political infrastructure for future military actions. In the
euphoria of the recent popular victories, a political underesti-
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{natior} pf Betancourt’s government and of North American
imperialism swept the ranks of the urban militants, who for
obvious reasons still did not have a full grasp of the new post-
Cubar'1 conditions. Hence the underestimation of the repressive
capacity of the government and the military power of imperial-
Ism. This cxplains the unexpected dismantling, more rapid than
was forescen, of the legal and illegal political organization in
Qaracas and the statc capitals, Thus, in the country most
dircctly colonialized by the United States, the Venczuelans have
bccn't‘he first to expericnce the “people’s war” in post-Cuban
conditions. Thcy have paid dearly for their pioneer role. Now
that the reformist method, having been put to the test in Peru,

Brazil, and Chile, scems to have incontestably failed, we would

be happy to sce the revolutionaries of brother countries utilize

the imm.ense wealth of experience gathered by the Venezuelans
—¢xpcricnce which could benefit cveryone,
v Bccently there has been a great deal of discussion about
Chile. In fact," that country is now in the reformist vanguard as
a rgsult of the Christian Democrat’s election victory. Their
leading political position reveals the extent to which mass
Movements have arisen in that country in the last few years,
:Thc polic_y followed by the workers’ movement in Chile, after
its rclcgahzation of Ibéiiez in 1958, could partially explain not
a reactionary victory, but the way this policy took the conti-
nent’s reformists by surprise,

One does not have to read Clausewitz to know that the basis
of cvery tactic, revolutionary or not, consists of choosing onc’s

.

battlcgroqnd; anq, whenever there is a bourgeois rcgime, of not

territory. In this case the territory is representative democracy
Wwhose class nature is even more marked in Latin America than
in Europe,

Ir‘l.this light Chile presents a spccial case—parliamentary
tradlt'non, minor role for the army, secondary importance of
agrarian feudalism, etc. Howecver, we must kecp in mind the
central Importance of the Catholic Church (thc women’s votes
for Frei over Allende were crucial); the control by the ruling
class 'of all the propaganda media; the way the “charitable
organization” Caritas could freely buy the votes of the ca-
Ilfzrnpas (working-class slums of Santiago) through the free
distribution of food products offercd by the Alliance for Prog-

ress. The impressive anti-Cuban campaign carricd on by the
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United States assured from the outset the superiority of the
bourgeoisic in the clectoral field. If there really were in Chile
before September 4, 1964, somc workers’ scctions skeptical
about claims of a popular victory in the election, the FRAP
(Popular Action Front) convinced them of the contrary,

(1) All working-class demands were tabled prior to the
opening of the clectoral campaign, in spitc of inflation and
growing unemployment, in order not to invite reaction and
frighten the middlc classcs. The democratic partics, fully recon-
verted into elcctoral machincs, gave assurances of Salvador
Allende’s victory to their militants, thus diverting the masses
from the propositions of real power. Three months before the
clections, FRAP was alarmed by the military mobilization of
neighboring countries (Argentina, Bolivia, Peru) and rumors of
a military coup d’état in the event of a popular victory. These
rumors gaincd credence with the Brazilian coup d’état. FRAP
considcred itsclf obliged to secretly take formal and hasty
measures to protect its lcaders and prepare for an eventual
move underground. These measures did not contribute to rais-
ing the level of popular consciousness and preparation.

(2) The loss of the election was explaincd by FRAP in
terms of an alliance with “centralist” as well as frankly re-
actionary partics, and by the fact that concessions were made to
refugees from the liberal and even conservative parties. There
was cven a front-page report in Vistazo, the Communist youth
magazine, of a banquet given for Allende by the Grand Lodge
of Chilcan Freemasons, whose membership includes the great
names of Chilc’s commercial bourgeoisie. Very little scparated
Frei’s Christian Democratic program from Allende’s program
except that Allende was for progressive nationalization of the
copper mines, and Frei for their “Chileanization.” But Frei
found more direct methods for reaching the masses.

(3) All offensive actions on the part of the working class
were postponed “for later.” This included not answering the
opponent’s offensives for fear of frightening the clectorate. Chile
is the only Latin American country where the break in diplo-
matic relations with Cuba had not been accompanied by mass
demonstrations. Since the break was carried out shortly before
the elections, FRAP was content to issuc a communiqué, and
Allende, their presidential candidate, to state that he would, if
necessary, submit the case to the International Tribunal in The
Hague. Instcad of affirming their solidarity with Cuba, FRAP
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kept putting distance between itsclf and the Cuban Revolution-

and other revolutionary groups, espccially by failing to censure

letter of its cor}stitution. In the development of the Chilean
elcctoral campaign the left and the right vied to see who could

- g0 further in their peaceful declarations and humanitarian

cor}dcmnations of violence. Thus, we read jn the program of the
Chilcan CP, approved by the Twelfth Congress in March,

1962:

:l‘hc thesis qf. the peaceful road is not a tactical form, but rather
Is a proposition tied to the platform of the Communist Party
+ «+ « [the peaceful road] completcly corresponds to the interests

natiqnal and inicrnational forces has increased the chances for
leading the revolution without an armed struggle,

Without cven taking into account the unreasonable optimi
of this !ast thesis in Latin America five ycars aftcr thcptC":l;sanx:
‘l‘levolutl'on, one cannot help being surprised at sceing how the

thc.orctxcal humanism” of Marxism can serve to justify aban-
dopmg all political and theoretical precision. It would clearly be
unjust to explain the reactionary victory in the Chilean presi-
dential clections, and in the last legislative clections in March
{965, solcly on the basis of the mistakes made by the rcvolu-’
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unparalleled by any other “democratic movement in South

America.” Reaction, reducing itself to limited forms of social-

izing demagoguery to keep power, received an equal number of
votes from men, who are less susceptible than women to con-
servative and clerical pressure, If reformism had not spread
those illusions among the masses, if it had not tricd to turn the
Chilean elcction into a crucial “test” before the eyes of all the
Latin American militants, then it would doubtlessly today be in
the position of retaking the offensive on a new base.
The Chilean expericnce gives rise to two conclusions:

1) Itis impossible for a “developed” country in America that
belongs to the “Southern conc” (Chile, Argentina, Uru-
guay) or to Central America (Costa Rica) to escape
being determined by the structure of the continent as a
whole and pressed between the meshes of the imperialist
network. Now Chile’s workers’ movement (motivated by a
real supcriority complex which tends to overestimate its
specific nature as an “evolved” democracy) has tried to
make an abstraction of the Latin American national liber-
ation movements and of the historical moment, alrcady
described, created by the Cuban Revolution throughout
the entire continent,

2) Opportunfsm shares a common feature with adventurism:
the underestimation of North American imperialism,

which does not stop short of making military coups d’état. -

It is well known in Cuba and clsewhcre that given the lack of
preparation of the Chilean democratic organizations, Allendc’s
clectoral victory would not have .brought about any funda-
mental change in the structure of the state apparatus, and that
the Chilean ruling class and imperialism would not have been
cast into oblivion by popular action. This radical underestima-
tion of imperialism appeared with much greater clarity in the
case of rcformism in one part of the Brazilian revolutionary
movement. Because if there ever was a historical example of the
vanity of rcformist efforts, it is in Brazil. As the limits of this
article keep us from analyzing a matter that really calls for a
separate study, we shall only point out that the Brazilian Com-
munist Party, as its present self-criticism testifics, abandoned all
class indcpendence to take advantage of an alliance with the
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“national bourgcoisic,” represented by Goulart. This oppor-
tunistic linc automatically provoked its opposite among a great
part of the Brazilian revolutionary forces; that is, a petit-
bourgeois radicalism that sneered at the patient cfforts of the
masses, in certain sectors influenced by Francisco Julido, and to
some cxtent by Brizola, And if the fascist coup d’état encoun.
tered no resistance, it is also because it took the CP, which was
in the middle of a legalistic cuphoria, completely by surprise,
and also because the only scctors prepared for the struggle
preferred to postpone things, not yet wishing to take the defen-
sive against a corrupt and impotent regime, and not yet wanting
to unite the most conscious masses into a revolutionary base.,

We only want to raisc the question why, a short time after the
Cuban Revolution and in spite of all that it taught, at the rc-
sponsible Icadership level in several countries, there have been

i 8 illusions about a peaceful step toward socialism. Pcrhaps the

secret (not really much of a sccret) should be sought in the

general framework of present reformist tendencics within Latin

America. Permit us to reproduce the statement that a “highly
qualified” representative of those tendencics was kind enough to
give us, in an Andean nation where a popular insurrection sur-

vived at that moment in a latent state:

Our aim in Latin America js to consolidate the national demo-
cratic states, such as Bolivia, Chile, Mexico, Brazil [this was at
the time of Goulart], so that these can one day scrve as poles of
attraction for thc less advanced neighboring states. Those na-
tional statcs can only be effectively strengthened, to the detriment
of North American imperialism, which tends to dominate the
competing national economics so that thcy arc able to escape
their commercial monopoly. North American imperialism is the
natural enemy of the national bourgeoisic, Now, the only chance
for these national bourgeoisic to develop cconomics free from
forcign influence, is to resort to the-disinterested aid, free from
* political strings, of the socialist camp. It is for that reason that
the primary task of the socialist camp is to tirelessly reinforce
their cconomic strength. There are two reasons for this. First, it
must be able to send long-term loans and technicians to those
countrics, that is, to weaken or check North American spheres of
influence. Sccond, the revelation of the material and cultural
progress of the socialist countries will add to the prestige of
socialism and will increasingly attract to it the national demo-
cratic states,
At this moment, then, it js Becessary to wait for the national
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bourgeoisie to mature, since they clearly. cannot appﬁar owl:’;:
night. The growth of a national. bourgeoisie means the 'snlrpm
taneous growth of two contradictlo'ns:'thc first with u.npem:l lstbe“
which no longer excrcises its exploitation as it. once dlq, an t
second with the nascent proletariat, w:hnch it is bcgmmf:gt I‘:
exploit. With a strong bourgeoisie, ghcre is a strong p'ro.lctansa..
is necessary for us to count on this double contradiction. Since
national industries arc still too weak, therc arc not the qcccsslary
conditions for a revolution. The weakness of the working ¢ 'aﬁ
and of its partics should not, however, lcad us to a scct;:’n;a”=
policy of isolation, to which, on the other hand, wbci wou .
inclined by a lack of experience or leaders. It wou}d ncc?tshso‘r,):
for us to be able to arrange the broadest alliances, wi o
fearing that the middlc class takes the lead in th.c'sc.lNutlt'ptc‘::gu
petty or middle bourgeoisic have excclient pohucad at lt rna-:
Today, they are the only realists, On the. other h.an , ll'; et -
tional conditions play an increasingly crucial rolc in revolu l:on
ary victories. It would be better not to be hasty,. bpt to turn :sc
international conditions to the advantage of' s?cmhsm: the C.Zu an
economy grows stronger; that of thc socialist camp also; new
socialist countries appear in other parts of thc‘world. ) o
Today, here in , to attempt revolutlon,' {0 b%gm ar;?sie
struggle against the rcprescntativcs. of that national lourgrcv isie
on the road to formation, and now in power, v.vould o;t).' s¢ by
delay or compromisc the advent of the objective con t;c:ons;:oisie
most progressive elements in the government and the hux} ie
would be thrown, ipso facto, into the arms of the North Am

cans, The defeat of the insurrection would allow the most back- -

ward clements to once again take the lead, perhaps to w;pc :}:’et
the beginnings of agrarian reform, and even to dcnn}:on:al ize he
mines, The U.S. would thereupon demand the closing l?wn“d
the Soviet Embassy that we maintain under hecavy pena ucsi :list
in spite of all provocations, and the depar‘t.ure o_f tl;‘e soc .
commoercial missions, The grcatest danger in Latin America

impatience, Jacobinism; to pass on to even less favorable condi- :

tions, and to sacrifice a certain future to illusion.

The partisans of reformist strategy steadily decrcasc in Latin

i he
Amcrica, for the simple reason that they cannot fta:d up ct: :h ‘
test of experience. Reformism supposes for Latin Ameri .
development of states of “national democracy under bourgeois

lcadership,” not aligned to the United States, and progressivcly ’ ’

able to achieve independence from it. However, the history of
the past twenty years has shown that:

(1) A “npational bourgcois” party takcs over a popular |
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Tevolution and seizes power, as the Institutional Revolutionary
Party did in Mexico, Accién Democrética in Venezuela, the
Revolutionary Nationalist Movement in Bolivia, This progres-
sive petty bourgcoisic, without having the infrastructure of
cconomic power preexistent to its political predominance, then
transforms the state not only into an instrument of political
control, but also into a source of political power. The state,
culmination of the social relations of exploitation in capitalist
Europe, becomes in a certain sense the instrument of its restora-
tion. As the institutional cxpression of the given processes of
production in a society, the state, by virtuc of a short circuit
characteristic of scmicolonial countries, is transformed into an
instrument of production of the nonexistent processes of pro-
duction. The prolifcration of public jobs, the only source of
employment for thousands of unemployed, serves as a substitute
for the development of a production apparatus. Without control

_of the statc, this bourgeoisie, economically speaking, is nothing.

Political power means everything to it, and it would do anything
'to preserve it. One does not get into public office if one is not a
party member. In Venczucla there is not a single ministerial
typist who docs not pay dues to the AD before learning to type,
Party dues are directly deducted from the salaries of public
scrvants, as union dues arc deducted from workers’ salaries. A
group of fat and cynical pcople make up the higher and middie
range of public scrvants; of private secretaries; of dishonest
lawyers; of businessmen; of police; of officials compromised in
the resale of arms; of indebted diplomats; of labor leaders who
get into the Ministry of Labor and grow fat off the state
apparatus that is, in its own right, parasitic. To wear down and
strangle anyone who gets close to its booty is a matter of life
and death for them. Threatened by popular demands, this new-
tich bourgeoisic betrays the nationalist idcology that at first
characterized its leadership of the masses (above all, the peas-
ant masses, by the constantly rencwed promise of a2 “real”
agrarian rcform), It changes costumes and dedicates itself to
collaboratc ever more shamelessly with imperialism, whose
interests it handles on the spot. Giving and getting: oil, mining,
and commercial concessions, in cxchange for a few “royalties”
and “aid” funds, which are then rapidly invested in highways
and private swimming pools. From this angle the regimes of
Venezucla and Bolivia (with or without Paz Estcnssoro) pre-
sent startling similaritics. The same agrarian reforms, the scanda-

—
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lous ransoms of land in Venezuela and the division of unculti-
vated lands in eastern Bolivia into private lots, the same
populist demagoguery that assures the regime a good name
abroad, periodic clectoral frauds, maintenance of a kind of
parliament, public spectacles to demonstrate support by the

~ workers; all of this presents a semblance of democracy. It is

surrounded by “a people in arms,” that is, mercenaries recruited
among uncmployed workers and the lumpen. (In Venczuela,
the half dozen legal and extralegal police agencics, in Bolivia
the MNR “militias,” made up of illiterate Indians and rail
workers, the only proletarian union in which governmental
terror had any results.) This bourgeoisie must defend its politi-
cal power against those who gave it to them, the workers and
the students who, spurred by Communist and nationalist youth,
headed the struggle against Pércz Jiménez for ten years—
and against Gémez for twenty—and who, in Bolivia, suffered
the long calvary of mining massacres and all the insurrections
suppressed by “Rosca.” In the end the regimes of “national
democracy” give birth to a monster (except for this, there is no
teratology in history). This could well be called demobourgeois
fascism, the supreme transformation of the contradictions into
which a bourgeois regime with no bourgeois class enters, a
liberalism without liberals.

(2) When a bourgeois politician, or some part of thc “na-
tional bourgeoisie,” refuscs to betray his national vocation by
selling out to thc United States, he then tries democratic-bour-
geois reforms: a real antifeudal agrarian rcform, the cxtension
of voting rights to the illitcrate, the establishment of diplomatic
and commercial relations with all countries, control of the
profits of the large North American companics, ctc. To resist
the pressures of the North American ambassador (known to
Ecuadorians as “the viceroy”), the press campaigns, the insti-
tutional obstacles the parliamentary majority scts up (the har-
vested fruit of electoral fraud), the “President” is obliged to
resort to the popular masses. He seeks the support of the
workers’ parties and unions, and perhaps the backing of the
peasant leagues (as in Brazil). From' that moment on the
regime sees itself threatened by the specter of an army coup
d’état. Corncred between the working and pcasant classes,
whosc enthusiasm the regime has sparked and who press it from
behind, and, on the other side, the army, mobilized by the in-
jured oligarchy and the grimaces of the North American De-
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partnicnt of State, who block it from the front, the “President”

~_ totters, looks for a way out, a respite. He compromises, but it is

too late; thc entire ruling class, alerted by the precipitous rush
of events, has already guesscd that the mechanism set in motion
will lead to his downfall. The triumph of a policy of national
independence implies the adoption of socialist measures: this
truth, once discovered, provokes panic. The bourgeoisie then
abandon their sorcerer’s apprentice, and it matters little to them
that constitutional legality, which was their champion against
“subversion,” is trampled by the military. On any pretext (in
quzil, a measure of clemency from Goulart for the mutinous
sailors), the prefectures are occupicd; the provincial garrisons
do not answer the president’s telephone calls; some tanks ad-
vance toward the presidential palace; the streets arc cmpty: the
coup d’état is here. The “President” and a handful of advisers
are left in the air. Precisely because constitutional legality has
been respected throughout the process, no other kind of army
opposcs the regular troops. Nor are the people armed. There
may be a last-ditch effort, condemned to be nothing more than a
symbol, the small popular demonstrations that appcar here and
there, and are dispersed by rifles. Unable to posc a serious
alternative to the armed representatives of his own class and the
Department of State, the “President” takes a plane to Uruguay
or Panama. In this way Arbenz fell in 1954 (with dircct help
from the United States Army, which cquipped, trained, and
organized Castillo Armas’ mercenaries), Bosch in Santo Do-
mingo in 1963, and Goulart in Brazil in 1964, as well as
Arosemena in Ecuador, Arévalo and Villeda Morales in Central
An}crica, and so many others, all replaced by a military junta or
regime. This tragicomedy has known no exceptions, even with
the Bonapartist variations of the national bourgcoisie such as
Vargas (Brazil, 1954) or Perén (Argentina, 1955). The order
of' the acts and the scenes remains essentially the same; just as
‘this farce is related to us, the history of the bourgeois heroes of
reformism has the earmarks of religious myth. Reformism,
w{hich is inverted dogmatism, hides in a cyclical theory of
history so as to better cover its ears to the real lessons of
history. Like the beautiful phoenix, if it dies one night the
morning will witness its rebirth. The bourgeois heroes of prog-
ress, those unfortunates, have such a strong predilection for
romance, whilc their tragedy ends in comedy every time.

Such is the second term of the alternative: a bourgeois (an
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individual or group of individuals), though he might be cour-
agcous enough to accept literally the nationalist ideology offered
by his class, is not brave enough to break with it—even thoqgh
be may be entrusted with converting his class. In carrying
through bourgeois rcform of feudal socicty, he is strangled by
his own class, which turns the army—the instrument .of .ns
political domination—against him. Far from admitting its in-
consistencies, thc nationalist bourgeoisic dccrics the distance
that separates what it is—bourgeois and ally of agrarian fcudal-
ism and of foreign capital, from what it says it is—national and
anti-imperialist. The bourgeoisie would prefer ,that.thcy be
taken at their own word—to a point. In politics, as in every-
thing clsc, the golden mean is bourgcois virtuc. o
~ How does an alternativc arise? From the explosive situation
the Cuban Revolution created in Latin America. It has given an
example to the whole world. Like Russia before 1917, Lat'm
America is ready to give birth to two revolutions, the bour.gcms-
democratic and the socialist, and it cannot realize one wnth9ut
realizing the other. “[It] cannot contain the one by postponing
the other.” Therefore, it is risky to rely on the “national
bourgeoisie,” even where one has developed, to make the
bourgeois-democratic revolution, for it knows very well wlzat
that process will unleash. To say that it is up to the prolc.tz'xn?t
and the peasantry to fulfill the historic task of the bourgcoisie is
to say that the present alternative is not betwecen the (p;accful)
bourgcois revolution and the (violent) socialist rcvolutxon."l"he
promoters of the Alliance for Progress have asscrted this in
accord with the reformist point of view. But today they confess
that it is simply a struggle between revolution and counter-
revolution. In this way the good Kennedy types in Washington

- have put aside their doubts and have deliberately welcomed

counterrevolution. The Thomas Mann doctrine which re]atc.f: to
the rccognition of de facto governments illustr?tes this. In view
of this, imperialism has only two choices: avoid the bqurgcou-
democratic revolution (military coup d’état), or thn it comes
about anyhow, change it esscntially (demobourgeois fasc1§m).
If the creature is already there, cage it; if it is merely conceived,
abort it. It does not matter what the reformist Communists and
Christian Democrats in Chile think about this; there is no third
altcrnative. There is yet more: since Cuba has put an end to
accidents (the 1910 “decmocratic” Mexican and the 1932 Bo-
livian revolutions belong to the belle époque of carclessness,

e m—

e B

g T ¥ e

-

- REGIS DEBRAY 0§ 527

before the Cuban Revolution), the abortiori manu militaire is
the rule today. One can see this in the suppressions by military
coups d'état during the past two years.

Conscquently, whocver persists in playing at revolution,

- whether liberal or socialist, from above (without an armed

popular organization), within the rules of constitutional legal-
ity, plays a strange game in which there is an election which can
only be lost in one of two ways. Either onc can be sent to
prison, to cxile, or to a common grave (demobourgeois fas-
cism). Arbenz (Guatcmala, 1954), or Betancourt (Venczuela,
1959): betrayed or betrayer. When the day of thc real con-
frontation arrives, it will only be nccessary to have a few more
riflcs. In a supreme irony of history, the surest road in Latin

. America to a future that will sing of blood and tcars has been

baptised “the peaccful road to socialism.”
The Brazilian expericnce of “basic reforms,” attempted by

. Goulart’s government, reunites the conditions of victory at the

highest level: a powerful mass movement supported by the
central power, onc of thc most solid Communist parties on the
continent, located at the very heart of the statc apparatus, and
an army infiltrated from top to bottom (or s0 it was belicved)
by a strong democratic, even revolutionary, movement. Hope

. erystallized among thosc in Latin America who thought it more

cconomical to scize control of the bourgcois state from within.
The fall of Goulart, a beautiful example, wrecked these hopes
almost everywhere. It was bad luck that Goulart tricd to drag

- the Communist Party down with him. A few days before the

coup d'état the Brazilian Communist Party’s gencral secretary
answered the questions of his worricd friends. “We're in power
now, let’s not get alarmed.” The party infiltrated the bourgcois
governmental apparatus without completely dominating it, thus
permitting reaction to kill two birds with one stonc. Now the
militants cannot hide their bitterness, Torn apart, the Brazilian

q - Communist Party is crumbling away in the bitter struggles,

reciprocal accusations, and recapitulations, The forced awaken-
ing is as sad as the dreams were beautiful.

The implacable course of real class struggle always makes its
voicc heard. The Colombian Communist Party, under the ori-
entation of its general sccretary, Vicira, has known how to
adapt itself to historical conditions when it was nccessary, and
has opcnly attached itself to the cause of the pcasants of
Marquetalia. Onc could guess that by coordinating its activities
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with those of the Venezuelan guerrillas of the Andes and of
Lara, and by extending the guerrilla war along those frontierless
plains that join both countries, as it is trying to do, the
Colombian guerrillas have accelerated in a singular way the
liberation of the two neighboring countries—Colombia and
Venezuela, Now a Bolivian unity of national struggle has been
realized, without which American liberation would be delayed
for a long time. In regard to those whose numbers are dwindling
and who obstinately refuse to criticize their failures (Peru,
Chile, Brazil), their very silence denounces them, revealing
their mistaken emphasis on patience. This cardinal virtue of the
revolutionaries is not respectable when it is raised in theoretical
argument against all the evidence that rcasoning and reality
offer. On the contrary, anyone could casily denounce the impa-
tience of the Castroite youth when they articulate the ways and
goals of the revolution. But has anyone ever considered this
paradox: that it has been those same patient parties who have
yielded to this blind realism, and to the policy of immediate
gains and long-range losses? Does not true revolutionary pa-
ticnce consist of building the fundamental revolutionary ap-
paratus through a long struggle, choosing once and for all the
class banner (which does not exclude alliances), and organiz-
ing the exploited around this nucleus? Does it not consist
of the irreversible growth of the 26th of July movement in
Cuba, of the Venezuclan FALN, and the Colombian self-
defense militias which were transformed into a guerrilla army
beforc they had been a regular army? The' “impatient ones”
show the most surprising tactical flexibility. They arrange the
broadest alliances without compromising their positions, and
they face the long war calmly. Castroite impatience does not say
“Let’s seize power tomorrow,” but rather, “No matter how long
and twisting this road may be, and precisely for that reason, we
must ncver lose sight of the final aim—destruction of the semi-
colonial state—in order to avoid uscless detours.” ‘
Without a common source, this passion for cfficiency and

dircct blow, aimed at the foundations of the state, its army, and
its police, would not be shared by thousands of militant revolu-
tionaries from Guatemala to Brazil. It is not necessary (o
produce statistical tables to show that the Latin American
masscs are victims today of a kind of peaceful genocide, on
the part of impcrialism and the ruling class. Without including
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deaths resulting from the wars that periodically devastate the
continent (300,000 killed in Colombia between 1948 and
. 1958), we choose two figurcs at random from the official
‘ ~  tables: in the suburbs of Recife in Brazil’s Noftheast, of every
1,000 newborn infants, 500 die before they are two years. old.
The life expectancy of adults who labor in the Bolivian mines or
on the fazendas of Northeast Brazil barely passes thirty. This is
p a cross section of America. Latin America suffers, much more
"1 than the rest of the Third World, a greater population increase
- (approximatcly 3 pereent per annum), which the generally
+- feudal processes of production now in force make really dra-

matic. Compared with the Western world, this growth in popu-

lation would create different rates of historical devclopment

everywherc. For example, the program the Communist Party of
.-} the Sovict Union adopted at the Twenty-second Congress fixes
{ - alimit of one gencration—at the most half a century, but even

| this scems too short—for the building of Communism. But
'] many Brazilian Communists, in setting time limits, do not allow
more than a few years for the building of a new society, how-
ever unrealistic this may seem. The Soviet Union’s increase in
productive capacity is helped by a population growth that is not
excessive. Brazil's population rate of increase, on the other
hand, is: over the next twenty years it will double its popula-
tion from 6o to 120 million inhabitants. This may £0 some way
- to explain the state of emergency in which our American
. comrades live. If they fail to act quickly or if they stay where
" they are, they will be more easily killed off, onc by onc. This
: passion for action explains the impatience of Castroitcs as well
~ as vague feclings of imminent salvation, the hungry man’s
- mysticism which stalks the peasants of Northeast Brazil. Once
onc understands the fact that the levels and therefore the rates
of possible change vary in different parts of the world one can
begin to understand that the margin of time between formu-
lating a strategy for taking power and the tactics that follow it

up is smaller in South America than in Europe. One can also
 understand why slogans imported dircctly from Europe (for
‘i g example, those referring to peaceful coexistence) encounter so

1 rpuch difficulty in being adapted to real Latin American situa-
wyfo tons. It is casy to admit that the inequalities in world-wide
devclopment, especially population growth, are cxplained by
©4§. uncqual revolutionary patterns and forms of action. But it is
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cqually clear that those differences of timing within world-wide
revolutionary action can seem to provoke contradictions within
the revolutionary world to exactly the extent that the differences
are not recognized for what they are and taken into account.

For this rcason, some reformists consider the Castroite con-
ception of revolution a dangerous adventure. To gain time, to
conserve encrgy, guarantee the legality of the organization, send
the most militant to the Europcan socialist countrics (and have
them come back denationalized, without any connections with
their real milieu, rejected or ignored by the militants in the
interior), is correct conduct for the vanguard. Reformism re-
gards every initiative that tends to further the armed struggle,
that is, to answer with illegal weapons the undeclared war
(which goes under the names of silicosis, infantile parasites,
brutalization, slow death . . .) that imperialism unlcashes
against its victims will be “premature” and provocative. The
leaders and militants of the new Castroite generation, the
Cubans themsclves, view the conditions for the armed struggle
more gencrally. The development of the objective conditions are
in danger of being arranged by the encmy and compromised or
retarded if the Latin American revolutionaries fail to advance
scriously the long struggle for power by “realistic” efforts and
specific revolutionary actions.

Whocver sees the opposition between the two attitudes as
internal and inevitable is probably looking for an cscape
through the backdoor of neutrality. European Marxism, it will
be said, is tainted with positivism (it has an empirical basis):
“It is enough to be familiar with [the objective conditions] to
act correctly.” And Cuban Marxism is tinged with voluntarism

(it has an Idcalist base): “It is not always necessary to cxpect . 4
that all the conditions for the revolution will be given,” Che )
Guevara once wrotc; “the insurrectional center can create them.”

But this attempt to comparé two things that are not com-

parable is unrcalistic. As with every false theory, it gives rise to ¥

nothing practical and reflects nothing. It would be fitting to

‘point out here, as we have tried to do clscwhere, that the
methodological instructions grouped ‘under the name “Castro-

ism” constitute, in the concrete conditions of the majority of

"Latin American nations, “a guide for action.” As such, so- .

called Castroism, which is Leninism, is not in any way closed,
Assimilatcd and recreated by the Latin American masscs, it is
the guiding force for the first steps of continental liberation, Let
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