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And agian: M

"In the struggle B r this program the working 4 ass will de-
monstrate to the REVO ONARY NATIONALISTS thrxt it~ the
workinge lass--1s destined to bhead the anti-imperiliat and
agrarian revolution, andthat the Communist Party will prove
thaet it alome ~- as the party of the working class -- is
able to lead it",

And agaln:
"The Party must strive to mobilize the masses of workers and
peasants for everyday struggle AIMING TO WIN FOR THIS STRUGGLE
FOR REVOLUTIONARY NATIONALIST YOUTH ANDTHE POOR POPULATION
OF THE CITIES."

A careful rereading of the article shows that it is not open to the

eriticism of having falled to distinguish between the national-

list leaders and the ma tionalist rank and file, On the o ntrary,

such a distim tion is the very basis of the analysis and polig given

in the article. '

In ¢ nnection with thie, we find it neceamsary to request you to give.

us some further elaboration on your statement that some ofthe Provi

eany leaders of the Nationalist Party have led a revolt sgainst

dachado in the Eastern Province of Cuba, We refer to your statement

that "some of the provincial leaders and rank and file members of

the party who are d ssatisfied with the policy of the Menocal and

the other leaders (and) are ing against Machado (revolt i n the
Eastern $rovince of Cuba)" This statement we cannot understand. First,
because we have no knowledge of any recent mass movements against

| |Machado that were led by the "provincisl LEADERS" of the Nationalist

| Party except rumours in the bourgeois press which were never confirmed.
The recent (May) mass struggles in Eastern Cluba were movements

of unemployed workers led by the unions

and by the emmunists, Second, the whole tactic of the natl ora list

leaders, big and small, is NOT TO AROUSE THE MASSES, with the

additioncthat the big leaders ard practically supporting Machodo's

terror agminst the masses,

¢) You say that the article is calling all students the revqQlutimary
nati onalist youth and that it makes no dstincth on ® tween the students
that are really fighting Machado (the left Wimg)and those that are

. supporting the Nationalist Leaders, We find that this cbiticism is
essentially not justified. First, because the article does not designa
te ALL students as the revoluticnary nationalist youth, It speaks
of the revolutionary youth meanipg all those sections of the peuty-
bourgeois youtn of the cities which is either potentially or actually
revolutionary. This includes not only the revolutionary students
but also the petty-bourgois revolutionary youth that are not students,
The "Left Wing" represents this youth but ms not yet become their
mass leader. Second, Wherever the afticle speaks of the "revolu-
[timary STUDENT youth" it refers tly to that section of the stu-
dents tha t is carrying on a fight agairst Machado, It 1s of thils
section and not of the bourgeios students, thatthe article saySthat
‘because they are "engaging in sporatic acts of individal terror, iso-

lated from the mess movement of the workers and peesants, without
a consistant revolutionary program and aims”, "the revolutionary

student youth i1s merely becoming & plaything in the hands of the
bourgecis opposition."” We resognize, however, that this point would
have been made muchelearer had the article given an analysis algo of

the/etudent yout
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