foey

TRUTHES AND UNTRUTHES ABOUT HO CHI MINH

Ho's Jjowney to Fussia as a stowaway in 1923
and

nis dli?;;;e in the Comintern in 19331939
ON THAT THIERN

Ho Chi Minh i a nams well-known all over the world. Much
less well-known are the full facts about his life. A great deal
about them has been presented as fact when it was sheer fiction.
Bernerd E.Fall, who has spent over twenty vears studyving Ho, and
who claimed to be one of the three persons to have done solid
+irst hand research on Ho's life, noted in Last Reflections on_a
@égiswritten in 1967, one year bafors his death and two vears
betore Ho's death, that there were large areas, gaps of four to
five yvears, in Ho's life. The book repeated numerous errors oF
fantasies (22 in 12 pages) contained in an earlier book, The Two
« which was published in 1943 on the basis of a visit to
Vietnam during which he was received by Ho personally and was
given written documents on Ho's life.

The second author who has spent over two decades researching
and writing aboult Ho is Jean Lacouture. In his book, Ho

linh,generally considered the best biography of Ho, he said that
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everything related to Ho's life until 1941 was “"fragmentary,
appraoximative, controversial". Witnesses of his careser abound,
his friends tell a hundred stories about him, "but too many shady
argas intrude and make it difficult to see the true caurse”nz

Ho's closest companions, who were suppossd to know him well
enough to speak or write with authority about him, have on the
contrary misled the public, Vietnamese arnd foreign, by giving
grronsous and contradictory facts about his life. But thev
themselves have been misled by Ho.

The confusion was heightened by the writings of Communists
arnd Communist Vietnam’'s supporters and sympathisers of all kinds,
who sought to put Ho in the best light possible, in particular by
presenting him as a Vietnamesse revolutionary nationalist who put
the interest of Yietrnam above everyvthing slse and suffered for
1t

The various "official” biographies of Ho wittren by Truong
Chinh, Pham VYan Dong,and the hRistorians of the Communist FParty of
Vietnam (CPU)4 were bazed essentially on a number of Ho's
wWwreitings or revelations to Jownalists about his life. Ho wrote
two brochures under pseuwdonyms. The first, under the pssudonvm
Tran Ran Tien, Nhung mauw_chuven_ ve doi hoat dong cus Ho Chu

[~
Tich Ty was published in Vietnamese in 1948, and appeared in
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translations as Glimpses of the Lits of Ho Chi ﬁinﬁéanﬁ
gggggggggwggiwﬁgmgﬁgW&LQQ?, This was later incorporatsd under the
title of "Nguven A1 Ouoc' in With Uncle Ho (Avec 1 '0Oncles Hoi .
& second, under the pseudonym T.Lan, was VYua di duong vua ks
(Telling Stories along the Raad}?, (To my knowledge, there
is no translation of this brochuresl.In addition, Ho has given a
long interview to the French Communist Charles Fowniau of

L Humanite in 19&%. This interview appeared on July 13 of thay

vear, and was reproduced in Vietnamese translation in Ho Chi Minh

ven_ _Tap (Selectea Works of Ho Chi Minhl, volume il
llike the brochures mentioned, the intesrview with Fourniauw
contained many deliberate untruths. These untrubths were evident
from the inherent contradiction of the facts, and since 1975,
from the revelations of Ho'=s companions in their memolrs, and
especially from a book written in 1980 by Hong Ha, a prominent
member of the CFY. The book.entitled Hac Ho tren _dat nuog Lenin

(Uncle Mo in the land of Lenin

coovers the period 19231938,
from the moment of Ho's arvival in the Soviet Union to the moment
of his departure +rom that country. Hong Ha had cbhviously access
to the archives of the Comintern. His book is thus undoubitedly
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the most authoritative work on this period.

o

For the period from Ho's birth to his departure from Saigon
for France, we now have the brochure put out by the Nghe-Tinh
section of the Commission for the Study of the Party’'s Historv,

Mhung_mauw_chuyen ve dol nien thieu cua

Bac Ho (Stories about

Unole Ho's Youthd, published alse in l?aol%Thiﬁ hrochure should

be considered also very authoritative.

For the period from Ho's arrival in France in 1911 to his
departure for the Soviet Union in 1923, we have two excellent
publications: Lacoubw e’ 's already menticoned book, and the
testimony of Michele Zecchini, a socialist worker assigned to
help Ho in 1917-1918%

For the period 1939-1945,the memoirs of Archimedes Patti'’
085 agent in South China,and of Jean Saintenyii chief of the
Fremch Mission in Sowth China and later in North Vistnam and
negotiator with Ho Chi Minh in 19435-1944, and the study by
H,C.Gheﬁlﬂ who has interviewsd the main Chinese officials
involved in Vietnamese attairs in 1940-1%944, contain most of the

details of Ho's life and activities during those vears.

1{ Barn Nghiern Cuuw Lich Su Dang, Tinh Uy Nghe Tinh.Nhung_ _mau
huven ve thoi nien thieu cua RBag Ho (Stories about Uncle Ho's
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The rest of Ho's life from 1945 onward, when he fully

i

surfaced from clandestinity and could be observed and studied
openly,is generally well kEnown.

Thanks to the revelations mentioned, it is now possible to
fi1ll i certain gaps and reconstruct with accuracy certain
important periods of Ho's life which had been kept in the
shade,in particular those pertaining to his relations with the
Comintern. Two of these periods deserve special attention because
they have been subjected to a great deal of obscurity, and have
sarved as foundations for & number of myths about Ho. One relates
to the circumstances of his departure from Faris and his arrival
in Moscow in 19223 and his integration into the Comintern apparat:
and the other to his so-called "disgrace" and "praventive

detention in Moscow" in the mid—-1930s,

Ho's jouwrney to Moscow

For many vears, it was known that Ho moved to Moscow from
Faris in the early 1720s. But the precise circumstances of Ho's
jouwrney remained obscure, and this was s because Ho himseld
chose to deliberately mislead not only the general public and the
ranks and files of the OPYV, but also his closest associates and

members of brother parties. In Uncle Ho Tranm Dan Tien (alias Ho

Chi Minh) said bhe obtained the details from "a French comrads".
This is an odd reference;as the author explained that he had
collected his material in 1945-1947. This was & time when it was
not possible for Vietnamese to communicate from the jungles of

he French

faa

Morth Vietnam, or even from Hanoi, with the members of

Communist Farty (OFPF), especially with its leaders in Paris, the
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only ones, very few, who really knew Ho intimately.

In any case, Tran Dan Tien began the story with the arrival
of Mguyen Al Quoo, Ho's nams then, in Leningrad {(then FPetrograd).
He smaid it was on Ya day when it was snowing heavily and the
ground was a1l white”. The captain of the ship on which Quoc had

travelled handed him a fur coat and ftold him to kegp it wuntil he

E
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wowld no longer need it. He led by two voung sailors to the
immigration officer. Ho told the latter that he had travelled as
& stowaway and had absolutely no paper whatsoever on him, and the
purpose of his visit was to see Lenin. Thereupon the officer told
fliim that Lenin had died tws davs sarlier. This puts fuoc’'s
arrival in Fetrograd on January 23, 1923,

Since Gubc had no papers, he was asked to give the names of
reterences in the boviet Union. He cited (Marcel! Cachin and
{Faul) Vaillant Coutwier. He was asked to write to them, which
he did. Two davs later, Vaillant Coutuwrier arrived, and they left
for Moscow the same evening. This means that the postsl service
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 letter

mailed at the immigration office of Leningrad harbow only ons

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

was not impossible.

Tram Dan Tien said nothing about Ho's activities in the
Soviet Union in 1923 and 19324, That is understable. In 1945-1%947
the Chingse Dommunists” victory was still in doubt; Ho was not
vet the unchallenged leadsr of the Vietnamese nationalist
moveament in Vietnamy; and the French were pressing very hard on

Ho's fresh army. Ho thus did not want his neme to be associated
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with the Communist International because his still shaky national
united front risked floundering as a result of the defection of
the scared Viestnamese anti-communist or non-communist nationalist
elenents.

In 1930, however, the situation had radically changed. With
massive Chinese Communist aid and a safe rear represented by
China, the prospects of victory over the French were much
brighter. In +tact, Ho was then going to the Sino-Vietnamese
border to watch the greatest defeat of the French forces since
1944, Thus, Ho could tell a little more. So he did in Telli
Stories_along _the Road, which was written in 1930. He said he
wanted to go to Russia. & raillway worker in Paris, comrade XY,
promised to smugole him on his train to Berlin and ask German
railway workers to help him from thesre to the Soviet Union. But
Ho still had & number of problems connected with the ria to
settle.

He grappled with the problems for several months, and was

o

still doing so when, one day, the Central Committee of the CFF
called him in to inform him that he was to go to the Fifth
Congress of the Comintern as "representative from the colonies”.
He then had no more need to worry about his problems.

To shake off the secret agenits assigned to watch him, he
devised an ingenious plan. For several davs, to lull the

vigilence of the agents, he observed an absclutely regular daily

schedule, Then, one day, he went Lo a meeting in the suburbs, but

o

an how later slippsd back into Faris and went to the

-+,

al

station, where & comrade was waiting for him with & first class

ticket and a small suitcase. And so, he lett FParis as a rich




Asian touwrist, without attracting attention. He had been given
1000 French Francs for travelling sspenses by the CFF. It was a
2ig sum for the time (enough to keep a student going for five
months)y 1t became still bigger in Germany where inflation was
FOaF LN .

Concerning his arrival in Leningrad, Ho gave almost no
details. He sald he arrived in Russia "in the midst of winter":
everything was covered with snow, and there were days when the
temperature dipped to 40 degrees centigrade bellow zero. Then
there was a reference to the Fifth Comintern Congress being
postponed because Lenin was 111l; nest a reference to Lenin’'s
death on Januwary 21, 1924. And that was &ll. He gave no date and
rnao other detail of his arrival in the Sovist Union, or of the
purpose of his frip.

More precise details concerning Ho's departure from Faris
and his arrival in Moscow were “revealed" to Charles Fourniau in

an interview published by L Humanite on July 15, 1969, siv weeks
before Ho's death. The details concerning Ho's departure from
Faris were partially true; those concerning his arrival in Moscow
waere completely untrue.

The interview was reproduced in Vietnamese in Tuyen Tap

{(Gelected Works) volume IIIZ The sssentials of it were given in

1970 by Fowniaw in Ho_Chi Mint
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edited by Leo

Fi uEFEﬁuI&It tells of Ho's contact with French railway workers
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willing to help him to Berlin clandestinesly, and, from there,

with the help of German railway workers, to procesd to Moscow.
But in the midst of his plamning, luck came his way. He did not
have to trouble himseld any more. Arrangements were made for him,
as he was designated to attend the Fifth Comintern Congress.

Fourniauw said he was given a “relative precise date" by Ho
Chi Minh himself, and that was "the middle of 192329, After an
uneventful trip to Berlin, Ho proceeded to Russia., embarking at
the German harbouwr Rostock. But he told Fowrniaw that, once
arrived in Leningrad, he had to wailt for "several months" until
his identity had beesen checked ocut. It was "at the end of 192230
that Ho arrived in Moscow, said Fowrniauw. It did not occur to him
at all that according to the story he was told, it took Ho six
months to go from Faris to Moscow! And further, considering that
it was known that Ho had attended the Hresintern Dongress in
Jctober 1723, and even made a very remarked speech there, these
two events being reported in most biographies of Ho before
196%,1it did not strike Fowrniauw at all that thers was something
rather odd there. Still more, Ho had sent a letter to the Central
Committes of the CFF dated "Moscow, July 1923%, and Fourniau must
have heard about it.

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 walting for him with a ticket and
a small suitcase, and that he Journsved to Berlin in +irst class,
smoking a cigar, like a rich tourist., This means that he must
have had time to buy rich clothes, an expensive sultcase, not fto

say anything about cigars, and also the time, and a prearranged




14
place, to change into a rich towist's clothes, not to say
anything about collecting the 1000 French Francs. In other words,
the detailed arrangements for Ho's trip must have been prepared
very thoroughly by somsone.

It 15 astounding how Ho had been able to hide the sxact
details of his departure from Paris and hise arrival in Moscow so
wall. The two men who have spent more time than anvone perhaps in
tracing Ho's life knew little aboubt the events described until
they were revealed by Fouwrniau in 196%. Bernard Fall said in The
Two VYietnams that Ho left France "at the end of 1923". With much
fantasy he added that “wearing a borrowed fur coat, he [Hol
reached Leningrad aboard an ice-covered Soviet vessel on January
25, 17224 and immediately proceeded to Mascaw”li

Lacouture was more circunmspect. He simply noted in 1969

that the exact date of Ho's departure from Faris and his arriwval

- ) . .
”Ag and that "the best source” on

in Moscow weres "still engigmas

this was Ruth Fischer, the prominent Berman Communist. In Vaon

i

enin_zum_Mag., Fischer said that Nguyen AL Guoc (Ho Chi Minh
then! had attended the Fowth Congress of the Comintern, that is
in 1922, Lacoutwre mentionsd an official brochuwre published by

Hamoil giving "June 19237 as date of departure of MNMguyven A1 Guoc

from Faris. But he also cited a biography of Ho by Truong Chinh

in which it was said that Ho arrived in Moscow in January 1924 "a

few dayvs atter the death of Lenin®. It should be noted in this

connection that, strangely encough, Nguven kEhaco Huven, who has

1% Fall, The Two Vietnams, p.7%2.

0
zu Lacouture, Ho
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written an otherwise rather searching biocgraphy of Ho, published
in 1971,als0 said that Ho attendsd the Fourth Comintern Congress
in November-December 1922, during which time he met Lenin and
Gtalin, then left Russia, to return to Moscow again in June 1923,
and arrived there "shortly atter® Lenin's death“gi

A1l the contradictory unofficial or official "precisions®
mentioned have generated a great deal of confusion. This
contusion has now been clesred up by Hong Ha in the book Uncle Ho
in_the land of Lenin referred to garlier. The abundant details
supplied by Hong Ha were not only more plausible than those

advanced by the others because they matched the revelations

£r
oz

farmer agents of the Comintern and serious students of this
crganisation, in particulaer regarding Dimitri Manuilsky, as well
as the context of the debates of the congresses of the Comintern.
But more than anvthing, they were drawn from the archives of the
Comintern and were acoompanisd by ohotographic reproduction of
key documenits from those archives and were therefore irrefutable.
Let us ses what Hong Ha has reveal ed.

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

.
22

version differed fundamentally from all others®™ "As agresd", it

]

aid, upon arriving in Herlin, HNguyven &1 Guoc went ismediately to
the office of the Boviet Mission in Berlin, located at number 7

Under den Linden, one of the most famous streets of the German

Nguven khac Huven.,Mission Accomplished., the E
Chi Minh, New York, MacHMillan, 1971, pp.3d2-33,
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capital. Agreesed with whom? Hong Ha did not say esplicitly, but

the rest of his story made it guite clear that it was with

Moscow, via the CFF naturally, as the arrangements in FParis

it

recelved Buoc warmly.

uggest. The comrades at the Mission, "forewarned by Moscow',

The chiet of the Mission, Stephan Bradman

Bradopsky, inquired about Guoc’'s health and his trip, and

"discussed with him the arrangements concerning his mission to

the Soviet Union'. Bradopsky had "received instructions to ensure

perfect saftety” for Guoc’'s Jowney. Accordingly he bhad made

arrangemants for a Soviet ship retuwning to Fetrograd from

Holland to make a detouwr to pick up Ho at Hamburg {(Rostock,

according to Fowniaw,

While waiting for
the necessary steps to
authorisation for Guoc
permitted) First until

signed by the chief of

which is more logicall.

the ship to arrive,the Soviet Mission took
secure from the German police the

to stavy in Berlin {(bevond the transit time
June Z3, then until June 27. The visa,

ponlice named Schneider, bore the date June

18, 19273, PBradopsky also delivered to Ouoc & laissezr passer for

travelling to Moscow,
Cleft Paris on June 15,

on February 15, 1893,

bearing the date Juns 14&4&. Thus Ho must have

The visa was delivered to Chen Vang., born

i

This was probably Ho's real birthday. A

viga of entry to the Soviet Union was also issued to Guoc. It was

dated 25 June 1523,

Ha'embarked an the

27 of June. The ship carrvying him was the

Lighneckht, capteain Antonov. The captain received Guoo in

the main salon of the ship, according him special guest

treatment. As the Baltic sea was cold, sven in the summer, he

lent Ouoc a warm coabt.
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The ship arrived at Petrograd on 320 June 1923, and docked at
pier number 7. The immigration control viza stamped on Ho's

passport bore the date 30 June 1923, Hong Ha provided a special

(N
i

tail: it was a mild sunny summer dayv,with a temperature of 18
degrees centigrade. It was a rather unusual day for a city
reputed for fog and rain in the summer. We were far from the

i

b
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st of winter with snow everywhere! Mo stayed at the hotel
Astoria on Issalipsky street. On 1 July, day of festivity in
Fetrograd, which celebrated the arrival of summer and the end of
Allied intervention, Ho took the train for Moscow. There was no
mention of Vaillant Covtuwrier. Ho suwely knew some Russian and
coulad get by alone. This euplains his Jjoke about using Russian
with Vaillant Coutwier in the Tran Dan Tien version.

The date of Ho's arrival in the Soviet Union has besn
confirmed by the Marxist-Leninist Institutes of Vietnam and of
the Boviet Union. In & Jjoint study, they said: "0On 30 June 1923,
at the invitation of the Execulbive Commitiese of the Communist
International (ECCI ., comrade Ho Chi Minh arrived at Fetrograd,
Soviet Union, to participate in the Fifth Congress of the
"

Comintern’. They also said that "this was the first time that he

cams to the home of the (ctober Revolution and of the great

27
(LN o

Lanin"®™ This was also confirmed by the official chronology of

Ho's life in Ho_Chi Minh Toan Tap (Ho Chi Minh's Complete Works:

ﬁ. However, although it said that Ho staved in Berlin from Juns

Lign—so va Dang cong san VYiet NMNam, {(Maru—-Lenin Institute of the
i

Communist Farty 5¥~€iatnam5 International Cooperation between the
CRSU and the OFVY.Hanol, Mha Zuat ban Su That, 1987, p.7%.

A ug1.z, 1980, p.oan.




18 to June 27, it did no say when Ho had left Paris.

It was mentioned earlier that Hong Ha said that upon his

arrival in Berlin,"as agreed”, Ho went immediately to the Soviet ‘
Mission. He did not say agreed with whom or how. The statement of

the Marxit-Leninist Institutes just cited provided the answer, It

was agreed with ECOI, the Executive Committee of the Communist
International. The man responsible for this invitation was surely
Manuilsky,a member of ECCI, in close touch with the Folitical

Secretariat, and still more particularly, with the all-powerful

restricted committee of this secretariat, the "little committee”

- the milaia comisiia —-.

To understand how powerful Manuwislky was, it should be
pointed out that in the view of Lenin and of his closest
associates at the time -- Zinoviev, Radek, Trotsky etc... —— the
Communist International was to be the general staff of the world
revolutionary army whose function was to direct civil war on a
world scale. It had therefore to be run like an army with the
strictest discipline, and had to be closely patterned on the
Bolshevilk party, with extremely centralised direction. The power
in the organisation was therefore centered in a general statf,
the Executive Committee (ECCI). In this committee. powsr was
centralised in the hands of its Folitical Secretariat. which had
sleven members. And in this secretariat, power was centered in
the hands of a restricted committee —— the milsia comissiia -

composed of five members. Manuislky worked closeky with these

five members, then became and remained a senior member of this




byt
commitlies under Lenin as well as Etalin.é

say on him later on.

We shall have more to

-
i

For the time being, it is suwfficient to note that Manuislky

was the emissary of the Comintern to the CPF in the early 1920s.

His knowledge of French, which he had mastered when he was a

student at the Sorbonne before World War I, and his total lovalty

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

rnatural. He was Comintern delegate to the CFF Second Congress in

Paris in 1922, and spotted Ho Thi Minh, then Mguyen Ai Buoc an

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

o

impressed Manuislby encormously, and as a result, he told Suoc to

prepare himself to attend the Fifth Comintern Congress.

It should be noted that Lenin had given prominence to the

national and colonial questions at the Second Comintern Congress

in 1920, and these gquestions were debated in subseqguent

congrasses., But not much had been accomplished, as the Communists

at the time were essentially west-oriented, and had little
interest in the East, and still less in the colonies. This is
rnatuwral as,in strict marxist orthodosy, the emancipation of th

colonies could come only after the liberation of the working

2 .
class in the advanced industrial cmuntries“ﬁ Resides, thev had

little or no dirsct experience of the East.

In the debates Lenin had considerable trouble with the

25
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Indian M.N.Roy, who vigourously contested his theses. Naturally
Roy 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.

Atter Lenin practically ceased to direct the Comintern
personally due to illness, it befell Zinoviev and Manuilsky to
present and defend the Comintern leadership’s views., Zinoviev had
no interest or experience in the Eastern guestion. Manuislky, who
was responsible directly for presenting the reports on the
national and colonial questions, had an sxperience limited only
to the Ukraine, his home country, and to Central Europe and the
Balkans. He would have considerable difficulty in jousting with
Roy, as although he had no experisnce of the East and did not
have the authority of Lenin, he would have to present irrefutabls
arguments based on hard facts and sxtensive experience.

To a troubled Manuwislky Nguyen 81 Quoc seemed to be the man
who could provide what he nesded to bolster his position in
facing formidable adversaries like Roy and Serrati. In addition,
Duoc would swely make a valuable contribution in his own right,
aspecially in needling the member parties to more concrete
action., Manuislky knew this, as he had seen how Cuoc had spoken
authoritatively about colonial matters and harshly criticised the
CRF's inaction at the CFF Second Congress in Paris in 1922,

Muoc’'s presence in Moscow as an expert for Manuilsky and a
participant in the Congress was very important at this Jjuncture
because of the challenge from the orthodox marxists, whether
Furopeancentrist like Serrati.or Asiancentrist like Rovy., who

fought hard against Lenin’s view that the national component
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should be given at least as much weight as the social component
in the assessment of the revolutionary potential of the colonies,
and therefore Communist supporit and collaboration should be given
to the nationalist revolutions led by the bourgeois elements.
From the purely cold practical tactical point of view, Lenin was
right. And Ho shared his views. Unlike Roy, Ho was alwavs more
interested in practical strategy and tactics than in theory, and
in addition,he was an unconditional believer in Lenin s wisdom.
In fact, in his account of his arrival in the Soviet Union, as
early as 19275, he already attached great attention to the idea of
united front. Indesd, he this point by underlining it in the
T.lhan brochure. Buoc’'s presence in Moscow and at the Fifth
Comintern Congress would therefore considerably strengthen to the
position of the Comintern leadership, and in particular the
personal position of Manuilsky.

Mguyen Al GQuooc, the future Ho Chi Minh, was thus invited, or
rather selected, to participate in the Fifth Comintern Congress
in 1924, And, in view of what has been said above, the choice was
made by Manuilsky and communicated to the CFF. Ho was to be sent
ko the Fifth Comintern Congress as a delegate of the CFF to speak
sspecially on golonial gquestions. Arrangements for his trip to
Moscow had to be made, and in Comintern practice, they werse made

thoroughly and secretly, as we have seen. This explains the "a

il

agresd” mentioned by Hong Ha, as well as the svibilline references
to "no more nesd to bother with my problems" by Ho.
It is a matter of record that Ho (then Nguven Al Guoc) took

part in the Eresintern Congress in October 1923, He made a

respounding spesch there on the 13th. The speech established his



reputation as a solid and whguestioning Leninist, and an
wridigputable expert on the peasant guestion. It made him an
instant celebrity in Comintern circles. He wes elected to the
presidium of the Eresintern. That was a big leap forward in his
caresr as a Communist. His standing rose still further, and
considerably, following an interviesw by Ussip Mandelstam of the
Soviet magazine (Jgonyok. Mandelstam sought him out following his
apesch at the Hreaintefn CDongress, interviewed him, and gave him
full front page treatment with his photo as well. That was on 23
December 1923, less than six months after Ho's arrival in the
Soviet capital. That was gquite an accomplishment.

Mandelstam called Ho (then Nguven &1 Guoc) Yan international
fighter +for communism”, and titled his article "Guest of a
Cominternchik". Reinhold Neuman—-Hoditz, who printed &
photographic reproduction of the front page of the Ogonvok

article in Porirai

Wt

)
=

ot He Chi Minh, conmmented that "Cominternchik

ignation for a member of the Comintern —-— a

it

was an honorary de
man who devotes his whole lifte to the service of the Communist
International.... Nguyen Al Quoc was such a man'. From now on, Ho
was 1o longer a rank and Files militant, but a cadre of the
Comintern appsarat.

Soon thereatter, Ho was assigned to work at the ECCI as well.
Citing Ruth Fischer, MNeuman-Hoditz said that Ho had gained so
much experience in the difficult area of Asian revolution that he

hecame "a privileged adviser of the Comintern leaders”iz £

mentioned sarlier, Mo was also a privileged adviser to Manuislby.

El Reinhold Neuman—-Holdit=z, Fortrait  of _Ho  Chi _Minh,
Frankfurt/Main, Herder and Herder, 196%, p.l0Z.
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It is also a matiter of record that Nguven Al Ouoc made
another resounding speech at the Fifth Comintern Congress. The
speach established his reputation as a great Leninist, who had
thoroughly grasped the thought of the master and was a true
believer; in addition, he was recognised as an undisputable
expert on the colonial guestion. His status of Cominternchik was
still more solidly established. As Fowniaw has pointed out, in
1924, at the Fifth Congress, "Nguyen A1 Duoc was no longer a
militant operative, he had already become a militant of
international class’; he was "a militant of the Internatiocnal®.
He had completed his period of training as a militant. "He had
reached such a high level that the International could entrust
him with important taskg”.%

The tasks performed by Ho for the Comintern were many. But
we are not here concerned with them. S0 we shall pass on to the
second part of this esssay: discussion of the thesis of Ho Chi
Minh's '"disgrace” between 1921 and 1941.

Betores doing so, however, we should ask why did Ho Ohi Minh
keep telling untruths about his journey to the Soviet Union, even
in 1969 {(to Charles Fourniau who was a French "brother'} when
there was obviously no more need for 1it? The only logical answer
to this guestion is that, as a result of long yvears of training
in Leninism and of practice of it, telling wuntruths, although
done for tactical reasons at the beginmning, had become something

natuwral in Ho Chi Minkh in the end.

We shall now turn to the second part of this essav.

e

arade, pp.31-32.




The Ho in disgrace thesis

We may recall that after being accepted as a Cominternchilk,
Ho worked at the Eastern Department of the Comintesrn until the
auvtumn of 1924, then was sent to Carnton, under the cover of the
Borodin Mission,to help organise the peasant—-worbker movement in
South China and to militate among the Vietnamese emigre
nationalist revolutionaries there to implant communism into
Indochina. He was also a delegate of the Fresintern with
authority to build wup the peasant movement in all the countries
of Azia he could reach from Canton (China, Burma, Indonesia,
Indochina,Taiwan?. His work was interrupted by Chiang Hai-shek's
break with Moscow in April 1927. He had to flee Canton to Wu-han,
then to Hongkong and find his way back to the Soviet Union.

Im 1928 Ho Qaﬁ sent back to the East again by the Comintern,
this time to Southeast Asia, to strengthen the communist movement
there. By then Roy had been espelled from the Comintern because
of his Trotskyites leanings, and Tan Malaka, the Indonesian, was
also falling owut with Moscow for maintaining that Islam had
revaolutionary potential for Indonesia. Ho thus became the
Comintern’s top man in Southeast Asia. Following his arrival in
Siam in the fall of 1928 Ho founded the Communist Party of
Indochina and helped found the Communist party of Biam and the
Communist Farty of Malava. Ho was arrested by the Hongkong police
in June 1931 .and imprisoned. Saved by the British lawyer Frank
L.oseby, he escaped, went into hiding in Macao then in Shanghai,
arnd finally found his way back to Moscow in the spring of 1934,
We are not concerned with those events here. We shall now examine

the "disgrace”" thesis.
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eclipse betwesen 1921 and 1941, But since Lacoutuwe and Bernard
Fall alsog have offered differing interpretations of Ho's
intriguing disappearance from the public view and from police
records in those vears we shall consider the accounts of these
important biographers of Ho first.

Officially, Nguyen Al Buoc had died in jail in Hongkong. The
exact date of his death was even given: 2Z& June 1932. Notices of
nis death were published in Communist papers, including
L Humanite in Faris and the Soviet press. Memorial services were
held by Communists. The Vietnamese Communists studving in Moscow

held a special service at which a representative from the

0

(o)

Comintern pronounced & tunesral oration.” Above all,; the French

suwrete considered the Nguyen Al Guoo file closed.

Lacouture said that little was known about Ho during the
pericd 19341938, during which Ho spent "the most studious vears
of his life, away from the quarrels and the purges which tore
asunder the UBSR and the Int@rnatimnal“.stut Ho never lost
contact with the Party, and +rom Moscow he regularly sent

articles to the Farty paper Tin_Tuc {(News!) in Baigon under the

pseudonym of Lin. Lacoubure noted, however, that in 1935 Ho was
in open conftlict" with the leadership of the CFI (Communist

Farty of Indochina) ,which had called a meeting at Macao in March,

B Huynh Kim KEhanh, Vie
Ithaca, Cornesll University Fress,

T
n

. Lacouture, Ho Chi

o & Minh, p.335.
3

- < ibid., -, p.57.
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in his absence and without waiting for the return from Moscow of
Le Hong FPhong, secretary general of the Farty.

Bernard Fall, for his part, noted in 1963 that it was
"possible” that Ho was "in temporary disgrace'. He spent the
vears 1934~1935 attending Farty schools in Moscow. Significantly,
ne was spared the purges of the ever suspicious Stalin because
“perhbaps, as a practitioner rather than a theoretician of
revolution, Ho was not considered dangerous by Stalin -~ or
perhaps he was considered absolutely 1oyal“,32Faur vears later,

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

because Ho was "unconditionally loyal to Stalin, and Stalin krew

ige, B

Mow, let us examine the facts and interpretations advanced
by Huynh Kim Kharnh, who has given more attention to this guestion
than any other avthor and consecrated & full chapter to it
{chapter %) in an obviously searching study.

According to Fhanh, the CFI was then divided betwsen the
"proletarian internationalists” who took their cues from Moscow
arnd the "revolutionary patriots® who favouwred a liberal
interpretation of Marxism—Leninism and the adaptation of
Comintern directives selectively to the conditions of Viebtnam.
Fhanh did not say so explicitely here, but obviously he put Ho in
the latter category.

Im 193353-1934 the repatriation of the EUTVY trainees resulted

in the azcendency of the proletarian internationalists over the

on_a_War, p.79.
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revolutionary patriots. In any case, following the Sixth Congress
of the Comintern in 1728 Moscow imposed a radical line and
demanded strict subservience of the member parties.

The result of the above developments was the “"sharp decline”
of Nguyen Al fuoc’'s influence within Communist circles. For
almost ten vears, from June 1931 to May 1941, his whereabouts
were known only to a handful of people, and from 1932 to 1939 the
rname of Nguyen Al Guoc was "not mentioned once® in connection
with the revolutionary movement in Indochina sucept for those few
intances in 1234 when he was singled out for criticism. Hhanh
said it was "possible” that Ho was being “"confined to Moscow for
sglf-criticism” as a "penalty for his errors’. It is “ocbhvious®
that Nguyen Al Guoc "had fallen out" with the current Comintern
leadership, and that his services to the CFI at this time were
"ot reguired”. Throughout the 19308 NMguyen &1 Quoc bheld no
official position in elther the Comintern or the CFI, and he
attended the Seventh Congress of the Comintern not as a delegate
but as "a consuwltant” to the CFI delegation, which was led by Le
Homg Fhong.

According to Khanh, the "decline in Ho's authority" was the
direct consequence of the ultra~lett policies adopted at the
Sixth Congress. After this congress, the Comintern demanded total
obedience and subservience ftrom the professional revolutionaries
and from the national sections, and "there was no lack of
Vietnamese communists much younger and less experienced than
Mguyen A1 fuoc who were willing to accept Comintern guidance and

instructions unguestionably”. The implication is that Ho's

stature was diminished because, unlike the others, he refused to




submit to the will of Moscow as he was not a "proletarian
internationalist” but a "revolutionary patriot?.

Fharnh said Ho's "eclipse" began Yas sarly as 19299, and the
decline of his authority became apparent as the rift between him
and the CFPI Central Committes developed Y"with the Comintesrn
apparently supporting its yvounger apparatchikis". Two EUTY-
trained members, Tran Fhu and Ngo Duc Tri, were instructed by the
Comintern to rectify most of the "erronecus resocolutions” of the
wnification conference (the founding conference of the CFV).

During the next {few yvears Ho was the obiect of a systematic
vilification campaign. "Ho's devotion fto the cause of national
independence” was cited as evidence of his "petty-bourgeois
hangover'. His Duong Each Menh was attacked as “a document which
reeks of nationalist stench". Criticism of Ho reached a peak in
19234, and Yapparently had the approval of the Comintern®.

Thus, for approcimately ten vears after the Nghe Tinh defeat
the Moscow-trained apparatchiki dominated the CFI, and “Nguyen Al
fuoc played no role in the development of Vietnamese communism”.
He was not present at the Maceo Congress (March 1933), which was
convensd "at the explicit instruction of the Comintern and
concernad itseld with intermational guestions”. Ho was then "in
disgrace’; he was "under some form of preventive detention® in
Moscow. The glory of "the Moscow-oriented Communists” was to end
anly in 1939-1940, and the following five years wers Lo wibtness
Ythe re-—ascendency of Ho" and his former Thanh Mien comrades in
the CFI.

The natural conclusion from the facts cited and the

argumsnte advanced by Fhanh is that Ho's stature in the eves of
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the Comintern leadership was diminished, and he was punished by
the organisation and vilified and rejected by the CFI because of
his "devotion to the cause of national independence", of his
unwillingness to place Soviet interests above Vietnamese
interests, and his guesstioning of the wisdom and rejection of
the authority of the Comintern leadership, including that of
Stalin, the real master of the organisation.

The true facts tell a totally different story.

fs we have seen earlier, after Ho's discovery of Leninism
and his option for the Third International in 1920, and
gspecially after his arrival in Moscow in 1923, he became a
thorough and unwavering believer in Leninism and Bolshevismy his
competence and lovality were recognised; he was accepted as a
Cominternchik and integrated into the Comintern apparat, and
entrusted with important missions in Asia whereas Roy, who was
surely more brilliant than him, had strong views, and could, and
would, argue on high policy matters on an equal footing with
Lenin and other ranking leaders of the Comintern,was to get into
desp trouble. The same applied to Tan Malaka of Indonessia because
he had strong views about the role of Islam in the national
revaolution and dared defend them. By 19229 both Roy and Tan Malaka
had been anathemised by the Comintern whereas Ho still invoked
the authority of this organisation to convens the unification
conterence of the CFI in Hongkong and, according to all accounts,
presided over i1t Yip the name of the Third International’. Now
let us take up the facts and arguments invoked by Huynbh Eim Ehanh
one by one,

First, with regard to Trean FPhu. Ho never lost the respect or
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obedience of the CFI because the CFI was his creation. Tran Fhu,
alias Li Hwel, was one of Ho's first recruits and Thanh Nien
students in 1923, He was also a protege of Ho's. It was Ho who
sent him to Moscow for training at the EUTV, and it was on Ho's
intercession that he was admitted all the same although he was
one yvear late for the opening of the caurae.gqit was Tran Fhu
who on behalf of the other Vietnamese students warmly greeted Ho
in Moscow when Ho visited them after his return from China in
1937, Phu was the first student to return to Vietrnam in 1930, On
the way home,he stopped in Hongkong "to meet Hguven Al Ouoc and
receive instructions" as well as "advice on operational methods”
from him. Ho gave him a letter of introduction to the COFI Central

Commititee "in the name of the Communist Internatianal”.ssﬁn the
other hand,the Farty’'s History stated clegarly that "The Folitical
Thesis of 1930 was written by Tran Fhu....and adopted by the
Central Commitltes in DCtObEF"uSBHD was then ococupied elsswhere.
Hormg Ha did not elaborate on "elsewhere", but said that Ho "had
made many suggestions to Tran F‘hu”.,3

Concerning the Unification Conference, the Party’ ' s bhiography
of Ho said that "the resolutions of the Conference had met in

time the requirements of the revolutionary movement: this was

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

Ei Homg Ha, Bag Ho.... p.1%7.

5 - e
Y - ibid. -, p.251.

3 S0 Years of fActivities of _the Communist Farty of

Vietnam, Hanoi, Foreign Language FPublishing House, p.31.
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« Hong Ha, Bac Ho, p.253.




instructions and aid of the Communist International.® s
Further,it said that from 1930 to the middle of 19231, from China
Ho "watched closely the movement in the country, saw to it that
the line of the Party was applied carrectly“.ﬁ

With regard to the disastrous Nghe-Tinh insurrections, Ho
was obviouwsly not resgponsible. He had watched developments in
Indochina with anxiety and had reminded the Central Committee of
the CFI that "this is not thes moment vet to atbtempt a ssizuwre of
pawer“;qoha wrote to ECCI on 29 September about the situation
and asked for help and "instructions on what to do”,éiﬁfter the
wave of arrests, which practically broke up the Farty in 1931, Ho
zent two very harsh letters to the CFI Central Committes: one, on
20 fApril 19231, to criticise the non—observation of the Comintern
cperational rules:; and one, on 24 April 1931, to remind the Farty
that his tasks had been assigned by the Eastern Department and,
accordingly, this department would keep him informed of
developments, and 1+ he had suggestions, these "have besen
approved by the Eastern Department", and the Farty "must notify®
rtim about its decisions or de&siderata,42

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

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

Hilaire Nouwlens, the chief of the Far Eastern Bureau {(Dalburo) in

% Notre President Ho Chi_Minh, p.98.

B~ ibid.~ ,p.10.

4] - . e

. Hong Ha, Bac Ho., p.d351.

Y - ipid. -, p.253. |
2 - ipid. -, p.z258.
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Shanghai. In the letter, dated 12 May 1931, Noulens put the blame
not on Ho, but on the Politburo of the CFI. He suggested that Ho

write to the latter to warn it against the risks of violent

action. ¥ Finally, from June 1931 to July 1934, Ho was in jail,

in couwrt, in hiding, or in search for a way to make contact with
the Chinese Communist Farty (CFCY to get help to retwn to the
Soviet Union, and could therefors not be held responsible for
anyithing.

Ho., who
had been hiding in Shanghai, succesded in making contact with the
CFC and get help From it through VYaillant Couturier, who happened
to be passing through that city. The Comintern sent a ship to
piock 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 Manwilsky when the two met. Furthermors,

.
lu.

at Viadivostok, when asked about his references in the Soviet
Union, Ho gave the names of V.Vassilieva and Favel Mif. The first
was an important member of the Institute of Oriental Studies in
charge of the Vietnamese students in Moscow, and the second was
no lesssr a person than the man who had replaced Fetrov as head
of the Eastern Department and who waz the special adviser to
Htalin on Eastern guestions. All that was swely not treatment
resesrved to someons in disgrace!

Mow, with regard to the period 19324-193%. A+ter his retuwn.
Ho was assigned to the Comintern again. He made a visit to the

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




the name of the delegation by Le Hong Fhong, head of the

delegation, and secretary ageneral of the CFPI. Fhong introduced Ho
as "comrade Lin who has come to visit us on behald of the Third
I[mterna’timﬁal“nMHD5 who had been put in charge of the
delegation, told its members to change their names during the
congress. He did likewise with the Malay and Indonesian
delegates, a proof that he was in chargs of Southesast Asian
atfairs at the Eastern Department.

In addition to the delegation to the Seventh Congress of the
Comintern, there were two groups of Vietnamese studying at the
IMEF (Institute for Natiomal and Colonial fuestions). When Ho
visited these two groups VYassilieva introduced him as "a cadre of
the Comintern®, and announced at the same time that by decision
of the FPoliticsal Secretariat of ECCI, in addition to work at the
Fastern Department,; Ho was assigned to lead the two groups of
Vietnamese stuwdents at INHP,4SThe facts mentioned were surely
not manifestations of the Comintern’s displeasure and its way of
punishing Ho, or of Ho's loss of authority over the CFI.

Mow, let us twn to Ho's status at the Seventh Congress of
the Comintern in July 1935, The FParty’'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, hes

did his wutmost to help it fulfill its task at the Cmngresg”.%

he official history of the FParty said that "comrade Nguyven Al

4{ Hong Ha, Hac Ho, p.Z90.
¥ - ibid. -, p.zes.
44

. Motre Fresident Ho Chi HMinh, p.107.
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Buoc, who was then following study courses at the Lenin ‘
University in Moscow, was also invited to the Dongress“.47Th@ J
official chronclogy of his life said that he attended the
Congress in the capacity of “delegate of the Fastern
Department“.ngm himseld (alias T.Lan? said that at the
Congress, Le Hong Fhong, Nguyen Thi Minh Ehai were official
delegates while he attended as a "dai bieuw tu van", for which the
editor provided a footnote, giving the translation of the term in

49T

a documasnt of the Soviet Mars~Lenin Institute in French. e

French term used meant "as a consultant”. It did not specify
whether 1t was to the CFI delegation or to the Comintern.

Here, again, Hong Ha provided the answer to the riddle. He
provided a photographic reproduction of Ho's admission card to
the Congress. It bore number 1854, the name of Lin {official nams
of Ho at the Comintern) and indicated under country of origin:
Indochina. EBut Hong Ha added that Ho "helped the delegation from
inside the country draft the speeches to bhe deliversd at the
CGHQFE%%"n%

Ho was then still a Cominternchik working at the Comintern,
and considered a senior member by the CFILThis is but natuwral.
Like Tranm Fhu, Le Hong Fhong was one of Ho's $irst Thanh Nien
students. He was sent by Ho to the Soviet air academy Roris

~

Glepskaia. When Ho returned $rom China in 1927 he decided that

Y. 50_Years’ Activities...,p.49.
4% Ho Chi Minh, Toan Tap, vol.3, p.460.
49
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atter the aviation academy Fhong would go to HEUTV. How Le Hong
Fhong greeted Ho has been noted. In 1934 Le Hong FPhong was
designated chief of the External Buwreau of the CRI. But this
ourgal was placed under the authority of the delegate of the
Comintern, who was Ho Chi Minh. And from 19328 onward, when the
mambers of the CFI heard about Ho's presence in China, and later
in Vietnam proper, they always understood that he was a Ycao
cap’, a high official, of the Comintern, and deserved the respect
dus to such a personage. And in May 1941, when Ho presided over
the crucial eighth plenum, he did so "in the capacity of
representative of the Comintern” and nolt of a member of the CRI
Folitbuwro or Central Committes. He had been, and remained, above
the CFI. As Fowniaw has stressed, he was a "militant of the
International®.

It is thus natural that Ho was by no means "in disgrace” in
regard to the Comintern leadesrship, including Btalin. We have
already cited many proofs earlier. But the subliect deserves
further suploration. That Ho had the full confidence of Moscow is

certain. This has been conftirmed by a Soviet specialist of

i
i

stern affairs, A.Reznikov. In The Comintern_and_the East, this

1]

author said that the Comintern operated "in close contact" with
"the great patriot and internationalist” Ho Chi Minhy that the
Comintern aild 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 VYietnam were dratfted “with

his participation and sent to him first of all“.m

ALReznikov, The Comintern and the Fast, Strategy and

Moscow, Frogress Fublishers, 1978, pp.lé2-16&63.
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It is a remarkable, and remarked, fact that Ho Chi Minh
{Mguyen Al fuoc) swvived the Stalinist wave of liguidation of
forsign agents of the Eaﬁintern af the mid-1%30s, whereas most of
the well-known figures of the organisation were murdered, sent

into exile
this
of Ho's
Munzenberag,

rid of

it

1

ikharin,

removed from the Comintern.

unscathed

destiny was closely associated with this man,

to dwell
survived ma

wWas well

Stalin, &

in Sib

organisation and somshow

garly protectors or co-workers — Vova VYayvouvitoh,

Georg

course the very big names ~Trobsky,

i

until ot

at some length

inly b

hasic

sria, jailed, or saved themselves by deserting

leave the Soviel Union alive. Many

Willi

ws Fioch, Petrov, Fianitsky, Borodin, eto...-—,

Zinoviev, Radshk,

ho had been faithful followers of Lenin wers
Only Manuwislky managed to survive
he end of World dWar 11 and bevond. Since Ho's

it is interesting

on Ho's relationship with him, for Ho

srause he moved in his shadow, and through him,

acguainted with the current thouwghts and wishes of

aordition of swurvival at the time.

It has been noted above that Ho's standing with the CF1 was
high. The same applies to his standing with the Comintern. In
fact, it can be said that here it was even higher. Two anecdotes
confirm this. Une is provided by Albert VYassar, who was
reprasentative of the CPF to the Comintern from April 1934 to
April 1935, Vassar resided at the Luy hotel ,which served as
residence for Comintern leaders and foreign Communist leaders on
bhusiness in Moscow. Vassar has given the following account
related by Domingus Desanti in Lo Internationale Communiste.

"at the restaurant of the Lux hotel, & cuwriain divided the

dining room of the

Cominternian rabble from that of the

"leaders" who had to be kept in good shape. An Indochinese,
former photograph in the XIl1l precinct of Paris, sat each




o v
et

day at a different place in order to be able to wipe his
mouth and goatee with a piece of clean napkin from the table
clothsy his real name was Ho Chi Minh., His rotation lasted
thirty days, for the tablg cloth was changed only once
because of lack of soap".Y

Another proof, which is irrefutable, of Ho's importance in
Comintern circles at the time has been prvided by Margarete
Buber—Neuman, wife of Heinz NMeuman, an important Cominternchik

who at one time was highly rated by Btalin, but later was

P

liguidated like many others. In her memoirs, she told the
following story:

At the XIII plenws of the ECCI in December 1937 it was
decided to convene the Seventh Congress of the Comintern for
the first haltd of 1934, but then the meeting had to be
postponed. The delegates of Latin America, who could not be
warned in time about the change, arrived on time for the
ariginally planned opening of the Congress. Once they had
arrived in Moscow, the ECCI did not want them to leave
totally empty—handed. & conference was therefore organised
in which participated the delegates from Latin America, as
well as the members of the leadership of the Comintern:
Manuilsky, Dimitrov, Gottwald, Fuusinen, FPieck, Eolarov,
Togliatti, Ho Chi Minh, Thorez, Guyvot and Wan Ming. It was
thus a very brilliant company which discussed a guestion
which had already been settled, but which was to be put on
the agenda only_at the Ssventh Congress: the tactics of
popular front”.™

The above story proves irrefutably that instead of having
fallen out with the Comintesrn, being in disgrace, being in
preventive detention, or being shoved aside, not only was Ho oa
member of the cream of the Comintern and moved in the innermost
circles of the ECCI, but was also privy to discussions of high

strategy at the highest level. It should be stressed that the

:‘-) . . .
4, Dominigue Desanti, L

Fayolb 1970, p. 198,
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above event took place in the first half of 1934, at a time when
Ho was said to have been in serious troubls.

Since the Comintern leadership, especially its innermost

s

circle, must have the blessing of Stalin to continue to exist, it |

is logical to infer that Ho had won the good grace of the Soviet

dictator also. Ho succeeded in this because he was a model
Leninist-Bolshevik, scrupulously observed democratic centralism,

and never ohallenged the decisions or the views of the leaders.

fbhove all, if Ho had his own views on China and t

as on the colonies, h

il
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naver volced them unlsss they happensd to

the chief. I+ Ho voiced his views
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vigourously and displaved a high profiles, that was on one
particular issues: anti-Trotskyism. This happened to bhe Stalin's

main battle—cry during those vears. Ho t©

fn

3ok very grest care that
ot this particular issue, which he knew was of paramount
importance to Stalin, the CFI did not stray from the right path.

Ho lett no stone untwned to ensure that his disci

)

1
ot
m

strictly adheres to the Stelinist anti-Trotskyite line. The
resolutions of the CFI from the day of its foundation were full
of reminders to Party members to pay special attention to

-

bolshevisation, and especially to eradicate all Trotskyvite

ot

tendencies, to avold absclutely any cooperation with the

Trotskyites., After the close of the Seventh Congress, before the
delegates of the LRI retuwrned home, Ho held several discussions
with the members, ach time insisting that they must take
measure” to annihilate thes Trotskyites politically. Even at the

railway station, before thes delegatess got on the train, Ho's last

recommendation was that they must pass on to Le Hong Phong the
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order that "under no circumstancs” must there be collaboration
with the Trotskyites. On the othesr hand.the resclutions of the
Farty contained freguent praises of the wisdom of Stalin.

g

Ho's efforts must have been known to Stalin, and the
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through which Stalin was informed was Manuislhky. Here it i

il

interesting to compare the role plaved by Manuilsky in Ho's
schemns regarding Stalin to that played three decades later by
Sainteny in Ho's scheme regarding de Gaulle. Manuislky was the
channel through which Ho obtained first hand and accurate
information about Stalin’'s plans, and especially about Stalin’'s
mood. Manuisllky was the man behind whom Ho moved and thus never
made a false step. Manuwislhky was also the man who orovided Ho
with the best supporit and protection. And this was all the mors
important as Manuwisllky was a very powerful figuwe in the

Comintern.

]
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has been noted, Manuwislky was chosen to represent the
Comintern at the Second Congress of the CPF in Paris in 192Z. In
1924, aftter the fall of Zinoviev he moved up in the Foliburo, and
from then on remained a mosht powsrful figuwe there. The direction
of the Comintern was entrusted to Molotov, but behind the scene,
"Manu' wielded considerable power5541t was sald that the

strength of Manuislky lay in the fact that he could make Stalin
laugh, but he did this only on good dayvs and only on non-
profibited subliects. He never defended lost causes or lost

peopls. He was not mistrusted and was spared by Stalin because

e was always content to be a brilliant second and alwavs
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ssooused the views of the master,SE Fugenio Reale, well known !
tor his knowledge of Comintern affairs, said that the most 1
notable Soviet leader who had worked in the Comintern apparatus {
since its "heroic” days under Lenin and Zinoviev was Manuilsky, }
and duwring the final ten years “"he held more actual power than

Dimitrov, the titular sescretary general“,SéThe garly part of

this period was precisely.according to Huynh Eim HEhanh, the one

gduring which Ho was in disgrace and in preventive detention

because of his “"devotion to the cause of national independence®.
The close relationship betwesen Ho and Manuislky naturally

\
\
|
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worked both ways. I+ through Manuislky Ho was always well
informed about Stalin’'s plans and mood, and was privy to the

Comintern and SBovist government s analvses of the world

ituation, which was to enable him to make his own moves

it

unerringly, in return, through Ho Manuislbky 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 policy, and thus enhance his own position

within the Comintern and the Soviet leadership.

I Ho maintained such a low profile duwring those vears, it
was surely with Moscow' s approval, or even on Moscow' s orders,
for it should be noted that Moscow did not issue a denial of the
rnews of Ho's death aftter Ho had twrned up in Moscow safe and

sound, and was taken back into the fold of the Comintern. The bhig

- ibid. -, p.197.
EQ Eugenio Reale, "Founding of Cominfors” in B.lLazitch and
M.Drackhovitch,The Comintern:Historical Highlights, New York,

Frasger, 1966,




uwestion, then, is: why did Moscow force the chservance of such a
low profile on Heo? Again, Desanti provided the most logical
answear. Citing B.lLazitch, he said that following the Soviet-
French agreement of May 1928, it was better not to have on the
Executive Committee of the Cominform the name of an Indeochinese
revolutionary leader several times condemned to death for
subversion by the French trihumalﬁum

It should be recalled in this connection that in the early
1220s, 5talin was alarmed by the rise of fascism, especially
atter the coming to power of Hitler in Germany. In 1932 he signed
a non-aggression pact with France, and in 1935 he followed up
with a mutual assistance treaty. In 1933 the Bolshevik and class
against class hard line was officially abandoned and replaced by
that of wnited front. This was certainly not the moment to rouse
French suspicion about good Soviet intentimn-by throwing the name
of Nguyen A1 Guoc 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 Lg Hong Fhong! instead
of MNguyen 681 fuoc on the Fresidium of the Comintern. fAnd so Ho
was told to cool his heels and to spend his ftime studyving and to
awaitlt the next opportuniiv.

The opportunity came in 19328, when Moscow was certain that
war was inevitable, and on a world scale. In these conditions,
Communist parties all over the world would have to be prepared in
order to support the Soviet Union against its enemies, Japan

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




Moscow would not be available as daily comnunication with it
would be impossible. The Communist parties must be thersfore be
prepared to be on their own, and in this this they had the

blessing of the Comintern. This was what Manuilsky told Ho before

sending him home via LChina in the autumn of 1‘?2’-8..SE

Ho Chi Minh, as a true Cominternchik, should, in all
circumstances, know what to do, with or without guidance from
ECCI.This, he certainly had learned from his vears of close
association with ECCI, especially with Manuilsky. Vassar has told
the following anecdote concerning Manuislbky treatment of Fried, a
Comintern agent assigned to work with the CPF. But it certainly
applies to all other Comintern agents, including Ho Chi Minh.

"Fried arrived and Manuwislhky rudely insulted him. Fried

tried to defend himself: "My task is staggering. I have not

been able to isoclate Doriot. What is the main thing required
of me?!

"Dao vou think that a Communist delegate should ask such

a gquastion™ You will not return to Paris®

Vassart took up Fried's defense.

Manuislky asked him to be oguist., "You are not gualified to

talk about it," said Manuilsbky."We know gur own personel

better than you dob =0

"Fersonel™ He is the Execubtive delegatel.

The above anecdotes shows that a Cominternchik must alwavys
know what he had to do in the service of the cause. Strategic
decision was not permitted, but tactical skill was expected of
Fim. Vassar pointed out that "the real content” of the policies
of ECCTI was "always" settled by the "restricted general staff”,

and the decisions of this group were

sovirelgn: however, 1if the policy of this "summit” was "never to

B Hong Ha, Bac HOw...,p. 318319

5% Lazitch and Drackhovitcoh,
iighliaghts, p.3Z48.




be brought into guestion', discussions were possible on the
methods of decision.

What has been pointed out above explains the tactics adopted
by HQ Chi Minh from 19329, and especially from 1941, onward:
waving high the flag of national independence, postponement of
the social revolution, carefully concealing the Communist aims of
the Farty, broad natiormal wunited front, estc....But none of these
was outside the bounds permitted by the Comintern. On the

contrary, that was precisely what the Comintern and pure Leninism

expected of Ho Chi Minh: never waver on principle, i.e. the

i

strategic aim, but always apply the utmost flexibility in
choosing the most effective tactics in given circumstances. The
main thing was to achieve the ends set by Lenin: achieve
Communism and World Revolution, or accelerate the process leading
to the achievement of these aims.

Admirers and apologists of Ho Chi Minh have fried to present
Fim as a man who has fought and suffered bhecause of his "devotion
to the cause of national independence', because he was
"mationalist +first and communist second”. And thevy had to bend
and distort history to that end. There i no need for it. To
those who make revolution the transcendental aim of their
axistence, Ho Chi Minh will be, and should be, admired as a gresat
revolutionary, in fact the greatest revolutionary of ouwr epoch,
unequalled by any other Fegalutimnaryq except perhaps lenin. But
he has certainly not sought Viestnam' s independence for its own

sake, but only as the first phase in the bringing of Vietrnam into



40
the Communist camp as a service to the cause of World Communist
Revolution. That is a historical fact.

To recognise this fact by no means reduces the admiration we
have for the revolutionary spirit of the man. But we must
gquestion his wisdom and honesty for having chosen the
Leninist/Holshevik road and taken the Vietnamese people along
Wwith him without telling them this explicitly and clearly at the
beginning. The terrible plights befalling the Vietnamese people
since the Communist “victory® in 19795 certainly warrant, or sven

compsl , such & conclusion.

November 1989
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