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n past few years, the question

Iof whether VCP members
could run private business has
aroused a lot of controversy. Many
workshops and conferences have
been held but they came to no conclu-
sion. This problem is sensitive and
important to the socioeconomic de-
velopment when Vietnam is trying to
develop the mixed economy and car-
rying out the industrialization. This
is also related to the nature and his-
torical role of the VCP in the future.
When discussing this problem,
many experts and researchers have
raised the question of whether the
communist party and its members
changed their nature when adopting

(1) If exploitation of labor is the
nature of the capitalist system, those
who engage in this system, that is, to
do private business, can’t be mem-

‘bers of the communist party. If the

number of party members who do
private business increases, the na-
ture of the communist party will
change. This could be called the ex-
ploitation approach.

This approach, in my opinion, is
not wrong. It tends to ensure the
principle of the communism but its
way to deal with the exploitation is
too rigid to introduce a new view on
developments of the private sector in

the transition to the socialism. In

other words, we should accept that

new tasks or the private sector sup-

ported the economic reform launched
by the communist party. I prefer hav-
ing a look at the nature of the prob-
lem to carrying out a sociological
study. With this in mind, I see that
there are many approaches to the
problem.
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there is a difference between the pri-
vate sector in the capitalist regime

and in the transition to the socialist

system. In addition, we had better
separate a common trend from spe-
cific cases. The question to discuss is
whether the presence of an increased
number of private businesspersons in
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a communist party can change its na-
ture, or change the nature of the
private economy, or change both.

(2) The second approach main-
tains that when the VCP accepts the
market economy and considers the
private sector as important to the
economic development, VCP mem-
bers - as citizens eager to realize the
party’s line — can do private business
to make rich in order to encourage
other classes to do the same. Reali-
ties show that many VCP members
have done private business and
caused no harm to the nature of the
party. This is the making-rich ap-
proach.

This approach is reasonable to a
certain extent. However, when the
number of party members doing pri-
vate business increases to a certain
level, there will surely be a danger
that the nature of the party will
change. What will happen when
party members are allowed to do pri-
vate business and a lot of private



businesspersons are co-opted into
the party? May this be considered as
a beginning of a serious mistake?
Why don’t we see that there is a dif-
ference between a party member and
a citizen in their views on the nature
and basic goal of a communist party?

(3) The third approach argues
that the private sector in Vietnam to-
day operates according to the social-
ist orientation and is regulated by
the laws of a socialist government. In
other words, the private sector in
Vietnam has changed and its exploi-
tation isn’t serious, therefore party
members could do private business.
This is the new-private-sector ap-
proach.

It’s right to say that the exploita-
tion by the private sector in Vietnam
today is limited by law and the state
can regulate common and individual
interests. But we can’t fail to see that
the private sector will develop into
the capitalist economy when condi-
tions are favorable enough, so we
can't say that it's all right to co-opt
private businesspersons into the
party and allow party members to do
private business at will.

(4) The fourth approach is the de-
velopmental one based on the nature
of the working class. In my opinion,
this is the most reasonable one be-
cause the private sector in Vietnam
today has great potentials for devel-
opment and is becoming a dynamic of
economic growth under the state
management. The private sector, as
Hé Chi Minh put it, is a dynamic of
revolution, especially in the struggle
for independence and civil rights.
But we can see that it can play well
its role at present and in the future
according to the strategy to develop
the mixed economy adopted and di-
rected by the VCP. In fact, the pri-
vate sector today has an active and
revolutionary role. Moreover, the pri-
vate sector under the socialist regime
is no longer the same as under the
capitalist one, because “structure,
characteristics and positions of
classes in our society have changed a
lot along with great changes in the
sociocconomic life,” and “interests of
different classes and sectors are har-
monized and unified for common tar-
gets: independence, socialism and a
democratic; equal and civilized soci-
ety” as affirmed by the 9" VCP Na-
tional Congress.

In such a direction, it's all right
for party members to support the de-
velopment of private sector and for a
number of party members to do pri-
vate business. It's also acceptable to
co-opt some “red-capitalists” into the

party if they accept the party lines
and by-laws and have the ability to
lead the people to follow the party.
But this is conditional and nor al-
lowed to become a mainstream of
party policy. Otherwise, it is against
the party line and by-laws because
the ultimate goal of the VCP is to
struggle for a better life for the peo-
ple, a civilized; democratic and equal
society, freedom from exploitation
and oppression, and a total and sus-
tainable independence.

No changes in the nature of com-
munists and their party is acceptable
although in developing the socialism-
oriented market economy, the com-
munist party adopts new tasks, but
one can make rich without exploita-
tion of labor or doing private busi-
ness. The problem is to determine for
whom we create wealth and how to
combine different interests through
surplus value gained.

There are maybe some party
members, or ex-members, run family
businesses, that is, committed no ex-
ploitation, and became capitalists to
a certain extent but they still main-
tain a relationship with party cells
and obey the party discipline. It is a
paradox that these members have
committed exploitation to a certain
extent when they gained some sur-
plus value but the exploitation is still
within limit and acceptable because
part of the surplus value is used for
improving the living standard of la-
borers.

There is a difference between
members who support the private
capitalist economy for economic de-
velopment and members who di-
rectly engage in the private business
and become capitalists as allowed by
law. The VCP had better consider
policies to direct the private sector
towards the socialist orientation and
allow some party members to work
for, or run, private companies to take
chance to maintain the socialist ori-
entation. Maybe party members will
make the private capitalist economy
to absorb socialist features by doing
private business. If it is so, the na-
ture of private capitalist economy
will change. In other words, doing
private business won’t change the
nature of the communist party.

As for the exploitation, how can
we decide whether a rich owner of a
family business (a farm owner for ex-
ample) become a capitaist or not? If
he is a capitalist, he has certainly ex-
ploited labor of others as Marx put it.
There is no doubt about it, but we
must study the way and degree of ex-
ploiting the others because many

owners also produce surplus value
with their own hands, and whether
the exploitation is still a dynamic of
development or it has become an ob-
stacle to development.

It’s regrettable to see that it's cor-
ruption — a type of exploitation- that’
really changes the nature of party
member while members doing pri-
vate business could create new jobs
for the poor and contribute to the eco-
nomic growth although they are con-
sidered as exploiters. Because our
ultimate goal is to keep balance be-
tween economic growth and social
equality, we need not praise the pri-
vate capitalist economy too much al-
though it helps improve the living
standard of the people. The VCP ad-
vocates developing both private capi-
talist economy and state capitalist
economy but it doesn’t mean that
party members are free to do private
business. Party members doing pri-
vate business are only the exception
that proves the rule. The communist
party represents and protects inter-
est of the working class and the peo-
ple as a whole, including capitalists
doing business legally. Of course, the
party couldn’t co-opt all workers into
the party of absolutely refuse to co-
opt capitalists who support and fol-
low party policies.

From these analyses, we come to
agree to the conclusion Presented by
the Polibureau to the 5" Conference
of the Central Executive Committee
which says, “The Party doesn’t allow
its members to do private business,
but in fact, members doing private
business have contributed to the eco-
nomic growth, created new jobs and
income for laborers, and helped with
maintaining social order. Most mem-
bers who own private businesses ob-
serve laws and regulations, pay
attention to interests of laborers,
helped party cells and civic organiza-
tions in their own businesses and
took part in many community serv-
ices.” And how the party leadership
deals with this paradox?

The Polibureau argues that, “In
the present period, party members
who work in all industries, know how
to make rich and help others to make
rich legally; or members who run pri-
vate companies, observe laws prop-
erly and win confidence from local
residents and other members are
still Party Members if they want to
follow the Party.”

This opinion could be considered
as a principal conclusion that allows
new ways of thinking, but the prob-
lem still deserves more studies and
discussion.®
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