HO CHI MINH AND THE COMINTERN

TOM TH&T THIEN

Introduction

Ho Chi HMinh i & name well known all over the world. But
much less well krnown are the full facts of his life. Lesast known
of all is the peart of his life during which he was in the direct
service of the Communist International (Cominternt. This period

covaered 18 vears oubt of a total of 30 which he spent abroad. Ho
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arrived in France in 1911, 1e hat country for the Soviet Union
in 1923, He was sent on assignments outside the Sovist Undion
several times, the last one being in 1938, when he was ordered to
go back to Vietnam. He set foot on Vietnamese soil in 19410

F Ho's life betweesn 1911 and 1925, including his decision
Lo embrace Lenin and Leninism, there are good scocounts. These
accounts are based partly on the details supplied by Ho himsslf,
and partly by others. Bub the period 1222-1%41 has remained
ocheoure. Jean Lacowbure, who has spent over two decades

ressarching and writing about Ho, and whose book Ho Chi Minh is

s

generally considered the best biography of him, admitted in 1%6

the vear of Ho's death, that evervihing related to Ho's life

wntil 1941 was "fragmentary. aopprodimative, controversial’.

i

. Jdean Lacouture, Hg Chi Minh, Paris, Seuwil, 1%946%, p.8.
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Hernard Fall, another author who done a great deal of
ressarchnes on Ho's lifte, complained in 1947 in Last Reflections
on_a _War that there were "larges gaps® in the man’'s life.? Yet,in
this book he repeated many fanciful stories contained in an

garlisr one writien on a retwn from a visit to Hanol, where he
was recelved by Ho parsonally and was given wrilttesn documents on

-
ife.” One of the gaps Fall referred to was naturally the

foday, it is possible to dispel the obscurity surrounding
this period, and to understand why, in this matter, Mo has
deliberately and unsorupulously deceived the public - Visinamsse

-

and foreign —, the Vietnamsse Communist Party — not only the rank

i

and file, but the party leaders and his closest companions as

0

wall —~, and also his staunchest foreign supporters,

The reason 18 very simple: Ho wanted to pressrve intact the
myth that Ho Chi FMinh was & patriotbt who throughout his life had
thought, fought, and suffered uniguely for the national cause of
Vistnam. The period 19353-1%41 was a period during which he worked
as a very devoted, active, and sffective agent of the Comintern.
Revelations of the detzsils of his good work for Moscow would

spoil his image and weaken nis followsrs’, admirers’, and

claim that he was an undisputabls Vistnamese

rnationalist deserving to be recognised as the svmbol and the

natiuural leadesr of the Vietnamese nationalist movement.

B.Fall, Last Reflections on a W
[1atd,




For guite a long time Ho was very suc
Communist +fellow ftravellsrs, liberals, soc
activists and idealists of a1l manners and
their adm:

socholars and experts blinded by

their strong desires to see & guick end to
spraading and perpetuating the myth.

Thus, Fall, considersd a great author

in 1947 that

r'*“

Hao +fought "for nobthing else bu

obisctives, and that fact is terribly impo

o

day". Fall said that Ho was "not interssts

”F

capitalism was on the way to the scrap heas

"liberation war' was the wave of the futur
fand the U.S5...) wers "peaper tigers'.’ And

SOl i hdo

11 =scientist and a professor.
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in the same veiln, Archimedss L.FPatti,
Morthern Indochina in 1945
memairs that Ho wa

powsr then, said in his

communist second”, and that Ho was "forced

Fehing and Moscow by American opposition or indiffesrences’.

This was written in 1980, about what hapoe
thereatter, whersas Ho had already resolu
in 1920, and this choice had litties to do
policy. No wonder Ho considecrsd Patti
{n the other side of the Atlantic, Lacg

expert on Vietnam, & great admirer of Ho,
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Lo admit that Ho was organically bound to Moscow since he was a

"structuralist” as well as "existentialist” communist. Instead,
he engaged in fierce intellesctual acrobatics to prove that Ho was

more nationalist than communist. He said thet Ho' s caresr was
"dotted” with refledes or decisions in which "patriotism overrods
idealogy”.

Im Le
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"evtracrdinary gesturse”, which was "without precedent in ths
heitory of international communism", that of dissolving the
Communist FParty of Indochina (OFPIY in November 1@45=5 This was
wiritten in 1965, fiftesn vears aftter the VYietnamese communists
and Ho himseld had ssxplained publicly in numerous publications
that the dissolution of the CFI in 1945 was a purely ta
move to kesp seffective powsr in the hands of the party.’ And in
finh. Lacoutwe summarised Ho's attitude as neither pro—
Feking, nor pro-Moscow, bubt Ysimply for HManoi®, which agsin is
the contrary of what Ho and his disciples stressed repeatedly

atter 1981, after they had becoms certain that the CFV's position

o)

had become rock-solid and their hegemony (communist term for
controly over the Vietnamese nationalist movemeni had becoms
unchal lengesable.

hen, there were obthsr scholars, Huynh BEim Ehanh, for

i, twist and omit

[N

srxample, who edxerted themselves very hard to ben

°. Lacouture, Le_  VYietnam_ __entre_ deux guerres, Faris,

Seuil, 19465, p.b&3.
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Congress  of the CFI in February 1931, in Ho hi Minh Tuven Tap
rhs of Hoe Chi Minhdy, vol. 1D, Hanoil, Su That, 1980,
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than a communist, and

"mreventive detention” in Moscow between 1 and i Fhanh
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internationalism who fought hard all his life for the ftriumph of

winrld revolution, has

disciples as well as by himseld in the various statements of the
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revise their visws in the light of the mass of documentation

published by Hanoi since 1975, continue to tell the same old
atory about Ho and Vietnamese communism: Ho and his disciples

nd comnunists second. This view is
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untrue and untenable today in view of the growing body of

nomay that Ho was not s nationalist first and a communist

o recoonise that Ho was a
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tenin. The two propositions are distinct and different, and by

ro omeans mutually

way what ong great admirer of Ho has aptly called Ho's
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and Communist Vistnam s supportsrs and svmpathisers of all kinds,

inie by presenting him
ag a nationlist dressed in comnunist clothes, instead of =
comnuni st dressed in nationalist clothes.

The various "official" biographies of Ho wittren by Truong
Chinh, Fham Van Dong,and the historians of the Communist Party of
Yietrmam {CPﬁg}lgwere based essentially on & number of Ho's
wWwiritings o revelations to Jownalists about his life. Ho wrotse
two brochures under pseudonyms,

The first, wunder the pseudonvm

. . P N H . N N .
chuyen ve doi hoat dong cus Ho Ghiy L;;xai‘waa published in

igtnamese in 1948, and appeared in transliations in 1958 as

impess of _the Life of Ho Chi MinhTand Souvenirs sue Ho Chi
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according to Mguyven The Anh, this brochuwre appearsed for the first

time in 194% in Shanghai in Chinese under the title Hu_Zhi HMinh
i
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Y Notre i Chi Minh, Hanol, Editions en langues

i1
Chu Tich,Hanoi, dMha Xuat Ban Van Hoo,

2 - . o, . . .
11 Harmoi , Foreign Langusges Publishing

etrangeres,
. Tran Dam Tien, MNhundg _mau_chuyen

=

y

Y Hanoi, Editions en langues etrangeres, 1962.

. Hanoi, Editions en langues strangeres, 1972,

g o s - B 2 . . ova, . .
1i Mguyen The Anh, "L7itineraire politigue de Ho Chi HMinht,
mimeograph, to appear i &

1 Quﬁﬁgmugiq Faris, May 1990,




The second, under

ke_chuyer

> _chuven (Telling Stori
there is no tramnsiation

intended primarily for a

In addition, Ho hs
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came to believe absolute

International, in partic

edition of his Selected b

ied me to Lenin” in Mhan

for Pravda in 1967, whidcl

S0th. anniversary of the
long interview to the Fr
L Humanite in 1%46%. This
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Vietnameses Revolution®

[hH

he pseudonym T.Lan, was Yua_ di_duong vua
. e e 3 16 -
@5 along Tne Road. ) K= iy HHGHLEQQE,

of this brochure, which is obviously

Vigtnamese readership.
wrritten several articles telling how he
1w in Lenin and the Third Communist
ular his introduction to the Russian
s Nis article "The road that
Dan in April 1960, and his long article
howas reproduced in phan_Dan, on the
Fussian Revolution. ™ Ho also gave a
ernch Comnunist Charles Fownilauw of
interview appearsd on July 13 of that

A
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in Misgtnamese translation in Ho Chi HMinh

s of Ho Chi Minh), volume [I, under the
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mentioned, the interview wilth Fourndau

untruths. These untruths were evident
diction of the facts, and since 1975,
Ho's companions in their memoirs, and

Py Hong Ha, a prominent

tren_dat _nuoc Leni

duong  vua .ng _ohuyen (Btories along the
o Bu That, 197& (1946737,

i _Tap, Yol.Ill, o113, 174 and 44&1.
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{(Unole Ho in the land of LEﬁiﬂﬁgl?GQVQFE in great detail the
period 1F25-1938, from the moment of Ho's departuwre from Faris
and arrival in the Soviet Undon to the momsnt of his departure
from that country. Hong Ha had obviously access to the archives
of the Comintern. His book is thus undoubtedly the most
auvthoritative work on this period.

For the period from Ho's birth to his departuwre from Saigon

for France, we now have the brochurs put out by the Nghe-Tinh

gsection of the Commission for the Btudy of the Party s History,

Mhwng mau chuyen ve dol nien thiew cua Bac Ho (Btories about

fe \ . . | R .
Unacle Ho's Youthl, published also in 1980, YThis little
brochure, which gives us insight into Ho's bhitterness and

ol tatl ve.

r_;_;
'»1

hatred, should be considersd also very
For the period from Ho's arrcrival in France in 1211 to his

departure for the Soviet Union in 19323, we have two excsllent

publications: Lacouturs’ s already mentioned book, and the

testimony of Michele Zecchini, & socialist worker assigned o

. - . 21 ; PR
help Ho in 12171918, 7 To these should be added those of Thu

frang, who has searched through the archives of the Ministry of

(Overseas France and produced two books containing a number of

details on Ho's Faris period: Nguyen i Buog tai Pari 1717-1%22

(Mguyen &1 Quoco in Faris 191719220 and Nhung_hoat Gﬁnq cua Fhan

LFCM dmt auoo  Le-nin (Unole Ho o in the
Nign, 1980.

Timh Wy bNghe Tinh,MNhuo
(Stories about Unoles Ho's

chuysn_ s
Youlhl,

chini ‘s testimony is in FPlanete Action, special issus
inh, March 1970,
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Fhag (Fhan Cho Trinh’

Finally, there is a study by MNguvean

ey

Moguven Al Bueo in France 1917-1%235).

ot the French police surveilllance of Ho than of Ho's a

For the period 19391945, we h

Patti3‘40,5=8= agent in Soubth China

chist of the French Mission in Souti

Vietnam and negotiator with Ho Chi
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study by E.O.Chen, 6 no has ihervi
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officials involved in Viebtnamess af
three bhooks contain most of the det
activities during those yvears. The

companions also give much light on

interest are the memoirs of Hosng Van Heoan, Gi

. Thu Trang. L
Faris, Sud Est Asie, 1?535 and
Hamnoi, MNha Xuat Ban Thong Tin

Jean Hainteny, Histoire
Faris, Amiot Dumont,
Faris, Seghers, 1980,

e L Dheng Vietnam__ and
Frinceton University Fress, 1946%9.
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. Tran Dan Tien and other

Fditions en langues etrangerss, 197

dong_cua Nguyen

(8 number of additional do

-

10
z fActivities in France).®
Fhan Buang, tit

led Themn mob

AL Buog

! s‘i'

hoi_gian o Phap

l""
1

uments on the activities of

K

" RBut this is rather a study

3

tivities

5}

lﬂ

ave the memoirs of Archimsdes

dad

s oand of Jean Sainteny,

 China and later in MNMorth

iy
Mimh in 194519443 and the

egwed the main Chinese

fairs in 1940-1944. Theses

ails of Ho's life and
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il
ca (6 drop of water in the big D:éam),EEHaan was one of Ho's
closest and most trusted companions, a poliitburo member for many
vears, and a former Vietnameses ambassador to China. He f2l1 out
with Le Duan and detected to China in 1979, The menoirs of these
variouws DPY leaders give us many interesting detalls on Ho's
activities in Thailand and in China between 1920 and 1943, and in

the case of Hoan., bevond 1945,

-
g

1w rest of Ho's life from 1945 onward, when he fully
swwrfaced from clandestinity and could be observed and studied

Iy well known.

4]
ot

openly.is gener

Thanks to the revelations mentionsd, it is now posgible to
i1l in certain gaps and reconstruct with reasonable accuracy
certain important pericds of Ho's 1ife which had been kept in the
shade,in particular those pertaining to his relations with the
Domintern. As mentioned sarlier, two of these periods deserve
zpacial attention because they have beesn subjected to a great
deal of GbECUFityg and have served as foundations for a number of
myths about Ho. One relates to the circumstances of his departure
from Faris and his arrival in Moscow in 1923 and his integration
into the Comintern apparat: and the other to his so-called

Yodisgrace! and "preventive detention in Foscow! in the mid-1%30s.

Ho's jouwrney to Moscow in 1923

For many years, it was known that Ho moved to Moscow from

:

Faris in the sarly 1920s. But the precise circumnstances of Ho's

i
i

nn

“ Hoarng Van Hean, Giobt nuoc trondg bien ca (A Drog in the
foeant, Feking, Mha Xuat Ban Yiet Nam, 198&. There is an  English
edition by Beliing Forsign Languags Fress, dated 7



journey remained obscuwre, and this was so becauss Ho himsself
chose to deliberately mislead not only the general public and the
ranks and files of the PV, but also his clossst associates and

mambers of brother parties.

Iin Ungle Ho Tran Dan Tien (alias Ho Chi Minh! said he
chtained the details from "a French comrade”. This iz an odd
material in 1943-1947. This was a time when it was not possible
tor VMietnamese to communicate from the jungles of NMorth Vietrnam,

o even from Hanoil, with the members of the French Communist
Farty (CFF), especially with its leaders in Paris, the only ones,
very few, who really knew Ho intimatelv.

In any case, Tran Dan Tien began the story with the arrival
of Nguven Al fuoo, Ho's name then, in Leningrad (then Fetrograd).

11 3

"a day when it was snowing heavily and the

|
|
|
|
|
|
reference, as the author explained that he had collected his 1
|
He said it was on

ground was all white'. The captain of the ship on which Buoc had

travelled handed him & fw cosat and told him to kesp it until he {

TE

would no longer need it. He was led by two voung sailors to the
immigration officer. Ho told the latter that he had travelled as
a stowaway and had absclutely no paper whatsoever on him, and the

purposa of his visit was to see lenin. Thereupon the officer told

fiim that Lenin had died two davs earlier. This puts fuoc’'s

s

arrival in Petrograd on January 23, 19235

[i]
]
oy

Since Guoc had no papers, he was asked to give thes name
) . . . v e s . |
references in the SBoviet Union. He cited (Marcel) Cachin and
{(Faul) Vaillant Cowturier. He was asked to write to them, which

he did. Two days later, Valllant Couturier arrived, and they left

4
0

 Moscow the same evening. This means that the postal service
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of the Soviet Union was really fast in spite of war and the chaos

prevailing in the country at the time, and it took a lettsr

by

i

L

matied at the immigration o 2 of Leningrad harbour only one

day to get into the hands of its addresse in Moscow. Still, this

was not impossible.

Tran Dan Tien said nothing about Ho's activities in the

i

Soviet Union in 19273 and 1924, That is understabhle, In 1945-1947

iinese Dommunists’ victory was still in doubt: Ho was not

i
{1
L

he
vet the wunchallenged leader of the Vietnamsse nationalist

movement in Yietnami; and the French were pressing very hard on

Ho's fresh asarmy. Ho thus did not want his name to be associated

H

-

with the Commurnist International because his still shaky national

3
H

united front risked floundering as a result of the defection of
the scared Vietnamese anti-communist or non-communist nationalist
slements.

Im 19530, however, the sitwuation had radically changed. With
massive Chinese Communist aild and a sate rear represented by

e

“hina, the prospects of victory over the French wers much

|
|
|
|
brighter. In fact, Ho wes then going to the Sino-Vietnamess
border to watch the greatest defeat of the French forces since ‘
|
|

19446, Thus, Ho could tell a little more. So he did in Yua

i

1R

chuven (Telling Stories along the Road), which was

#

written in 1730, He said that since 1917 he had wanted to go to
-y

Fussia. In 1983 a railway worker in FParis, comrade "X7, promised

tor smuggle him on his train to Berlin and ask German railway
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H

=till doing so when, one dayv, the Central Committse of the CFF
called him in to inform him that he was to go to the Fifth

Congress of the Comintern azs “representative from fthe colonies®
Az we shall see fuwrther on, this was sometime before March 14,

192353, He then had no mores need Lo worey about his problems.

To shake off the secret agents assigned to watoch him, he
devised an ingenious plan. For several days he observed an

absolutely regular daily schedule. Then, one day., he went to a
mesting in the suburbs, bult halfd an how later slipped back into
Faris and went to the station, where a comrade was waiting for
1im owith a first class ticket and a small sulltcase. Hnd so, he

tention.
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iett Paris as a vrich Asilan touwrist,
e had been given 1000 French Francs +or travelling sxpenses Dy
the CFF. It was a big sum +or the time (gnough to keep a student
going for five monthst: it becames still bhigger in Germany where
intlation was roaring.

Concerning his arrival in Leningrad, Ho gasve almost no

details. He said he arrived in Russia

i}

"in the midst of winter';

ny

gvervihing was covered with snow, and there were days when the
temperaturs dipped to 40 degress centigrade bellow zero. Then
there was a reference to the Fitth Comintern Congress being
oetponed bhecauss Lenin was 111l:; next & reference to Lenin' s
death on Januwary 21, 1924, dnd that was all. He gave no date and

i.

no obther detail of his arrival in the

i1

oviet Union, or of the
purposes of his trip.

.

l’H

ls concerning Ho's departure from Farils

and his arrival in Moscow were "revealed" in the interview by

Charlesz Fourniauw. The details concerning Ho's departure from
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Faris were partially true: those concerning his arrival in Moscow
were completely untrue.

The essentials of it were given in 1970 by Fourniauw in Hg
camarads, edited by Leo Figuer@s,zglt tells of
Ho's contact with Frenoch railway workers willing to help him to
Berlin clandestinely, and, from there, with the help of German
Failway workers, to procesed to Moscow. But in the midst of his
planning, luck came his way. He did not have to trouble himself
any more. Arcangements were made for him, as he was designated to
attend the Fiftth Comintern Congress.

Fouwrniauw sald he was given a "relative oprecise date" by Ho
Chi Minh himseld; and that was "the middle of 19237, After an
uneventtul trip to Berlin, Ho proceeded bto Russia, smbarking at
the German harbour Rostock. But he told Fowurniau that, once
arrived in Leningrad, he had to wait for “several months? until
his identity had been checked out. It was "at the end of 17230
that Ho arrived in Moscow, said Fowniaw. It did not ocowr to him

at

jii]

11 that according to the story he was told, it took Ho six
momths to go from Faris to Moscow! And further, considering that
it was known that Ho had attended the Eresintern Congress in
Ootober 1923, and even made a very remarked speech there, these
two svents being reported in most bhiographies of Ho betore

126% .4t did rnot gtrike Fourniauw at all that there was something
rather odd there. Btill more, Ho had sent a letter to the Central
Committees of the CFF dated "Moscow, July 19237, and Fowniauw must

have heard asbout iit. Fowniau was so Dlindsd by his admiration

29 . — o
“ Leo Figueres,Ho Chi Minb,  notre camarade., Faris,
Editions sociales, 1970, pp.31 ++.




tor Ho that to him it was inconceivable that Ho could lie.
In the text of the interview Ho said that one evening he
went to the movies, then slipped through the backdoor to go to

the station where a comrade was waiting for him with & ticket and

i

zmall suwitcase, and that he journeved to Berlinp in first class
gmoking & cigar, like a rich towrist. This means that he must
have had time to buy rich clothes, an expensive sultcsse, not to
s=ay anything about cigars, and also the time, and a prearranged
place, to change into a rich towist s clothes, not to say
anvithing about collecting the 10060 French Francs. In other words,
he detailed arrangemsnts for Ho's trip must have been prepared
very thoroughly by somsone.

It is astounding how Ho had been able to hide the sract
details of his departure from Faris and his arrival in Moscow so
well. The two men who have spent more time than anvone perhaps in
tracing Ho's life knew little about the svents described until

they were revealed by Fownlauw in 198%. Bernard Fall said in Th

i

that Ho left Framce Y"at the end of 1923%Y. With much

fantasy he added that "wearing a borrowed fur coat, he [Hol
reached Leningrad aboard an ice—-covered Sovist vessel on January

— 5

-
e A e . . 30
2%, 1924 and immediately proceeded to Moscow" . o

Lacouture was more circunmspect. He simply noted in 1969
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that the sract date of Ho's departuwre from Paris an

" no Al

in Moscow were "still sngigmas”,." and that Y"the best source” on

this was Ruth Fischer, the prominent German Communist. In Yon

30 . . .,
- Fall, The Two Viet

. Lacouture, Ho
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Chi HMinh, Mew York, MacMillan, 19
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g, Fischesr said that HNguven AL Quoc (Ho Chi Minh
t

outure mentioned an official brochure published by

ended the Fouwrth Congress of the Comintern, that i
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"June 1723 as date of departure of Nguven A1 Duoc
But he also cited & biography of Ho by Truong Chinh
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was said that Ho arrived in Moscow in January

ol
o
ot
il

the death of Lenin®. It should be noted in
hat, strangely snough, MNMguven Fhac Huven, who has
therwise rather searching biography of Ho, published
sald that Ho attended the Fouwth Comintern Congress
December 1922, during which time he met Lenin and

afit Russia, to return to Moscow again in June 1923,
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contradictory unof 1 or official ‘precisions

!1:

ve generated & great deal of confusion. This

-

s now Deen cleared up by Hong Ha in the book Bac

Le-nin (Uncle Ho in the land of Lenin) referred to

i

abundant details supplied by Hong Ha were not only
le ftham thoss advanced by the others because they
revelations by former agents of the Comintern and

ents of this organisation, in particular regarding

ilsky, as well as the context of the debates of the

of the Comintern. Bubt more tham anvihing, theyvy wers

e archives of the Comintern and were accompanisd by
reproduction of key documents from those archives

retore irrefutable. Let us ses what Hong Ha nas
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revealsd.

On Ho's Jjourney from Faris to Berlin, Hong Ha's version was
similar to those of others. The details were obviously drawn from
the Fouwrnlauw interview. It is from Berlin onward that Hong Ha's

7T
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varsion differed fundamentally from all others.™ "fs agreed", it

ift

aid, upon arriving in Berlin, Nguven Al Quoc went immediatsly to |

s
i

he office of the SBoviet Mission in Berlin, located at number 7

3

e
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Under den Linden, one of the most famous strests of ths VAT
capital.

Agreed with whom? Hong Ha did not say suplicitly, butr the

rest of his story made it guite clear that it was with Moscow,
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modirectly or through the OFF, as the arrangements in FParis,
Berlin and Fetrograd suggest. The comrades at the Mission,
“orewarned by Moscow', received Buoo warmly. The chief of the

Mission., Stephan Bradman Bradopsky, inguired about Buoc’ s healih

i

and his trip, and "discussed with him the arrangements concerning

1K
®

mission to the Soviet Union

T
[
i
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Bradopsky had “received

instructions to ensurs perfect satety” for Quoc's journey.

Accordingly he had made arrangements for a Soviet ship returning !

iy

to Fetrograd from Holland to make a detour to pick up Mo at

Hamburg {(Rostoock, sccording to Fourniauw, which is more logical)d.

While waiting for the ship to arrive.the Soviet Mission took

the necesssary steps Lo secuwre from the German police the

“

authorisation +or Huoc to stay in Berlin (bevond the transit time
.. B -

permlitted) first until Jdune 23, then until June 27. The visa,

signed by the chief of police named Schnelder, bore the date June |

-
S it % e e . ” - y - e
. Hong Ha, Bac Ho tren dai nupc Le-nin, pp.19-24.
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When, and !

Mauven A3 Buog in Fari 1517-1%258 (Mguyen Al Guoo in Faris 1917-

G231, she said that acgording to French police records, Ho told
fis concisrgs that he planned to Join a group of $friends for a

holiday in Saveois, and it was suggested that they should tsahke
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police records sald that thres months previously, on March 14, to
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Intercolonial Union. Ho left his lodgings on dune 13, and was not
; 34
SEEN Again.
Now, considering that in his teaching Ho had advised his

feiloweres to always keep the ensmy totally in
their wheresabouts and their plans by “Ffeinting in the East but
striking in the WestY, he must have gone in the opposite

direction, that is through EBslgium. This is all the more

plausible as the Comintern’ s OME (the Organisatsia Mezhdu Sviaz,
L Thu Trang,Nguyen § np. 248 and FF.
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providing Comintern

im Brussels and Zur

e
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nternational Relations), which was resoonsible for

tations both

i

agents with 4alse papsrs, had

ich, and according to French police records,

maembars of the CPF usuwally went through either of these cities

when travelling secretly o the Soviet Union.

Ho's unsgollicited confidence to his concierge was obviously

intended for the po

live assigned to watching him. 5o, while the

French police was looking in the direction of Savoie and watching

the French-Bwiss borders, Ho would slip into Belgium unnoticed,

by posing as a rich
hidden on the train

345

possibility also
Incidentally, later
to Thailand in 1928

crossed into ITtalvy.

fAsian towist, as he has claimed, or by being
by a communist worker, which is gquite a

e had mentioned this possibility himseldf.

Ho was to use the Zwrich station for his ftrip
s Bince it was from Switzerland that he

ALl that was typical of Ho as well as the

Comintern.

In any case, Ho embarked on the 27th. of June. The ship

1

ghneckht, captain Antonov. The

carrying him was the Earl i

H

s

captain received him in the main salon of the ship, and accordsd
him special guest treatment. As the Baltic sea was cold, even in
the summer, he lent [uoc a warm coatbt.

The ship arrived at Pebtrograd on 30 June 19723, and docked at

pier numbsr 7. The immigration conbrol visa stamped on Ho's

passport bore bthe date 20 June 1923, Hong Ha provided a special
detail: it was & mild sunny summsr day,with a temperature of 18

degrees centigrade. It was a rather unusual day for a city

reputed for fog and rain in the summsr. We were far from the
o
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fetoria on Issalipshky st
Fetrograd, which celebr

Allied intervention, Ho

There was no menti

o of Yaill

21

reet. On 1 July, day of festivity in

ated the arrival of summer and the end of

tock the train for Moscow.

ant Couturier. Ho surely knew

some Russian and could get by alone. This ssplains his icke abouth

using Russian th Vaill

varsion. In this case, on

doubt informed about Hoo

the CFF delegate, Coutur

ant Couturier in the Tran Dan Tien
netructions from Cachin, who was no
z arrival through EZCI, on which he was

ier went to Petrograd to see whether it

waz Ho who was there. But if we adopt the T.lan version,

Coutwier could also be

staticn.

The date of Ho's arrival in the Soviet Un

waiting +or Ho at the Moscow rallway

ke,

on has been

gt

i1

contirmed by the Mardist-Leninist Institutss of Vietnam and of

the Soviet Union. In a j

cint study, they said:"On 20 Juns 1923,

at the invitation of the Executive Commitiese of the Communist

Imternational (ECCID),

Soviet Union, to partici

Comintern”

cams to the home of the
. 35 o

Lernin'. This should put

Fischer 's memoirs. The

chronology of Ho's life

Complete NmrksbndéHmwever

e Vien Mac~Le-ningd

Lign-xo va Dang_ cong san. Yiet  Na
Communist Farty of Vletnamg Intern

CRSU and the CPVYGHanpi,

They also sa

date was also contirmed by the officia

comrads Ho Ohi Minh arrived at Petrograd,

pate in the Fiftth Congress of ths
id that "this was the +irst time that he
Ootober Revolution and of the great

to rest the stories based on Ruth

ot

in Mo Chi Minh Teoan Tap (Ho Chi Minh's

although this chronology said that Ho

Su__hop tac guoc te giuva Dang © ar
. {Marx-Lenin Institute of th

ational Coopsration bet

Mia Xuat ban Su That, 1987, p.79.

. Vol.3, 1980, p.S48.
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lin from Juns 18 to June 27, it did no say when Ho
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Faris. fs seen above, the exact date is now known thanks
to Thu Trang.

It was mentioned sarlier that Hong Ha said that upon his

i

i

arrival in Berlin,"as agreed", Ho went immediately to the Soviet

with whom or how. The statemsnt of

B
i
o

Mission. He did not say agr

~
il

the Marwit-Leninist Institutes just cited provided the answer. It

was agreed with BECOCI, the Executive Committes of the Communist
international. The man responsible for this invitation was surely
Manuilsbky,a member of ELOCI who was in close touch with the
litical Secretariat, and still more particularly, with the all-

nowarful restricted committes of this secretariat, the "little

committes” —~— the milaia comis

ld’l
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To understand how powerful Manuwislky was, it should be
paointed out that in the view of Lenin and of his closest

associates at the time —— Zinovieyv, Radek, Tro

Communis International was to b

i 'i
!T!

the general staftf of the world
revolutionary army whoss function was bto dirsct civil war on a
world scale. It had therefore to be run like an army with the

strictest o

liscipline, and had to bs closely patterned on the
Bolshevik party, with sstremely centralised directio The power
in the organisation was theretore centered in a general statf,
the Executive Commititee (ECCIY. In this committee. powsr was

centralised in the hands of its which had
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gleven memnbers. And in this secretariasat, powsr was centered in
the hands of a2 restricited commitisee —— the pileila comissii
composed of five members. Manuislky worked closeky wiith these

five members, then became and remained & sendor member of this
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committes under Lenin as well as Stalin. We shall have more to

a2y on him later on.

i
i)

For the time being, it is sufficient to note that Manuwislby

was the emissary of the Comintern to the CPF in the sarly (930s.

i

His knowledge of French, which he had mastered when he was a
student at the Sorborne betores World War I, and his total lovalt

to Bolshevism and Lenin {and later Stalin), made this chaoice

l’L;

natwral. He was Comintern delegate to the CPF Second Conogress in

Faris in 1723, and spotited Ho Chi Minh, then Nguven A1 GOuoc and

ii

still a new militant. Guoc’'s speech on the colonial guestions

:ﬁ
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i
1

impressed Manulslky enormously, and as a result, he told Guo

prepare himseit to attend the Fifith Comintern Congress.

i

it should be noted that Lenin had given prominence to th

national and colonial guestions at the Second Comintern Congr

i
it
Hil

in 1220, and these questions were debhas

:’u

vbed in subsequent
congresses. But not much had been accomplished, as the communists

at the time were essentially west-oriented, had little interest

ot

in the East, and still less in the colonies. This is nabtura
as,in strict marxist orthodody, the smancipation of the colonies
cowld come only after the liberation of the working clase in the
adwvanced industrial CDUHtFiEEHSBBEEidéﬁg they had little or no

direct experisnce of the East.

In the debates Lenin had considerable trouble with the

”l O thisg sEe RramFD Lari

zitch Hjlarad
Drackhovitoh,Lenin__and Vool Hmavcr
Institution Press, 1&“2; and Hist
Mew York, F ““EPGHrg 1966 SOV
5 ] f &, Frinceton, Fri sity
38 . . - . , ; e
o On this see Charles B.MclLane.Soviet
Southeast Asia,
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Indian M.N.Roy, who vigowously contested his theses. Naturally
FRoy had more direct experience of the Eastern and colonial
guestions than Lenin, and the latter could make his views prevail
only because he was Lenin.

After Lenin pracitically ceased to diresct the Comintern
personally due to illness, it befell Zinoviev and Manuilsky to
oresent and defend the Comintern leadership’s vigws. Zinoviev had
no interest or experience in the Eastern question. Manuislky, who
was responsible directly for presenting the reports on the
rnational and ceolonial guestions, had an experience limited only
to the Ukraine, his home country, and to Central Europs and the
Balkans. He would have considerable difficulty i Jousting with
FRoy because although he had no experience of the East and did not

have the authority of Lenin, he would nevertheless have to 1
pregent irrefutable arguments based on hard facts and sxstensive
|

PUpEerience.

To a troubled Manuwisliy Nguyven Al fuoc ssemed to be thes man i
who could provide what he nesded to bolster his position in
|

facing formidable adversaries like Roy. In addition, fuco would

i

surely make a valuable contribution in his own right, especially ‘
|
|

i needling the member parties to more concrete action. Manuislhky

krew this, as he had seen how fuoc had spoken authoritatively

about colonial matters and harshly criticised the OFF s inaction

m

at the CFF Becond Congress in FParis in 1922,

func s presences in Moscow as an sxpert for Manwilsky and a
du

participant in the Congress was very important at this juncture

because of the challenge from the orthodox marsists, whether

Furopesancentrist like Serrali,or Asiancentrist like Roy, who
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+ ol hard against Lenin’s view that the national component

should be given at le

i

i.i"

2t as much weight as the social component

in the

-

sament of

]
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55 he revolutionary potential of the colonies,

i

and therefore communist support and collaboration should be given

e

to the nationalist revolutions led by the bourgeois slements.

J

From the purely cold practical tactical point of view, Lenin
was right. And Ho shared his views. Unlike Roy, Ho was always
more interested in practical strategy and tactics than in theoryv,
and in addition.he was an wcocondiftional believer in Lenin's

isdom. In fact, in his accoount of his arrival in the Soviet
Union, as early as 1923, he already attached great attention to
the idea of united front. Indeed, he stressed this point by

ining it in the T.Lan brochure. Suooc’s presence in Moscow

o
3
o
-

and at the Fifth Comintern Congress would therefore considerably
strengthen the position of the CDomintern leadership, and in
particular the personal oosition of Manuilskv.

Nguven Al Quoc, the futuwre Ho Chi Minh, was thus invited, or
rather selected, to participate in the Fitth Comintern Congress
in 1924, And, in view of what has been saild above, the cholce was
made by Manuwilsky and communicated to the CFF. Ho was to be sent
to the Fifih Comintern Congress as a delsgate of the CFF to spsak
pepecially on colonial guestions. Arrangements for his frip to
Moscow had to be mads, and in Domintern practice, they were made

thoroughly and sescretly, as we have seen. This explains the

agreed" mentioned by Hong Ha, as well as the sybilline refersnoces
to "o more need to bother with oy problems” by Hoo

-t
fad
.
i

a matter of record that Ho {(then Nguyen A1 Buoo) ftook

part in the Hresintern Dongress in October 1923, He made a




26
rescunding spsech there on the 13th. The speech established his
reputation as a solid and unguestioning Leninist, and an
undisputable sxpert on the peasant guestion. It made him an
imstant celebrity in Comintern circles. He was elected to the
presidium of the Erssintern. That was a big leap forward in his
caresr as a communist.

Ho's standing rose still further, and considerably,
following an interview by UOssip Mandelstam of the Soviet magazins
Ooonvok. Mandelstam sought him out following his speech at the
Fresintern Congress, interviewsd him, and gave him full 4ront

page treatmsnt with his photo as well. That was on 23 December

ot

P23, lsss than six months atter Ho's arrival in the Soviet
capital. That was guite an accomplishment.

Mandelstam called Ho {(then Nguyen &1 Ouocl "an international
fighter for communism”, and titled his articie "Guest of a

Cominternchik. Reinhold Neuman—Hoditz, who printed a
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photographic reproduction of the front pag e Doonyok

“Cominternchik

t
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article in of Minh, commen
was an honorary designation for a membsr of the Comintern ~— a
man who devotes his whole life to the service of the Communist
International.... Nguysn Al uoo was such a man'. From now on, Ho

was no longer a rank and files militant, but a cadre of the

Comintern apparat.

Y
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Soon thereaftter, Ho was assigned to work at the ECCI as well.

HES
4l
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Citing Ruth Fischer, Neumarn-Hodit: said that Ho had gsined so

i

much erperience in the difficult area of Asian revolution that he




became "3 privileged adviser of the Comintern 1eader5”*? s

"

mentioned garlier, Ho was also a privileged adviser to Manuislhky.

fAnd the fact that, like Manuwislky., Ho spoke French fluentlv made

F

the relations between Manuisliy and him much more congenial.

s
P

It is & matter of record that Nguven A1 Juoc mades
another resounding speech at the Fifth Comintern Congress. The
speech established his reputation as a great Leninist, who had
thoroughly grasped the thought of the master and was a true
eliever; in addition, he was recognised as an undisputable

=vpert on the ool

»
i

mial gquestion. His status of Cominternchik was

still more solidly established. fs Fourniau bhas pointed out, in
1924, at the Fifth Congress, “Nguyen Al Duoc was no longer a
militant opesrative, he had already become a militant of
international class”; he was "a militamt of the International®
He had completed his period of ftraining as & militant. "He had
reached such a high level that the International could entrust
him with important itas kz“n%

Ho in Canton: forestalling the emergence

of a Vietnamese Sun Yat—sen

The +irst assignment Ho received from the Comintern was to

go to Canton for a double purpose: 1) help organise the worker—
peasant movemsnt in southern China and Southeast Asia, and 2} lay

the ground for the introduaction of communism to Indochina.

Boon atter Ho's arrival in Canton, Phan Bol Chaua was

39 »—c hold Neuman-Holditz,
Frankfurt/Main, Herder and Herdesre,
40

. In beo Figueres, Ho Chi Minh




arrested by the French. In retrospect, and taking into
consideration what we know about Fharn Bol Chau, whether Ho had a
dirsct part in or not, the effect of it was to prevent the

possible ensrgence of a Vietnamese Sun Yat-sen.

o+
I

According Hong Ha's account, at the Luy Hotel where Ho
rasided Ho came into contact with two important agents of the
Comintern. One was C.A4.D0allin, who had just returned from the

Third Congress of Chinese Youth in Canton. He told Ho about the

situation prevailing in south China, and sspecially about the

1

Vigtnamese nationalists operating there. The most prestigious of

these was Fhan Bol Chau.

i

This was precissly the time when Stalin had decided to give

od

ollowing the line

e

bhacking to Sun Yat-sen. In this, he was only

by
-+

advocated by Lenin, namely, in the countries o he East whers
there was no large working olass, the Comintern should support
the nationalist movements led by the bowgeois.

Fham Boi Chao might well guality for this kind of Comintern

support. In a remarkable study of Phan Boil Chau, George Boudarel

has shown that old Fhan had built up a foramidable organisation

o
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e and outside Vietnam: he commanded undisputable
raespect; he had a large followingy and he had an extensive

at the highest levelnéiBut

H

network of international contacts

i

Boudarel did not mention the most important fact of all: Fhan had

coma to the attention of the Russian embassy in Peking. In hi

vt
i

memolrs, Fhan Boil Chau told how in 1920 he learned about fThe

#

Russian Feasants and Workers’ government and, anxious to find out

4{ Georges Boudarel, YFhan  Bod

& o
vigtnamienne de son temps", in France-fsis, 194649, Mo 4.




more abowut communism, he translated a Japanese book on Russia by
Fuse Tatsuzi, and then went to Feking and used his translation to

win the

mpathy of a Chinese proftessor and seek help from him
for an introduction to the Russian embassy there. Fhan met V.
Voitinsky who was then Russian ambasador to China, and also
L.Farakhan, who was to replace Voitinsky.

Fhan had a long conversation with Farakhan during which he
inguired about the possibility of sending Vietnamese students to
Russia. FKarakhan told Phan that there would be no problem. The
Russian government would take charge of all expenses. But in

retuwn, betore departing for Russia the Vistnamese students mu

]
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pledge to accept communism, fto propagsate communism and engage in

revolutionary activities when they retuarn home. Farakha
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asked Fhan write for him a detailed report on the French in
Indochina, but it would have to be in English. Fhan did not kEnow
Ernglish, and was not particularly enthused by his meeting with
the Russians. He fitled the section desling with this account:
"Relations with the Russians and awareness of their artfulness”.
But he recorded that he distinctly remembered one statement by

st 42
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Farakhan: “"Thi ig the first tims that we meet any VYisinams

s
i

Dallin’'s detailed accounts of the existence of Vietnames

Hil
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revolutionaries operating in southern China made Ho impatient to
go there. HMe made a reguest to ECCT for assignment to southern
China in order to work among the Vietnamese revolubtionary milieud
there, and one day Manuilsky called him in to announce that the
Committes had approved his reguest and was sending him out to

3
£

. Fhan Boil  Chauw, dMien Bisuw  (Memoirsl,Saigon, Mhom nghien
Cuu Su Dia xuat ban, 1971, pp.i197-174.



1

Eecretarynéq What part did Ho play in this murky affair has bheen

one of the great controversies in the history of Vietnam's

43 .

nationalist movemesnt. David Halberstam, a Ho sympathiser, said
k] E 4

that Ho "gave his agrsemen t”,.f{":i Nguvyen FEhao Huven asserted that

Ho was the originator of this Y"perfidious idea”ﬂ4/Nguy@n Fhut

n

Tan said that the scheme "had been discussed” between Lee Swei
{alias Nguyen Al GQuococ! and Lam Due Tho during a meesting of

3 1

pvolutionaries called to find wayvs and means of raising funds

¥¥3
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for & action in Viebtnam. Thu introduced a

-
]

salution arguing that
that FPhan be sacriticed for the cause of the revolution. Not only
was he a patriot and & leader who had the greatest hold on the

massas but he was also internationally reverred, and his arres

=

would lead to the disbanding of the resistance movement led by

Rimy it would bring in & large amount of reward mongy from the

Fremohs and the foreign as well as local press would undertake
the task of campaig

g, 48

ning for ow revolutionary at home and

Crvt ?w(

The full truth about thzu murky at+air can perhaps never be

‘B

abroad

N &” /\e/v“/‘" ,
known because thgwpai+em fites concerning Fhan's arrest have
-/f/VV\KC 2w /'L : ,r;_w,/‘ /o’u,lf\.y( (2%

mypster-iously-—di-sappeared-Yrom the archives of the French Overseas

B phan Boi Chau, Nien Bieu., p.&Z11.
43 .

» For & detailed reference to the
of Fhan EBEoi Chauw, ses Robert Twner, Yistn
Origins and_ DEVPLUE§EQL. Stantord, Hoover

1975, pp.8-11.
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. David Halberstam, Hg Chi  Finh, Faris, Buchet-Chastel,
1972,p.58.
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Canton to work under the cover of the Forodin mission.

Michaesl Barﬁﬁdinﬁ who was appointsed to head the Russian

i}
+

mission to Sun Yabt-sen, was no anger to Ho. He was Ho's

relghbow at the Lux Hotel, and Ho, who could soesk English,
entertained very friendly relations with the Borodin family,
gspecially through the yvoung Borodin - Ho's wusual techni gue.
Under the name of Les Bwel Ho arrived in Canton in mid-November
and shared the same house with the Borodin family. Yet, as he
told the story under the pssudonym of Tran Dan Tien, he said that
i Canton he sold cigarettes and newspapers to make a living, and
when he saw an advertisement for a job of translator at the

Soviet Mission in the

he applied and got the

jmb,5°&5 it the secretive Comintern would recruit its personnel
through newspapsr adveritisements!

Hithin a vear of Ho's arrival in Canton Fhan Bol Chau was
arrested by the French police in Shanghai and brought back to
Vietram for trial. As a result the Phan Bol Chaw movement
collapsed, and Ho toeok over the network mounted by Fhan., It 1s a

that Fhan had beesn betraved to the French while going to a
render-vous with Ho Chi Minh in June, 1935, He was arrested, but
Ho was not.

Iin his memoirs Phan said he was betraved by Mguven Thuong
Huyern, the nephew of well known revolutionary Nguyen Thuong Hien,

who came to Hangohou with a man named Tran Duc Guy. Fhan said

this made him suspicious; nevertheless becauss Huyven knew Juog

ot
il

Mogu (Romanised Vietnamess) and French he employved him as

o

éﬂ Tran Dan Tien, Nhung may chuyen, D59




Ministry. But there is a very strong presumption that the OFI was

behind the move, and the party obtained a reward of 100,
S0, 000 pi aEtraanquhig was a large sum at the time, for with it

one could buy Z0,000-320,000 butfaloes - at § piastre

i

]
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and start a huge ranch. It came at a good time, for Ho needed
money: in a letter to the Comintern dated February 12,1925, he
had complained that he had insuwffigient funds to carry out his
work, and asked for S000 dollars.

What was Ho's part in that sordid affaivr? It cannot be said
with certainty. Bub events tuwrned out to be as Le Duc Thu had
pradicted. There was a widespresad public protest Soth in Vietnam
and abroad against the arrest, trial and condemnation to death of
Frhan by the French auwthorities. The revolutionary atmosphere in
Yietnam became suwcharged. And Ho and the CFI took full advantags
of this situation. In Ho's own words: "Never had there been such
a massive popular movement., This was a golden opportunity for Mre
Mguyen [Nguyen Al Cuocf alias Ho Chi Minhl to engage in

prapaganda for the causes of patriotism” [i.s. communism, in CFV

Fhan’'s arrest and the widespread Vietnamese popular reaction

to it were also used by the Vietnamese delegate to the Sixth

1!
i

Congress of the Comintern in 1928 to argue that "we are
witnessing an increasing radicalisation of the peasant masses

arnd Ythe Communist International should accord a very attention

4iﬁ5bert Turner, Yieb COMMUMNISN, D%

50 P " - e ) : b ! s >
X Ho Chi Minh, Toan_tap. Yol.2Z, Hanoi, Mha ZAuat Ban Bu,
That, 1981, pp.7-%.
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to the creation of an Indochinese Communisht Fariy!. S‘Tke call
for the founding of an Indochinese communist party was
understandable alsc in view of the fact that the Chinese
Communist Farty had repestedly rejected the Vietnamese s request

for the founding an Indochiness Communist party and thought that

the Vistnamese would bhetbter ioin the Thines

]

& party because

it

LN

-
]

Vigtnam had not yvet conpleted & national revolution. ™

i}

Orne thing is undisputable once Fhan Bol Chau was out of the

]

way, therse was no mors major obstacle to the smergence of a
communist pariy aspiring to play 2 dominant role in the
Vietnamese netionalist movement, and the prospect of the

roence of a Vietnamese Bun Yalt-sen also vanished completelv.

]
i

H role in the introduction of communism fto Vietnam
Imdochina in 1925-1%27 is well bHnown and there is no need for us
to dwell on 1t here.

Im April 1927 Ho's work was interrupted by Chiang Fail-shek's
break with Moscow. He had to flese Canton to Wu-han, then fo
Hongkong and find his way back to the Soviet Union. In 1928 he

was sent back to the East again by the Comintern, this time to

Southeast Aszia, to strengithen the communist movement there. Dy

then Roy had been expelled from the Comintern bDecause of his
Trotskyites leanings, and Tan Malaka, the Indonesian, was also

falling oulb with Moscow for maintaining that Islam had

revolutionary potential for Indonesia. Ho thus became the

) . N

Y, Extensive extracts of the Vigtnamsse delegate’'s spesch
are given in Christiane Pasguel Rageau, ﬁgwmgﬁlmmﬂlgﬁg Faris,
Fditions Universitaires, 1970, pp.&b&-69.

Y. A Reznikov, The  Comintern _and the East, Strateoy and
Tactics, Mu-cowq Frogress Publishers, 1978, op.l&i-144.




Comintern’s top man in Southeast Asia.
Az representative of the Eastern Department, Ho founded the
Communist Party of Indochine in 1930. He also plaved a key role

in the foundation of the Communist FParty of Siam and the

&

l‘_"l

-

Communist FParty of Malaya, all in the same vear.” Hg was
arrested by thne Hongkong police in June 1931.and imprisoned.
Saved by the British lawyvsr Frank Loseby, he escaped, went into
hiding in Macao then in Shanghai, and finally found his way hack
to Moscow in the spring of 1934, We are not concerned with those
events here and shall move on to the second maior part of this
Hefore doing so, howsver, we should ask why did Ho Chi Minh
keep telling untruths about his jowney to to the Soviet Union,
gven in 19469 {(to Charles Fownilauw who was a French "hrother')
when thers was obviously no more need for 117 The only logical
answer is that, as a result of long vesrs of fraining in Leninism

telling untruths, although done for
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the beginning, became somsthing natural in Ho

The Ho in disgrace thesis
Between 1931 and 193%, Ho practically dissppeared. Ti
apparent sclipse has intrigusd many people and has given vise to

the thesis that Ho was in disgrace, punisned, and kept in

preventive detention in Moscow bhecause of his nationslism.

This thesis was pult Fforward forcefully by Huvnh Eim Ehanh in

4 . . ) , .
“{ O this, see Hoang VYan Hoan, Giot nuoc trong
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Yietnamese Compunism 1924-194%5.7 But since Lacouture and

Barnard Fall have offered differing interpretations of Ho's
strange disappearance from the public view and from police
records in those yvears we shall consider the accounts of these
important biographers of Ho first.

Officially, Mguyen A1 Buoc had died in dail in Hongkong. The

exact date of his death was even given: 26 Jurns 193E. Notices of

fis death were published in communist papers, including

n
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L Humanite in Faris and the Soviet pr TVIDES WerE
held by communists. The Vietnamese communisits studving in Mosoow
held a special service at which & representative from the
e : : 56
Comintern pronounced a funeral oration. Above all, the French
surate considered the Nguyen A1 fuoc file closed.

Lacouture said that little was known about He during the
periocd 1934-19328, during which Ho spent "the most studious vears

-

of his life, away from the guarrels and the purges which tore

T T e

asunder the USSR and the International’. But Ho never lost

contact with the Farty, and from Moscow he regularly sent

articles o the Farty paper Tin Tuc (MNews) in Saigon under thes
peseudonym of Lin. Lecouture noted, however, that in 1
"in open contlict” with the leadership of the CFI which had

called a meeting at Macao in March, in his absence and without

waiting for the retuwn from Moscow of Le Hong Fhong, secretary

gensral of the Farltvy.

5 . s e . . - -
- Huynh  Him  Ehanh, Vigtrnam LLompunism, 1F24-1745,
Ithaca, Cornell University Press, 1985,
36 =
. Lacoubuwes, H Cha S
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Bernard Fall, for his part, noted in 1967 that it was

"possible” that Ho was "in temporary disgrace'. He spent the

he was spared the purgss of the ever suspicious Stalin because
E.

nerhaps, as a prachtitionsr rather than a theorestician of

RN v ]

oot

revolution, Ho was not considered dangerous by Sta
. © . I
perhaps he was considered absolubtely loval®. Four vears later,

Fall was more affirmative. He said Ho was spared by Stalin

e

because Mo was "unconditionally loval fto Btalin, and Stalin knew

7

(%))

.i‘ ,i‘. it

Mow, let us esramine the +acts and interpretations advanced

it}

by Huynh Eim Eharnh, who has given more atterntion to this gusstion

than any octher author, and has consecrated a2 full chapter to it

s
{ohapter 2 in an obviously seasrching study.

~

According to Ehanh, the CFI was then divided betwesn the

"proletarian internationalists” who took theilr cues from Moscow

i1

ard the "revolutionary patriots” who favoured a liberal
interpretation of Marsism-Leninism and the adaptation of
Comintern directives selectively fto the conditions of Vietrnam.
Fhanhh did not say so explicitely here, but obviously he pub Ho in
the latter category.

Im 1923531934 the repatriation of the EUTY trainess resulted

in the ascendesncy of the proletarian internationalists over the

.

revolutionary patriots. In any case, following the Sisgth Congress

{

of the Domintsern in 1998 Moscow imposed a radical line and

. The Two Vietnams, p-97.

« Laszt FReflecticons on a MWar, p.7%.




demanded strict subservience of the

The result of the above develop
of Nguven &A1 Suoc’s influence within
almost ten vears, from Juns 1931 to
WEFS HnowWn only to s handful of peop
mams of MNguyen &1 Quoc was "not ment

with the revolutionary movement in I

e

ot

intances in 1934 when he wa

i
I’I

rigd

i
i
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self-criticism” as a "penalty for hi
that Nguven 4i Guoc "had fallen out”
leadership, and that his services to
"not regquired’. Throughout the 1%930s
official position in either the Comi
attended the Seventh Congress of the
but as "a consultant® to the COFI del
Hong Fhong.

Aocording to Fhanh, the "declin
gdirect conssgquence of the wltra-left
Sixth Congress. &fter this congress,

ohedience and subservience from the

arnd from the national sections, and

Vietnamese communists much vounger
Nouven Al Buoc who were willing to a

instructions unguestionably”. Thes im
stature was diminished because, unli
submit to the will of Moscow as he w

internationalist™ but a “revolubtiona

it was "possibkle" that Ho was be

o
o
1]

mants was the "sharp decli

communist circles. For

May 1941, his whersabouts

le, and from 1938 Lo 1939 the
ionsed once’ in connection
ndachina sexcept for those few

aut for criticism. Hhanh

ing "confined to Moscow for

it

i

s srrors’, It is Yobvious”
ith the current Comintern

the CFI at this time were

ntern or the CFI, and he
Comintern not as a delegate

egation, which was led by Le

@ in Ho's authoritvy!' was the
policies adopted at the

the Comintern demanded total
proftessional revolutionaries

"there was no lack of

and less superienced than

ceept Domintern guidance and
plication is that Ho's
ke the others, he refused to

as not a "proletarian

ry patrioth,




Fhanh saild Ho's “"sclipse” began "as early as 19297, and the

0

decline of his authority became apparent as the rift between him

™

and the CFI Central Committes developed "with the Comintsarn

apparently supporting its voungse apparatochikisy. Two EUTY-
trained members, Tran Fhu and Mgo Duc Tri, were instructed by the
Comintern to rectifty most of the "erronecus resclutions” of the
unification conftsrence {(the founding conference of the TPV,
During the next few yesrs Ho was the object of a svystematic
vilitication campaign. "Ho's devobion to the cause of national

independence” was cited as svidence of his Ypetty-bowrgecis

hangov . His tacked as "a documsnt which
reeke of netionalist stench”. Triticism of Ho reached a peak in

=3

E24, and "aopparently had the approval of the Comintern®,

-f

Thus, for approximately ten vears after the Nghse Tinh defeat
the Moscow-trained apparatchikiy dominated the CFPI, and “hguyen Ai
fuoo plaved no role in the developmsnt of Vistnamese communism”.

_—

He was not present at the Macao Congress (Marcoch 1933), which was

convenard "at the explicit instruction of the Comintern and

concerned itseld with international gquestions™. Ho was then "in
disgrace’; he was "under soms form of preventive detention® in

Moscow. The glory of Y"ithe Moscow-oriented Communists" was to end
only in 193%-1%949, and the following five vears wers to witness
Ythe re-ascendency of Ho® and his former Thanh MNMlen comrades in
the CFIL.

The natwal conclusion from the facts cited and the
arguments advanced by Ehanh is that Ho's statuwre in the eves of

the Oomintern leadership was diminished, and he was punished by

the organisation and vilified and rejected by the ORI because of




his “devotion to the cause of national i

unwillingnes interests
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intsrests, and his guestioning of the wi
the authority of the Comintern leadershi
Y

the real master of the organisat

i1

ndependence”, of his
abhove Vietnamese
sdom  and rejection of

py including that of

The true facts about Ho's eclipse in 1933-1939.

AE owe have seen earliesr, atier Ho's
and his option for the Third Internation
gepecially after his arrival in Moscow i
thorough and unwavering believer in Leni
competence and lovality were recognised:
Cominternchik and intesgrated into the Co
entrusted with important missions in fAsi
suraly more brilliant then him, had stro
would, argus on high policy matters on a
Lenin and other ranking leaders of the
deep trouble.

The same applied to Tan HMalaka of
strong views about the role of Islam in
and dareaed defend them. By 19Z2% both Roy
anathemnised by the Comintern wheresas Ho
authority of this organisation to conven
conference of the CFI in Hongkong and, a

presided over 1t Yin the name of the Thi
1et ws take up the facts and arguments 3

one by one.
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First, with regard to Tran FPhu. Ho

discovery of Leninism

al

mism and Bolshevismy his

he was accepted a

i}
i

mintern apparat, and
a whereas Roy, who was
ng views, and could, and

o oegual footing with

omintern,was to get into

Indonesia becausse he had
the mnational revolubion
and Tan Malaka had besen
still invoked ths

@ the unitication
coording to all acoounts,

o International’. Now

nvoked by Huynbh Eim Ehanh

never lost the respect or
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ochedisnce of ths hecause the OFI was his oresation. Tram Fhuo,
alias Li Hwel, was one of Ha's 1 ard Thanh Mien
students in 1925, He was also a proteges of Ho's. It was Ho whi

oo e - oo o - e ofse e gy do s o s L - gpeeeg 3 Jr— S "%
19327, F was the first student o return o Vistnam in iy
Mouven &1 Suoo and

L1
International . ™ On the

oy .- i3 o 3 R o o e onr
. .= &g adopted by the

UL

ot

P Ho was then ocoupied slssuhares.

Hong Ha did not eslaborate on Yslsewhere”, bubt said that “had
- - A3
made many suggestions to Tran Fhua.
Concerning the Unification Conference, the Farty’'s biography
of Ho said that "the resplutions of the Conference had met in

fua
i

Frhanks to the correct leadership of President Ho Chi Minh, to

n
.
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instructions and aid of the Communist Inter*natimﬂain”64
Further,it said that from 1530 to the middle of 1931, from China
Ho Ywatched clossly the movemsnt in the country, saw to 1t that
the line of the Farty was applied correctly® ﬁ

With regeard to the disastrous Nghe-Tinh insurrections, Ho

was chviously not responsible. He had watched developmenits in

Indochina with ansiety and had veminded the Central Committes of
the CFI that "this is not the moment yvelt to attempt a seizwe of

;béha

powsr ! wrote to ECCI on 29 Ssptember aboul the situation

and asked for help and "instructions on what to ﬁm”né?ﬁ¥ter the
wave of arrests, which practically broke up the Farty in 1931, Ho
sent two very harsh letters to the CFI Central Committee: ons, on
20 April 1931, to criticise the non-observation of the Comintern

operational rules; and one, on 24 fApril 1931, to remind the Farty

that his tasks had been assignsd by the

accordingly, this department would kesp him informed of

developments, and i+ he had suggestions, these "have been
approved by the Eastern Department”, and the FParty "must notify!
him about its decisions or des mrata,ég

That Ho was by no means held responsible and was not blamsd

for the Nghe-Tinh disaster was made clear by a letter to him from

o

Hilaire Nowlens, the chisef of the Far Eastern Buresau (Dalburo? in

o, Motre Fresident Ho Chi Hinh, p.98.

63 Hong Ha, Bac Ho, p.E51.

- =~ ibid. -, p.EE5E.
68’ - ibid. —, p.258,
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Shanghai. In the letter, dated 12 May 1931, Noulens put the blame

not on Ho, but on the FPolitburo of the CFI. He

m

ugg ed that Ho

Lﬂ

write to the latter to warm it against the risks of vioglent

Pl
i
i
o

4

. 9 .. . ey \ e . .
amtlmnué'anallya from June 1931 to July 1934, Ho was in jail,

4

in court, in hiding, or in search for a way fo make contact with
the Chinese Communist Party (CFD) to get help to return to the
Soviet Union, and could therefore not be held responsible for
anvthing.

It should be mentioned here that in November 1933, Ho, who
had been hiding in Shanghal, succeeded in making contact with the

and get help from it through VYaillant Coutuwier, who happened

to be passing through that city. Thes Comintern sent a s

b
st

ip to
pick him up off Shanghai, and by July he was back in Moscow. The
Comintern sent a car to fetch him from the station, and he was
received very warmly by Manuilsky when the two met. Furthermore,
at Viadivostok, when asked about his references in the Soviet
Union, Ho gave the names of Y.Vassilieva and Pavel Miff. The
first was an important member of the Institute of Oriental

Studies i

charge of the Vietnamese students in Moscow, and the
second was no lesser a person than the man who had replaced
Fetraoav as head of the Eastern Department arnd who was the special

adviser to Btalin on Eastern guest

13

ns. AL that was swely not
reatment reserved to someone in disgrace!
Mow, with regard to the period 1234-193%. After his return,
Ho was assigned to the Comintern again. He made a visit to the

CRI delegation to the Seventh Congress. He was warmly greeted in




the name of the delegabtion by Le Hong Fhong, head o

“h

the
delegation, and secretary general of the CPI. Phong introduced Ho
as "comrade Lin who has coms to visit us on behald of the Third

S

- . 7 .
International .’ Heory who had been put in charge of the

delegation, told its members to changs their names during the
congress. He did likewiss with the Malay and Indonesian

to

delegates, & proof that he was in charge of Southsast

L

-

o
i

aftfairs at the Eastern Department.

In addition to the delegation to the Seventh Congress of the
Comintern, there were two groups of Vietnamesze studving at the
INEF (Institute for Mational and Colonial Questions: . When Ho
visited these two groups Vassilieva introduced him as “"a cadre of
the Comintern®, and announced at the same ftime that by decision
of the Folitical Sescretariat of ECCTI, in addition to work at the
Eastern Department, Hpo was assigned to lead the two groups of

1 aogen o . -
Vietnamsse students at IMHPA?‘!he facts mentioned were surely

i
n}
b

not manifestations of the Comintern’'s displesasure and its way
punishing Ho, o of Ho's loss of awthority over the CRI.

Mow, let us turn to Ho's status at the Seventh Congress of

il

¥

the Comintern in July 1935. The Farty ' s biography of Ho said that

Ho attended the Congress as "a deputy delegate”, but it added

that "fully conscious of his responsibility to the delegation, he

did his utmost to help it fulfill its task at the Congr gss". 't

The official history of the Farty said that "comrades Nguyen Al

n Hong Ha, Bao Ho. p.2%0.
! -

. — ibid. -, p.2B5.
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funoc, who was then following study courses at the Lenin

University in Moscow, was also invited to the Congress". ™ The

in

afficial chronology of his life said that he attended the
Congress in the capacity of “delegate of the Eastern
Daﬁarﬁm@nt“,7éHﬁ himseld (alias T.Lan) said that at the
Congress, Le Hong Fhong, Nguven Thi Minh Ehal were official
delegates whils he attended as a "dai bisu tu van®, for which the
sditor provided a foobnote, giving the translation of the term in
a document of the Soviet Marx—-Lenin Institute in French,7SThe
French term used meant Yas & consultant”. It did not specify
whether 1t was to the CPI delegation or to the Comintern.

Here, again, Hong Ha provided the answer to the riddlie. He
provided a photographic reproduction of Ho's admission card to

the Congress. It bore number 134, the name of Lin (official nams

ot Ho at the Comintern and indicated under

H
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Indochina. But Hong Ha added that Ho "helpsd the delegation from
inside the country dratt the speesches to be delivered at the
Cangrea%”nw
Ho was then still a Cominternchik working at the Comintern,
arnd considersd a senior membsr by the CFICThis is but natural.

Like Tran Fhu, Le Hong FPhong was one of Ho's first Thanh Nien

il

students. He was sent by Ho to the Soviet air academy Horis

Glepskaia. When Ho returned from China in 1987 he decided that

7& Homg Ha,

Han Hoe o e . oD EFH,




atter the aviation acaeademy Fhong would go to EUTV. How Le Hong
Fhong greeted Ho has been noted. In 1934 Le Hong Fhong was

designated chief of ithe Exitsrnal Buresau of the CFI. But this

bureal was placed under the authority of the delegate of the

ke

Comintern, who was Ho Chi Minh.

From 19328 onward, when the memnbers of the CFI heard about
Ho's presence in Chima, and later in Vietnam proper, they alwavs
understood that he was a "cao cap”, a high official, of the

Comintern, and deserved the respect due to such a personage. And

pute

n May 1941, when Ho presided over the crucial eighth plenum, he

capacity of representative of the Comintern’ an

th
ot
jud
i
n
.
i
r‘“
ﬂ"

d
not of a member of the CFI Polithwo or Central Committees. He had

-

bean, and remained, above the ORI, As Fowniau has stressed. he
was a "militant of the International’.

It is thus natural that Ho was by no means Yin disgrace" in
regard to the Comintern leadership, including Stalin. We have
already cited many proofs sarlier. But the sublisct deserves
further exploration. That Ho had the full contfidence of Moscow is
certain. This has been contirmed by a Soviet specialist of
Eastern atfairs, AReznikov. In The
author said that the Comintern operated "in close contact” with

“ithe great patriobt and internationalist” Ho Chi Minh; that the

Comintern ald to Indochina was rendered "through the good offices
of Ho Chi Minh; and, what is much more significant, that the

decisions of the Comintern regarding Vietnam were dratted "with

77

his participation and sent to him first of all®.

. A.FReznibkov, The
Tactics, Moscow, Froqruag
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leaders” who had to be kept in good shape. dn Indochinese,
former photograph in ths X111 precinct of Paris, sat sach
day at a different place in order to be able to wipe his
mouth and goates with a pisce of clgan napkin from the table
clothsy his real name was Ho Chi ﬁinh, His rotation lasted
thirty davs, +or the table clo ‘% was changed only once a
month because of lack of soap’
another proot, stronger still, of Ho's imoorfances in
Comintern circles at the time has been provided by Margarets
Buber—Neuman, wite of Heinz Meuman, an important Cominternohik
who at one time was highly rated by Stalin, but later was
liguidated like many others. In her memnoirs, she told the
following storys
&t the XIII plenum the ECCI in December it was
Seventh Congress of the Comintern for

decided to convens t
2 Dut

1

then the meseting had to be
of Latin Amsrica,., who could nobt be
g change, arrived on time for the
erwlﬁﬁliv planned opsning of
I di
ante
1

the Congress. Once bthey had
arrived in Moscow, the BECOI did not want them to lesave
totally enmhy—h“wﬂeﬂ, A conterence was therefore organised
in which participated the delegates from Latin America. as
wzll as the members of the leadership of the Comintern:
Manuilsky, Dimitrov, Sottwald, Huusinen, Pieck, Folarov,
Togliatti, Ho Chi ®Minh, Thorss, Buwyolt and Wan Ming. It was
thus a very brilliiant company which discussed a guesstion
wiiich had already been settled, but which was to be pult on
the agsnda 7n1;,ﬁt the Seventh Congress: the tactics of
popul ar front'.’
The above story oroves irrefutably that instead of having




f

e highest level. It should be

a3

strategy at
apove event took place in the first half of
Ho was said to have been in serious trouble

Since the Comintern leadership, espsc

circle, must have the blessing of Stalin to

ig logical to infer that Ho had won the good grac

dictator also. Ho suweceeedsd in this becauss
Leninist-Bolshevik,
and never challenged the decisions or the v
Above all, it Ho had his own views on China

as on the colonies, he never voilced them un

S

bhe the same as those of the ghief. I+ Ho vo

A
fax}

stressed that the
1934, &t a time when
ially its innermost

continue to exist, it

e of the Boviet
he was a model

serupul ously observed democratic centralism,

isws af the leaders.
and the East as well

iles

ifi

they happened to

iced his views

vigouwrously and displaved a high profils, that was on one

particul ar lssus:

ke

main battle-cry during those years. Ho too

-

on this particuwlar issue, which he khnew was
importance to Btalin, the CFI did not stray
Ho left no stone untwned to enswre th
strictly adhers to the Stalinist anti-Trots
rasolutions of the CFI from the day of its
of reminders to Party members Lo pay specia
bolshevisation, to eradicate all Trotskyvite
avoid absolutely any coopesration with the T
closing of the Seventh Congresss, before the
retuwrned home, Ho held several discussions

e

time insisting that they must take "every m

the Trobtskvites politically. Even at the ra

the delegates got on the train, Ho's last r

arnti-Trotskyism. This happened to be Stalin’'s

vary great care that
of paramount

from the right path.

at his disciples

kvite line. The

foundation were full

1 attention to
tendencies, and to

rotskyites. After ithe

with the members, esach
gaztwra’ to annihilate
ilway station, bhefors

ecommandation was that




they must pass on to Ls Hong

i3

Fhong the order that Y"undesr no
circumstance” must there be collaboration with the Trotskyites.
On thes other hand.the resolutions of the Farty contained freguent

praises of the wisdom of Stalin.

X
o
i

Frorts must have been known to SBtalin, and the channel
through which Stalin was informed was Manuwislky. Here it is

interesting to compare the role plaved by Manuilsky in Ho's

schame regarding btalin to that plaved three decades later by
Sainteny in Ho's scheme regarding de Baulle. Manuislky was the

chanmsl through which Ho obtained first hand and accurate

information about Stalin's ne and thoughits, and especially

ifi

s
font
1]

about Stalin’'s mood. Manuwisliy was the man behind whom Ho moved

-
it

and thus never made a talse step. Manuwislby was also the man who
provided Ho with the best support and protection. And this was
all the more important as Manuislbky was a very powerful figure in
the Comintern. Indeed, from 1928 onward he replaced Bukharin as

80

)

Stalin’'s spokssman there.
A= has been noted, Manuwislbky was chosen to represent the
Comintern at the Second Congress of the CRF in Paris in 1922, In
1926, atter the fall of Zinoviev he moved up in the Foliburo, and
from then on remainsd a most powerful fFiguwrs thers. The direction
of the Comintern was entrusted to Molotov, but behind the scene,

"Manu' wielded considerable pmwer,m

It was said that the strength of Manuislky lay in the fact

{ o 5 . . . .

% Michael T.Florinsky, McBrawhill Encyclopedia__of Russia
chlggwwgm;gg Mew York, PMcGrawhill Book Companv, 1961,

B po ominigus  Desanti L Internationale  Compuniste, Faris,
Fayvot, 1270, p.147.
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that he could make SBtalin laugh, but he did this only on good
daye and only on non-prohibited subjects. He never defended lost

causes o lost people. He was not mistrusted and was spared

o
e

Stalin because he was alwavs content to be a brilliant second and
alwavs sspoused the views of thes maﬁterum

Eugenio Reale, well known for his knowledge of Comintern
aftfairs, said that ths most notable Soviet leader who had worked
in the Comintern apparatus since ifs "heroic” days under Lenin
and Zinoviev was Manuilsky, and during the final ten vears “he
held more actual powsr than Dimiteov, the titular secretary

T
Enera}“.E‘The sarly part of thi

i

period was precisely,according

s}

to Huynh Kim Hhanh, the one during which Ho was in disgrace and
in preventive detention because of his “"deveotion to the cause of
national independence"”

The close relationship between Ho and Manuislby naturally
worked both ways. IF through Manuisllky Ho was alwavs well
intormed about Stalin's plans and mood, and was privy to the
Comintern and Soviet government s analyses of the world
situation, which was to enable him to make his own moves
wnerringly, in retwn, through Ho Manuisliey obtained first hand
information and insight into the problems of the East and the
colonies, which enabled him to avoid disastrous mistakes in
analysis as well as pelicy, and thus enhance his own position

within the Comintern and the Soviet leadership.

£ - ipid. -, p.197.

8{ Fugenio Real m1n+ﬂrm in B.Lazitch and
h,

W York 4

(53 M
H=ErachhevxtchgIbgﬁwigﬂ;uternaH&%Emzégﬁim
Prasger, 1%9&&.




I+ Ho maintained such & low profile during thoss years, 1t
was surely wiith Moscow' s approval, or even on Moscow's orders,
for it should be noted that Moscow did not issue a denial of the
news of Ho's death after Ho had turned up in Moscow safe and
sound, and was taken back into the +old of the Comintern. The bhig
aquestion, then, is: why did Moscow force the observance of such a

do

low profile on HoP Again, Desanti provided the most ~al

fmt
-

f

ool
answer. Citing B.l.azitch, he said that following the Soviet-

French agrsemsnt of May 1935, it was beslter not o have on ths

i

i.

ri

i

Executive CTommittes of the Cominform the name of an Indochiness

revolutionary lesader several Limes condesmned to death for

84

i

subversion by the French tribunals.
It should be recalled in this connection that in the sarly
19530s, Stalin was alarmed by the rise of fascism, especially

atter the coming to powsr of Hitler in Germany. In 1932 he signed

a non-aggression pact with Frances, and in 1935 he followsd up

t

with a mutual assistance treatyv. In 1933 the Bolshevik and clas

4]

{

against class hard line was officially asbandoned and replaced by
that of wnited front. This was certainly not the moment to rouse
French suspicion aboub good Soviet intention by throwing the nams
of Mguyen Al Buoc at them. This,according to Desanti, suplains
why Moscow did not put out a rectification concerning the
latter s death, why it put Cha-Yen (alias Le Hong Fhong) instead

of Noguyen AL Duoo on the Presidioam of the Comintern.

During this period, & request by Ho to djoin the communist

volunteers fighting in Spain was tuwned down for the reason that




he was nesded elsewhers when the opportunity arose. And so, Ho

o
"t
i
a8
o

o cool his heels and to spend his time studving while
awaiting the next opporftunity.

The opportunity came in 1928, when Moscow was certain that
war was inevitable, and on & world scale. In these conditions,
Communist parties all over the world would have to be prepared in
order to support the SBoviet Union against its enemies, Japan

being one of them. It was clear also that tactical guidance 4rom

[H
it

i

ju i

Moscow wouwld not be avallable as daily communication with it

would be impossible. The Dommunist partiss must be therefore be
prepared to be on thelr own, and in this they had the blessing of
the Comintern. This was what Manuilsky told Ho before sending him

i~y
rome via Dhina in the autumn of 1?38=&

The prevalent view about the policy adopted by the OFI in
1939-1945 was that it was Ho's own line. Now that Ho was fres
from Comintern control, he could pékzue unimpeded the nationalist

ne which he favouwred and which had caused his disgrace,

et
gt

punishment and preventive detention in Moscow, and loss of

nflusnce in the CFI. Those holding this view completely ignored

pute

the rules by which the Comintern operated. The Comintern
leadership sexpected all its agents to know these rules better
than obther communists. Ho Chi Minh, & first class Cominternchilk,
must thersefore know what to do in all circumstances, with or

Th

wWithout guidsnce from ECCI.This, he certainly had learned from

his vears of closs association with ECCI, espescially with




mantionad earlier, has told the following anscdote concsrning
Manuislkvy' s btreatment of Fried, & Comintern agent assigned to

work with the OFF who did not know what to do

Pt
3
i

o
f
[
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o
o
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b

civoumstance. But this certainly applies to all other Comintern

snts, including Ho Chi Minh.

i
]

I

)

"Fried arrived and Manuisliky rudely insulted him. Fried
tried to defend himsself: "My task is staggering. I have not
peen able to isolsts Dorioct. dWhat is the main thing requirsd

of me’
Do vou think that a Commun
a ;

sob gualitied to
o personsl

The above anecdote shows that a Cominternchibk must alwavs

know what he had to do in the service of the cause. Strategic

w2

of ECCT was Y"alwavs!" settled by the Y"restricted genesral staff",
i.8., the milaia comissiis, and the decisions of this group wers

he brought into guestion®, discussions wers possible on the
87

What has been pointed out above sxplains the tacti

[y
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i
i,
]
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by Ho Chi Minh from 19239, and especially from 1941, onwards
waving high the +lag of national independence, postponsment of
86
A , e o . .
azitch and Drackhovitch, The Comintern: Historical



the social revolution, carefully concealing the Communist aims of

outside the bounds permitited by the Comintern. On the contrary,
that was precisely what the Comintern leadership esupechted of a

good Leninist like Ho Chi Minh: never waver on princip

M
]
il

the strategic aim, but always apply the utmost flexibility in
shoosing the most effective tactics in given circumstances. Thes
main thing was to achisve the strategic end set by Lenin: achieve

Communism and World Revolution, or accelerate the process leading

k3

to the achievement of these aims.

the Farty, broad rnational united front, etc....None of thess was

Adhering to the Moscow line:1945-1965
Another widespread view about Ho is that in 1945-1944, Ho

pursusd a moderate and conciliatory policy toward France.

cited as concrete manifestation of this attitude Ho's agreement

)

of March &,1944 by which he accepted for Vietnam the status

Free State - instead of independent state - membesr of the

i

Indochinese Federation and the French Union. Jean Sainteny, the

Frenoch representative who negotiated this agresment with Ho,

asserted that Ho sinceresly wanted friendly relations with France,
and even liked the idea of being vice-president of the French
Uniomn. In an interview by Flanebte in 1970, he said that he

remained convinced that the French Union was feasable with 1
|

Vi

1]

tram. "The vice-president of that Union would perhaps be Ho

Chi Minh, and that was a prospect which Ho himself viewsed with

much interest andg %avaur“.%

a8

anete, March 1970, p.%3,

- Jdean Sainteny, interview in FPL




Those who hold this view totally overlook Soviet policy in

the immediate post-war years. Stalin wanted to give the West a

rt

&

ot

free hand in Asia in exchange for a frese hand for the Sov
Uniorn in Eastern Europe. He also wanted to create the conditions
which would make it possible for the French Communist Farty to

become the government of France through elections. This means not
only the pwsuit of a hand-off policy in Indochina, but also the
urging of the CFI to seek an amiable arrangement with France and

to seek aid from both France and the United States.

i1

The CFF, which the CFI had alway

i
)]

onsidered a senior party
since the davs of ite foundation, warned the Vietnamese to make
sura that theilr actions met the criteria of the current Scoviet
line and avold any "premature adventures”. Mauwrice Thore:z
stressed in 1946 that "under no circumstances' the OPFF wished fto
he considered as "the sventual liguidator of the French position
i Indachina”,gqﬁnd i April 1944 he told a stunned Sainteny
that the March &, 1944 agreement was "very satisfactoryv” ,and i+
the Vietnamesse did not respect it "we know what necessary
measures to take, make the cannons talk 1+ nesd be“"%

Soviet policy towards Indochina was stated very olearly by

the Soviet representative in Hanol Stephane Solosiefd, to Fatti

by

5 Follows:

il

The French should not supect a retuwrn to the status quo

e
L

8  pucted in Bernard Fall, VYiet
&

Y

nam  Witnes
Frasger, 1946, pp.23-324, See in particular chapter 2

=, MNew York,
: "The French

Communists  and  Indochina®.  See also Pilierre Fousset . Le Parti
communiste vietnamien., Faris, Lollection Fetit Masspero, 1975,
.‘C

=

pp. 106 and f

Lhi Minb

1 . 4. o e 2
= Jdman Sainteny, Ay Yietns Ho  Ohi b, Faris,

Seghers, 1970, p.88,
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but should instead pursue a policy of gradual withdrawal.

2} The Vietnamsse were not gquite ready for total

i
Hi

independence, and were in need of protection agains powsrful
nation like China or Thailand.

F The French were the best sguipped of the Western powsrs
to reconstruct the country and guide it towards sslf-government.

£y

4 The Indochinese would have to assume a rFrols o

~

responsible nationalism, although they might not bhe abls to

handle it alone, and with enlightened French help and American

technical assistance they could achieve independence in a faw
YEANS.
ey

33 The Boviet Union would not be able to intsrpo itsseld in

[
m
i

Southeast Aszia, and Sovieb interference in Southeast Asia would
create & conflicth with the traditional French and British

intereste which would not be in the besst interests of thes Soviet

P

Unian. '

Considering that Solosiefd made the Boviet position, and
gepecially his presence in Hanol known to the Gmericans, it is
logical to assume that he bhad contacts with Ho also, although in
Jreat secret; and had told him the samse thing. In any case, a
Soviet delegation came to Hanol in two groups on December 20 and

1

et

23, and was housed at the Governmant Houses, that is with the fu

krowledge of Ho's government. What they told Ho was not

et
™

Ly o0 34

i

d, but Fhilippe Devillers said that after their

£
gt
i

departuwre, on December 20, MHo's government published a communigue

announcing its readiness to hold discussions with the

N patei, Why Vietnam?, p.179.
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representative of the French governmﬁﬁtuq‘ﬁt that time, Lt.
Colonel Trevor Wilson, representative in Hanoi of General Gracev,

the Commander of the British Forces in Soubthesrn Vietnam, also

reported that a Boviegt mission of seven men, headed by a colonel,

was due to arrive in Hanol. ‘Buf somehow, this piece of very

signifticant information remainsed unknown for many yvears. Together
with the disclosure of the presence of Bolosieff in Hanoi, this
tact shows undeniably that Ho knew perfectly what Soviet policy
at the time was, and he had to conform te it. Thisz, and not the

=3

sakness of his governmaent alone at the time, explains his

z

sgeming moderation towards the French in 1945~1%44, and well
until the snd of 1947,

But in 1%47 the situsation changed. In May, ths French
communist ministers were oult of the French government, and in
Sgptember, in Foland, Zhdhanov, on behald of Stalin, armounced a
"

new policy: that of confrontation with the West., In Indochina,

full war had already developed, and Ho did not have to make any
turn—around to meet the new demands of Moscow. What happensd from
1947 to 1984 is well krnown, except for one very important fact.

This unkrnown fact is that in the first week of January 1750
Ho went secrebtly to Moscow to have a mgeting with Stalin.

Fhrushuchey has sald in his memnoirs that Ho had a meesting with

g
atter was alive, but gave no 5pec1+1cgu'4 e

P

Stalin while the

g2 A o e . .
q: Fhilippe Devillers, Faris. Bajaon.Hanoi Faris,
Gallimard/Jduliard, 1988, pp.114-115.
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now know, from Hoang van Hoan's memoirs, that in the first davs
of January 1250, three wesks before China’'s recogonition of the
Democratic Republic of Vietnam, and one month befors that of the
Soviet Union, Ho made a secret visit to Peking to discuss Chinsse
recognition and aid.

At his meeting with the Chinese leaders, Liu Shao—chi
suggestaed that he went to see Stalin also. The Boviet ambassador,
Nikolal Roschin, was asked to sernd a message to Stalin.
Soviet leader agreesd, and two davs later Ho flew to Moscow to
request Soviet aid. 4t the Stalin-Ho meseting, the Chinese
ambassador, Wanh Jia-hsiang, was present. and he told Hoan
afterwards that at that meelting it was agresed that the main task

. . . s g5
of aiding Ho's government would be shouldesred by China.

Ho had definitely chosen side. This was one month before the
United States recognised the State of Vietnam, two months bhefore
it

gave economic aid to the Saigon government, and siy months

give full military aid to the

]

before President Truman decided t
French for their war in Indochina following the ocutbreak of +he
Forean War. The prevalent view in current literature on the
Vietnam War is that June 1950 marked the Amsrican involvement in
Indochina, and was the start of the train of events leading io

Vietnam being dragged into the cold war, and to America’s woss in

the following vears. That view must be abandonesd todayv, because

it is undisputable that it was Ho who has plunged Vietnam into
the East-West confrontation by being the first to choose side.

= . -
91 Hoang Van Hoan, Giob nu




It is not possible wi the

with all the events from 1954 to

over the main
policy of peacsful coexistences

were strains

i

influence to prevent any rash acti

Folithuro which mightiead

1964, when Ehrushochey was

replaced by Brezhrnev, Moscow

tted well into it. T

He death in 1969 and led to the
entry of Hanoi' s forces in Saigon

Ho did not live long enough

party. But he was also spared the

devastating consequences of the cholice of

winich he had resclutely led his

a revolutionary road. Certain of h
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We would like to conclude with a guestion: Was Ho
nationalist +First communist second, a nationalist dressed in red,

or a communist dressed in white, a Vietnamese ssrving uniguely

n

the interests of Vietrnam and of the Viebtnamese people, or a

Cominternchik always placing the interests of the Intesrnational

Communist Movement and the cause of world revolution firs

n

David Marr, who has spent vears studyving Vietnemsse affairs,
and who is a known sympathiser of Ho and the Vietnamsse comnunist
revolutionaries has said: "It would be wrong to characterise Ho
Chi Minh or any major Vietneamese Communist leader as a

nationalist. As early as 1222, Ho Chi Minh considersd nationalism

to

Hi

o

& a dangerous siren capable of luring colonised peoples away
7

~£)

v colond

And key members of the CFF, among whom

2

ot

o ism.

i}

Jacouess Duclos and J. Thors: Vermesrsch, have testitisd to Ho's
"tervent intermnationalism”.

Faul HFus, the greatest admirer and apologist of Ho Chi Minhg

hasg said that Ho Chi Minh could not be considersd "a marginal,
operational communist, a nationalist dressed in red?. To hold
such an opinion, "ong would have to forget the proofs that he has
given of his devotion to the lsadership of the Communist
International’. Mus cited as exemple Ho's acosptance of the
Geneva agreemgnt which better served the immediate interests of
world communism than those of his Vietnamese +atherland. "Such

gestures would remove any doubt, if fthis were necessary,

97 et B e
. David Marr,

Berkeley, University of

% In Leo Figueres, Mo Chi_Minh, notre camarade, pp.96 and




concerning his deep-rooted and conscious membership of Ho Chi
Mirmh to the communist mcw'xrsfr;en'i:e”?g
Mus also guoted Lacouture to the effect that as well as
being "amn existential communist” Ho was "a structursl communist™.
Hoy sald Mus, had acceded to "ths highest level” of the central
pody of international communism. "He is the firsh of his
compatriots to have reached, "at the summit", the full
mitizenship of that modern universe, named marxist...”. And, in

. . ]
~ehurn, Moscow considered him a menber of “"the ﬁstabilﬁbmnmr”“‘

p=3 H

The last word should be given to Ho Chi Minh himself. In

in 1R2%, on arriving in the USSR he underwent "a mutation”: he

became "a genuine member....of the great international

proletarian family?, and from his childhood he had "never before
0, - e

sxparienced such fresdom, pleasure, and happinsss® u Im 1941, on

legarning of the German attack on "the Fatherland of revolution®
e was very disturbed and did not know whether to tell his
companions. In the end he told them only that the USSR had been
invaded by Germany, keesping from them the fact fthat the Germans
o s . - . 107

had pengtrated 00 kilometers deep into Sovielt territory.
Another anecdote told by Ho in this regard is that while in

iail in Liuwchou, in February 1943, when he learned through a

newspaper about the Soviet victory of Stalingrad, he was so

7 . . s . . s I
% Paul Mus,Ho_ Chi_ Minh, le Vietnam, et 1 'Asie, Faris,
Sewil, 1971, p.127.
a0
W~ ibid. -, p.4az.
il _—
. Ho Chi Minh, VYda di duonge easss Desds
102

ta_di _duong vua ke chuven (Stories along the road), he said that



overjoyved that he jumped and almost hit his head against the
ceiling. Then he gave every cent he had left to the guard to
tetoch him food and drink for a celebration. He celebrated the

Soviet victory by uttering the slogans: "Long live the Bolshevik

&

14

L

Farty! Long live the Red Army! Long live the Soviet Unioniy,
Such gestures speak volumes about Ho's relationship with the

ornal communist movemant.

{
fmte

inter

o

at
Lastly, when Ho gave the first lecturs to bhis first recruits

for Communism in

and when he addressed his last words to his followers in 1949, in
hiis testament, he supressed grave concern for the fate of the
international communist movemsnt, and contrarily to Vietnamese

traditions, he considersed his departurse from this world as

w

Jowrney to doin Marx and Lenin, and not his ancestors.’

There is a big difference between Lenin and Stalin’'s road
and Ho's road, howsver. fAs Le Duan has pointed out, the two roads
met. But whereas the two Russian leaders had moved from the

praoletarian revolution to the conclusion that socialism must bs

Hi]

bound to national independence, Ho took the reverse road. Ho
moved from the reguirement of national liberation to the

conclusion that the cause of national liberation must be bhound to

Hoo Chi Minh, Duong  Each Menh,  in Tuven  Tap., VYol.l.

=
1%5 Foreign Language PFublishing
Minh s Testampent, Hanoi, 196%.
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the cause of socialism.

In Vistnamese communist th

;...x
r'x

ught, sccialism means
proletarian internationalism which, sccording to Lenin, msans
always sacrificing the national interest to the interest of the
world revolution. This, in twn, msans giving absolute priority

o the defense of the fortress of the world revolution, the
Fatherland of socialism — the Boviet Union —. Thus, the Soviet
Uniion was the user of proletarian internationalism, and Vietnam
its servant. Obviously, Vietnam was the lossr here.
Admirers and apologists of Ho Chi Minh have tried to present
him as a man who has fought and suffered because of his Ydevotion

to the cauwse of national indespendencse’, because he was

"mationalist first and communist sec

]

et . And they had to bend

and distort history to that end. There iz no need for it. To

those who make revolubion the transcendental aim of their

egxistence, Ho Chi Minh should be admired, and rightliy. as a great

|}_x

revolutionary, in ftact the greatest revolutionary of our epoch,
unegual led by any other revolutionary, except perhaps Lenin.

Mo Chi Minh was a fierce fighter for Viebtnem s indespesndence.

i

That is wundeniable. Bubt he certainly did not seesk Viestnam
independence for its own sake, but only as the first phase in the
bringing of Vietnam into the communist camp as & service to the

cause of Horld Communist Revolution. That is Lenin’'s view, a5

recalled by Boviet scholars. Thus, AB.Reznikov stressesd in The

Comintern_and_the East that Ywhat Lenin favowrsd was not

106

Le  Duan, Phan dau  xay dung nuoc Viet Nam xa hoi cho
nghia  gisy dep (Fighting +or a rich and beauwtiful  Vietnamd,
Hanoi , “Nha Xuat ban Bu that, 1979, p.i0.




nationalism at all, but its anti-imperialist aspesct, and that he
stood by the class-inspired view that is the principle of
proletarian international 1&m:=nh“lm
Ho always took pride in being a true Leninist. That is a
fistorical fact. To recognise this fact by no means reduces the
admiration we have for the revolutionary spirit of the man, or as
Hendaoche has put it, $for his "“revolutionarism'. Bubt we must

gquestion his wisdom arg honesty for having chosen the

Leninist/Bolshevik road and taken the Vietnamese people alo

x.f'.

with him without telling them this explicitly and clesarly at the
baginning. Thse terrible plights befalling the Vietnamese people
since the communist "victory” in 19735 certainly warrant, or aven

compel , such a conclusion.

m
8]
r

e clear cut gusstions and answers ars:
- orne of
b

g f g as - : -, ' cos - I,
1y Was Ho Chi Minh revolutionary? Yes, §§+1ﬁtéiy5hth& Pyost

natic- e

& revolutionary of our timse, ﬁECOﬁ%&ﬁEFﬁaﬁi only to Lenin.

g

.

2) Was Ho Chi Minh & communist? Yes, but a communist of the
Enlshevibk bhrand, a tanatic communist.

Y HWas Ho Chi Minh a mationalist? By all coun

it
il
it
.
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