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WHAT BRITAIN'S RETREAT FROM ASIA MEANS FOR WASHINGTON

The cutbacks in military expendi-
tures announced by Prime Minister Harold
Wilson in his January 16 speech to the
House of Commons will, it is generally
recognized, finish off Britain's tradi-
tional role as the principal imperialist
policeman in Asia. After the budget re-
trenchments, which include closing the
bases in Singapore and the Pergian Gulf
by 1971, the only British forces beyond
the Mediterranean will be the garrisons
in Hong Kong plus a few small and scat-
tered colonial possessions.

This definitive withdrawal from
east of Suez is the final act in a his-
toric shift of world power, beginning
with World War I, whereby the declining
imperialist countries of Europe have had
to cede supremacy in that area to the
Yankee colossus. Since World War II,
under the combined pressures of the colo-
nial revolution and their own weaknesses,
the French, Dutch and Portuguese have in
turn pulled out, or been driven out, of
the Asian continent. Meanwhile, the
United States has sought to move in. Now
Britain's impending departure concludes
Burope's share in the military patrol of
the Far East.

Wilson's decision has a logical
consequence for Washington. The prize of
Japan's defeat in World War II was the
definitive conversion of the Pacific into
an "American lake." Since then the State
Department and the global strategists in
the Pentagon have made far-flung arrange-
ments to insure the dominance of U.S.
military might all the way from the Indi-
an subcontinent to Japan. The construc-
tion of a ring of costly army, naval and
air bases, the CENTO and SEATO alliances,
treaties with Japan, the Korean and Viet-
nam interventions are all parts of this
pattern.

Washington is now called upon to
£ill the "vacuum" left by the accelerated
British withdrawal; and there is no rea-

son to suppose that it will not take what-

ever measures are required to reinforce
its positions in the Indian Ocean and
the Pacific. In addition, those bourgeois

governments in the Fast which rely upon
U.5. military power for their protection
and even survival will be urging Ameri-
can officials to step up its commitments.

Although Washington will be re-
sponsive to such requests, the enlarge-
ment of its role as the imperialist
superpower from Suez to Japan creates
certain difficulties. There are limits
to the burdens even the richest and
mightiest country can take on.

The United States is already feel-
ing the pinch of its operations in South-
east Asia in various ways. In order to
put 525,000 men into Vietnam, it has had
to strain its available trained forces.
The increased expenditures for the inter-
vention there has so seriously unsettled
its international accounts that President
Johnson has just had to propose unpopular
moves to ease the balance-of-payments
problem.

Most important of all, the escala-
tion of the war and the stubborn deter-
mination to hang on in Vietnam at all
costs has generated an unprecedented and
continually growing domestic opposition
to the administration and its foreign
policy which bodes ill for both the Demo-
cratic party and the capitalist rulers.

The expansion of its commitments
in Asia flowing from Britain's cutbacks
will therefore impose extra burdens on
Washington which it cannot so easily
afford. The risk of becoming overtaxed
and overextended keeps growing.

This long-term impact of Britain's
retrenchment on the imperialist titan
gives greater relevance and urgency to
the audacious strategy advised by Che
Guevara in his last message. "The cre-
ation of a second or third Vietnam,"
which can serve to disperse, divide and
weaken the striking power of the Ameri-
can military machine, can both facili-
tate victory for the freedom struggles
of the colonial peoples and provoke
further anti-imperialist repercussions
inside the United States.

BOLIVIAN REGIMENT REBELS AGAINST BARRIENTOS

Agence France-Presse reports that
a Bolivian regiment in the Andes rebelled
January 15. Five soldiers, including the
purported leader of the rebellion, were
wounded in a pitched battle with troops
described as loyal to the Bolivian dic-
tator, General Barrientos.

Captain Humberto Monterrey is said
to have ordered soldiers under his com-

mand to move against a regiment of loyal
troops at Uyuni. However, according to

the report, the progovernment commander
was warned in time and succeeded in crush-
ing the rebel unit.

The Bolivian government put the
blame for the outbreak on Monterrey,
whom it described as suffering from a
"mental disorder."
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EARTHA KITT TELLS OFF THE JOHNSONS

What Eartha Kitt, the singer and
dancer, said to the Johnsons at a White
House luncheon January 18, expressed the
feelings of tens of millions of ordinary
Americans. Quite deservedly, the popular
artist is getting the biggest round of
applause she has ever received.

To appreciate what she did, it is
necessary to know something about Eartha
Kitt and something about the setting in
which she decided to speak her mind.

First about Eartha XKitt. In the
notes written in 1956 for the Jjacket of
her best-selling record, "That Bad
Eartha," Duncan MacDougald Jr. said: "She
started out life on a desperately poor
sharecropper's farm in South Carolina and
grew up in a miserable Harlem tenement
house, helping to support herself and her
aunt by working long hours as a seamstress
in a uniform factory. In her early teens
she discovered that she was endowed with
an unusual talent for singing and dancing;
and although, superficially, she seemed
no different from the countless other
poverty-stricken children in Harlem, she
dreamed in the good o0ld American tradi-
tion that she, EBartha Kitt, the unknown
waif, would show them —-- that some day
she would be a dazzling entertainer and
the toast of continents."

It really happened. Eartha Kitt
did become a dazzling entertainer and the
toast of continents. One of the reasons
for her success was that she was not a
mere "entertainer." She was intellectual-
ly alert, genuinely interested in the
peoples of other lands. The languages at
her command testify to this. "That Bad
Eartha" includes selections in English,
French, Spanish, Turkish and Swahili.

It is quite understandable why the
White House would like to win over such a
distinguished and popular artist, and why
it was decided to include her name among
the fifty invited from all over the coun-
try, "Women Doers," to be honored at a
luncheon hosted by Lady Bird herself.

Now as to the setting. "There were
50 of us invited," reported Theo Wilson
in the New York Daily News, "and, after
being greeted by Lady Bird in the Green
Room, a marine band beating out happy mu-
sic behind us, and after cocktails and
small talk with each other, we went into
the yellow-and-white family room for lun-
cheon.

"There were five tables, 10 women
at each, set with bowls of spring flowers,
gold, green and ivory dinnerware, golden
spoons, forks and knives, golden ashtrays,
golden mint plates....

"What we ate was served off great
gilver trays. Lady Bird must have figured
she was feeding hard-working, energetic
gals, because the food was plentiful and
hearty: crabmeat bisque, breast of chick-
en White House, fresh asparagus, garden
salad, white wine, peppermint candy ice
cream with hot fudge sauce, cookies,
mints and a demitasse."

A further detail is important to
proper appreciation of the setting. The
night before, Johnson had delivered his
"State of the Union" message. "Heavily
made up" for the cameramen, according
to columnist Mary McGrory, wearing a
"thick coat of Man-Tan," he had received
the strongest applause from the cheering
congressmen when he bore down on "crime
in the streets" (meaning restlessness in
the blighted "inner cities" of the Great
Society). One of the reasons for the
applause was their recognition of the
political reasons for the ploy. Success
in diverting attention from the war in
Vietnam to the "enemy" at home during
the 1968 election campaign would benefit
both Democrats and Republicans, who pre-
fer bipartisanship wher it comes to send-
ing the youth of America to die in an
imperialist war in a distant land.

The theme of Lady Bird's luncheon
the next day could not have coincided
more happily with the key plank in John-
son's "State of the Union" speech if it
had been deliberately planned that way.
The theme was "What Citizens Can Do to
Help Insure Safe Streets."

At the luncheon, Mrs. Johnson fol-
lowed through on this theme with an ease
and aplomb that would have done credit
to the best-trained public relations ex-
pert on the White House payroll. She
called on the women assembled in the room
to fight crime in the streets as respon-
sible citizens. With cameras clicking and
reporters scribbling away in their note-
books, she said:

"We can take the lazy path by mere-
1y sounding the alarm and putting the ex-
tra bolts on our door. But I think more
of us are tired of Jjust being shocked and
talking about it...There are things re-
sponsible citizens are doing in crime
control, in prevention, in legislation."

Mrs. Johnson introduced the first
speaker, Mrs. Margaret Moore, leader of
a crusade of women against crime in In-
diana. But Mrs. Moore had barely opened
her mouth, when the scene was stolen from
her by no one less than President Johnson
himself. It was a surprise!

Mrs. Moore, the very epitome of



graciousness, conceded the floor to this
"more important speaker," and the great
man favored the ladies with an exhibi-
tion of his memorable skill in the art
of elocution.

He told the group that he was in-
debted to Lady Bird for bringing them
to the White House and he hoped "you can
leave here excited enough to provide
leadership for the program we are trying
80 hard to develop.”

"He called for better pay for po-
lice," said Theo Wilson, "explained that
the federal government does not have the
powers to prevent crimes of murder and
theft on state and city levels, and said
he knows that 'every time we really get
in trouble' women, who are like bulldogs,
will stick to a problem and correct it."

When he started to leave, "to his
obvious surprise and everyone else's,
Eartha Xitt, the singer, stood up and
asked him: 'What do you do about delin-
quent parents, about children who have,
to be left alone?'

[According to another, probably
more reliable version, Eartha Kitt asked:
"What do you do about delinquent parents?
Those who have to work and are too busy
to look after their children?"]

"President Johnson, leaning
against the podium, told Miss Kitt that
he thought the new social security bill
would be of help, then said: 'That's a
very good question, why don't you ask it
yourself of the other women here?' and
walked out of the room to applause."

That was a neat way of passing the
buck to Mrs. Johnson and the fifty bull-
dogs which, stuffed with tidbits from the
White House kitchen,were not likely to
bite the hand that fed them.

The luncheon speakers droned on
about the responsibility of women in com-
bating all areas of crime and what leads
to crime.

Eartha XKitt got up during the ques-
tion-and-answer period. After indicating
that her background and viewpoint were
somewhat different from those of the
other guests, she said: "Many things are
burning this country."

An "anxious silence" fell over the
White House dining room. Ralph Blumenfeld
of the New York Post gave the following
account of what happened next.

"Young people and their parents,
said Eartha, 'are angry because they are
being so highly taxed and there's a war
going on, and Americans don't know why.
The youth is not rebelling for no reason
at all, they are rebelling against some-
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thing and we can't camouflage what it is.

"'Boys I know across the nation
feel it doesn't pay to be a good guy.
They figure that with a record they don't
have to go off to Vietnam,' she added.

"And then, pointing a finger at
Mrs. Johnson: 'You are a mother, too, al-
though you have had daughters and not
sons. I am a mother and I know the feel-
ing of having a baby come out of my gut.
I have a baby and then you send him off
to war.

"'No wonder the kids rebel and
take pot -- and, Mrs. Johnson, if you
don't understand the lingo, that's mari-
Jjuana....'

"Miss Kitt, mother of a six-year-
0ld daughter, once lived in Harlem and
told the ladies: 'I have slept in the
gutter. I have to speak what is in my
heart.'"

According to United Press Interna-
tional, Eartha Kitt told Mrs. Johnson:

"You send the best of this country
off to be shot and maimed. They rebel in
the street. They will take pot and they
will get high. They don't want to go to
school because they're going to be
snatched off from their mothers to be
shot in Vietnam."

When Eartha Kitt finished, the
guests and hostess sat appalled. What had
this done to the idea of fighting crime
in the streets?

Mrs. Richard J. Hughes, wife of the
governor of New Jersey, came to Mrs. John-
son's rescue. "I feel morally obligated,"
she?ﬁaid. "May I speak in defense of the
war?

She said that her first husband
had been killed in World War IT and that
she had eight sons, one an air force vet-
eran, and she was still in favor of send-
ing them to Vietnam. "None wants to go to
Vietnam but all will go, they and their
friends."

She claimed that none of her chil-
dren smoked marijuana and that youth was
not rebelling because of the war. The
other guests, with the exception of one,
applauded. The exception was Eartha Kitt,
who sat unsmiling, her arms folded.

Mrs. Johnson tried to follow up
the lead taken by Mrs. Hughes. The UPI
reported that she spoke, "her voice
trembling and tears welling in her eyes."

"Becausgse there is a war on," said
the president's wife, " ~- and I pray that
there will be a just and honest peace --
that still doesn't give us a free ticket



not to try to work for better things such
as against crime in the streets, better
educgtion and better health for our peo-
ple.

She was also reported as saying
to Eartha Kitt: "I'm sorry, I cannot un-
derstand the things that you do. I have
not lived with the background that you
have. I cannot speak as passionately or
as well as you. But I think we have made
advanqes in these things and we will do
more.'

Afterwards, Eartha Kitt told re-
porters her impression of Mrs. Johnson.

"I'm afraid she became a little
flustered. She made a very nice little
speech. The fact that Mrs. Johnson wants
to put flowers along the driveways and
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trees up and down the boulevards can make
a very attractive city, but that is not
going to do very much good when it comes
to solving the problem of juvenile delin-
quency."

Elizabeth Carpenter, press secre-
tary to Mrs. Johnson, referred to Eartha
Kitt's remarks as "this outburst.”

But Eartha Kitt herself said, "I
see nothing wrong with the way I handled
myself. I can only hope it will do some
good."

Most Americans will agree that she
handled herself very well and that what
she said will do some good, although
White House and Pentagon circles may
think otherwise.

JOHNSON SPELLS OUT WHAT HE WANTS TO "NEGOTIATE" IN VIETNAM

Lyndon Johnson has proclaimed his
readiness to meet with anyone, any time,
anywhere to negotiate peace in Vietnam.
The president's demagogy was exposed
January 16 on the eve of his annual
"State of the Union" message.

Mai Van Bo, North Vietnam's chief
representative in Europe announced in an
interview in Paris that negotiations
could begin after the U.S. declared an un-
conditional halt to the bombing of his
country. Bo said initial meetings could
set the agenda and determine the level of

further negotiationé.

Johnson replied the next day be-
fore the television cameras in the halls
of Congress. He backed hastily away from
his former promises, hedging any bombing
halt with a series of conditions designed
to block negotiations.

He cynically declared that in the
event of a U.S. bombing halt, "the other
side must not take advantage of our re-
straint as they have in the past." What
he is demanding, of course, is that the
North Vietnamese desert and betray their
countrymen fighting in the south against
the U.S. invaders and their puppets. In
short he demands abject surrender.

To make his rejection of any meet-
ing with the Vietnamese even more unequiv-
ocal the president dropped his so-called
San Antonio formula which had hinted that
the U.S. would not demand any ransom in
exchange for stopping the barbarous bomb-
ing of North Vietnam.

Johnson also demanded guarantees
in advance that any talks would be "pro-
ductive," although he carefully avoided
spelling out what he meant by that word.

On January 18 the Vietnamese an-
swered Johnson's sophistries through the
North Vietnamese Consul General in Rangoon.

Le Tung Song declared that "If
U.S.-North Vietnamese talks are to be pro-
ductive it is necessary that the United
States cease aggression against Vietnam.
If the United States claims the talks
must be productive, it is necessary fur-
ther that the United States will guaran-
tee withdrawal of United States troops
from South Vietnam."
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BOSCH'S PARTY ASKS U.S. AMBASSADOR TO CLARIFY A POINT

Santo Domingo

The Partido Revolucionario Domini-
cano will give up peaceful means of strug-
gle and employ violence if the government
of the United States should confirm that
it will intervene in the Dominican Repub-
lic "in behalf of a movement to change
the present structures."

The PRD, which is the party of
former President Juan Bosch, proposes to
utilize "violent means against aggres-—
gsion," if an official declaration is made
about any "new armed intervention."

This stand was taken January 3 by
Dr. José Francisco Pefla Gémez, general
secretary of the PRD, a little after a
PRD commission sent a letter to the U.S.
ambassador, John Crimmins, asking him to
issue a statement on a declaration made by
President Joaquin Balaguer to the effect
that the United States will not permit
another Communist regime to be establish-
ed in the Western Hemisphere.

In its letter to Crimmins, the PRD
said that President Balaguer's declara-
tion had caused it "deep worry."

The letter added that the head of
the state had utilized terms "proper to
you only as ‘the chief representative of
the government of the United States in
our country.”

It held that if President Balaguer
took as an example of "this future move"
the landing of April 28, 1965, "it is ob-
vious that this means the government of
the United States will continue to resort
to armed intervention not only against
Communist revolutions but also against
democratic revolutions like the one of
April 24."

"No other meaning," continued the
document, "can pe attributed to the state-
ment that the United States will prevent
Communists from acquiring preponderant
influence in determining the destiny of
the Dominican people, since it was on the
basis of the pretext that the Communists
had taken over the April revolution that
the last armed intervention against our
country was carried out."

The PRD held that the declarations
of President Balaguer "involved a grave
threat to the country and specifically

the existence of our political organiza-
tion and any changes necessitated by the
0ld economic and social structure of our
nation that might be carried out in the
future."

The PRD letter said that "in con-
trast to the president, we believe that
the government of the United States must
and ought not to intervene either mili-
tarily or economically in the Caribbean
zone, no matter what the motives might
be, unless the security of the United
States itself has been placed in danger,
in which case the goverament which your
excellency represents would be acting in
legitimate self-defense."

The letter said, '"Deep worry was
aroused in the ranks of the PRD because
of certain statements in the latest
speech made by Dr. Joaquin Balaguer,
president of the Dominican Republic, at
the inauguration of the 1967 industrial
exposition in the Centro de los Héroes."

The meeting was attended by the busi-

nessmen of the country. In order to con-
vince them to make new investments with-
out any fear of future political contin-
gencies, Dr. Balaguer, the letter de-
clared, said the following: "These poten-
tial investors still believe in the pos-
sibility that the legitimate institutions
of the Republic can be again subverted or
that Communism might acquire preponderant
influence in working out the destiny of
the Dominican people.

"This fear has become obsolete
since the lesson which the country re-
ceived during the fratricidal war of
1965. To speak with the frankness which
the circumstances demand and to call
things by their right name instead of
beating around the bush, it can be said
that the United States, drawing the les-
son of the tragedy of Cuba, will never
permit the Dominican Republic or any
other country in the Caribbean zone to
install another regime similar to the
one that has withdrawn the country of
Marti from the community of Christian
nations."

The PRD asked Crimmins to make a
public statement on this and told him
that the same request would be made of
the Foreign Relations Committee of the
U.S. Senate.

BRAZILIAN BISHOP APPROVES ARMED REVOLUTION

In a TV broadcast in S&o Paulo
early in January, Jorge Marcos de Olveira,
the bishop of Santo Andre, said that armed
revolution is permissible "when oppression

reigns and wages are held at a starvation

level." The reactionary daily O Globo
scored the bishop's stand as "worthy of
a political agitator.”
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COMANDANTE MAXTMO VELANDO -- EVER PRESENT!

By Ricardo Gadea

[The following letter, dated Decem-
ber 5, 1967, was written by Ricardo Gadea
in San Quintin prison, Lima, Peru, where
he is being held on charges of having en-
gaged in guerrilla war. Under new laws
passed by the Peruvian legislature, Gadea,
if found ilty, is subject to the death
penalty. (See World Outlook, November 17,
1967, p. 926, for information on his
zase.) The letter, which was made public
by the Comité de DPefensa de los Derechos
Humanos (Committee for Defense of Human
Rights) in Lima, is of special interest
as evidence of the high morale of the po-
litical prisoners being held in the dun-
geons of Peru.

[Ricardo Gadea entitled his. letter,
"Comandante Maximo Velando: Siempre Pre-
senteﬁ" The translation is by World Out-
look.

* ok ok

In the first part of December 1965,
in Satipo, Comandante Guerrillero Maximo
Velando was assassinated. Thus came to an
end a heroic, self-sacrificing and in-
tense life, completely devoted to the
cause of freeing our people.

His death, which has not been com-
pletely cleared up to this day, came
after he had been savagely tortured by
agents of the PIP and the SIM [the politi-
cal police and the military intelligencel.
According to trustworthy sources he was
finally thrown out of a helicopter. Never-
theless, in a way analogous to the case
of Fabricio Ojeda [in Venezuelal, the
Joint Command of the Armed Forces issued
its own version, claiming that Velando
had committed suicide.

But our people, who have suffered
in the flesh the most brutal repressions,
massacres of defenseless peasants alleged
to be linked with guerrillas, imprison-
ment of the wives of guerrilla chiefs --
among others the wife of Comandante
Velando -- the systematic physical elim-
ination of wounded or captured fighters,
understand only too well that the alleged
"suicide" of our dear and exemplary com-
rade, is nothing else than a trick to
cover up the crime.

The heroic struggle of Maximo Ve~
lando is an example of history lived and
felt. Because after shaping himself for
a long period in accordance with the
scientific and professional disciplines,
he returned to our country following
years of study in Argentina; he took his
post in economic struggles of the peas-
ants in the central region and in the
revolutionary trenches; finally entering
completely into the armed struggle, he
placed not only his mind and his politi-
cal and organizational talents at the
service of the popular aspirations, but
also his great military abilities, his
immense passion for Peruvian and Latin-
American socialism, and his very blood.

Maximo Velando, together with
Luis de la Puente, Guillermo Lobatdn,
Paul Escobar and many other fighters,
understood completely the necessity to
take up arms and to counterpose his own
example against the dirty politics of
the pseudo revolutionaries, their use-
less disquisitions, fear and cowardice,
skepticism and temporizing.

And how right our heroes were!
The example of the comrades who have
fallen in combat is becoming more solid
and potent every day, a new generation
of revolutionary leaders and cadres
formed in the heat of armed struggle
is rising, and a new way of practicing
revolutionary politics and of strug-
gling for our definitive liberation is
becoming ever clearer.

Of course the revolutionary pro-
cess is inevitably prolonged and extreme-
ly difficult. We are still at the begin-
ning of the Peruvian and Latin-American
revolutionary war. But Comandante Velando
and those like him,who led our people in
the greatest revolutionary experience of
the present century, opened a new stage
in history -- the stage of the proletari-
an revolution. They opened a road and
created a shining perspective. They
launched a vanguard of irreversible his-
toric capacity,and demonstrated, as in
Yahuarina, that it is possible to over-
come our enemies, if an unyielding deci-
sion has teen made to fight to make our
country free or to die in the attempt.

POLICE STAGE WITCH-HUNT RAID IN LIMA

In a raid on the Communist party
newspaper Unidad, in Lima, January 9, 100
persons were arrested, including the par-
ty's general secretary. Police charged
that the office was a guerrilla center

and announced the seizure of "huge amounts
of propaganda" and materials for Molotov
cocktails. The Peruvian Federation of
Journalists energetically protested this
act as a violation of freedom of the press.
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APPEAL OF FRENCH INTELLECTUALS IN BEHALF OF HUGO BLANCO

[When the Supreme Council of Mili-
tary Justice met in Lima last October and
rejected the appeal of Hugo Blanco, the
well-known Peruvian Trotskyist peasant
leader, and confirmed the savage sentence
of twenty-five years in E1 Frontdn be-
cause of his revolutionary political
. views and activities, the French Commit-
tee for Solidarity with the Victims of
Repression in Peru sent a letter to
Belatinde, the president of Peru, stating
their views on the case.

[The following is a translation of
this letter as published in the December
issue of the committee's bulletin, Soli-
darité Pérou.]

Mr. President,

Upon learning of the decision of
the Supreme Council of Military Justice,
which just confirmed the sentence of the
peasant union leader, Hugo Blanco, to
twenty-five years in prison, the under-
signed artists, writers, intellectuals,
university members and trade unionists,
wish to convey to you their deep feel-

ings.

It may surprise you, Mr. President,
that we hold the condemned Hugo Blanco in
such esteem and that we are so deeply con-
cerned about his fate. It is because we
see in him one of the men who most highly
honors Peru today. He dedicated his life
to helping the landless peasants, who are
seeking to free themselves from the cen-
turies-o0ld, quasifeudal oppression crush-
ing them to this day. He sacrificed his
freedom to enable them to gain the human
dignity inevitably denied them by lack of
culture, by misery, by hunger.

Through this combat, Hugo Blanco
served the social and human ideals to
which the undersigned are also attached.

It may surprise you, Mr. President,
that, despite the legal forms which the
Jjudicial apparatus resorted to, we hold
the very spirit of the trial to which
your fellow citizen was submitted to be
iniquitous. In short, we are convinced
that the cause of democratic rights them-
_selves is under assault in Peru. The most
elementary right in any democracy -- the
right of the peasants to attempt to change
the intolerable conditions of their lives
by organizing into their own unions --
has been gravely circumscribed.

This, in our opinion, is the real
significance of the trial, the real mean-
ing of this terrible sentence.

It may surprise you, Mr. President,

that we are worried over the fate that
may still befall Hugo Blanco, although
the death penalty demanded by the prose-
cution was rejected by the judges of the
Supreme Council of Military Justice. But
we have reason to fear that the twenty-
five-year sentence imposed on the peas-
ant union leader may well turn out to be
only a deferred death sentence. How, in
fact, can one conceive a man surviving
for a quarter of a century under condi-
tions of incarceration like those in

the penitentiaries of Peru? We learned
with angered amazement what the condi-
tions are in particular on the prison
island of Frontén where Hugo Blanco is
held with the ordinary c¢riminals. Dangers
of all kinds face him and, up to now, his
survival has been assured only thanks to
the fraternal vigilance and devotion of
other political prisoners. Everything is
perilous for him. He has to be suspicious
of the food served him and engage in
laborious work to get the means to buy
something safer. Last spring, a disci-~
plinary incident, which strongly resem-
bled a calculated provocation, could
have cost him his life if it were not
for his awareness of the situation and
his coolness.

Finally, in view of the fact that
political prisoners like the student
Enrique Amaya Quintana have "disappeared"
without leaving a trace after being ar-
rested by the army and the police, it is
understandable, we think you will agree,
Mr. President, to feel grave alarm over
Hugo Blanco's future.

That is why we call your attention
to this with the greatest insistence.

At a time when your government ap-
pears to be seeking to win public esteem
and sympathy in France, the signers of
this letter feel it their duty to warn
you of the immense damage it would deal
to the credit of your government if any
"accident" were to happen to Hugo Blanco,
which would not fail to involve your
personal responsibility in their eyes.

In addition, they cannot but help
wishing that the Peruvisn government, in-
cluding you yourself, would open the way
to alleviating and ameliorating his pres-
ent conditions and reconsidering his
future position.

We should like to pelieve, Mr.
President, that you will understand our
appeal against this flagrant violation
of democratic concepts and that you will
respond to our hopes.

Cordially,

Laurent Schwartz, professor at the



Faculté des Sciences de Paris.

Marguerite Bonnet, chief assistant
at the Sorbonne.

Daniel Mayer, chairman of the
League for the Rights of Man.

Jean-Paul Sartre, philosopher.

Simone de Beauvoir, writer.

Arthur Adamov, playwright.

André Pieyre de Mandiargues, writ-
er.

Daniel Guerin, historian, sociolo-
gist.

Claude Lanzmann, editor of Temps
Modernes.

Michel Leiris, anthropologist.

Nathalie Sarraute, writer.

Jean Cassou, writer.

Robert Merle, university professor
and writer.

Alfred Kastler, Nobel Prize winner.

Zazzo, psychologist at the Ecole
Practique des Hautes Etudes.

Glsele Halimi, lawyer.

Maltre de Fellce, lawyer.

Francis Kahn.

Behar.

Maxime Rodison, sociologist, Ecole
P“atique des Hautes Etudes.

Aimé Cesaire, writer-playwright.

Jean Duvignaud, writer.

Jean Frangois Lyotard, professor
of philosophy.

Jean Clarence Lambert.

Gerardo Chavez, painter.

Simone Signoret, actress.

Yves Montand, actor.

Juan Andrade.

Jean Marie Vincent, economist,
Ecole Pratique des Hautes Etudes.

Edgar Morin, sociologist.

Robert Renayoun, movie critic.

Maurice Jardo, art critic.

Claude Roy, writer.

Bruno Gay-Lussac.

Eric Losfeld, editor.

Alberto Guzman, sculptor.

Laurent Terzieff, actor.

Jean Marie Serreau, movie director.

Robert Enrico, movie producer.

Ado Kyrou, movie critic.

Fernando Arrabal, playwright and
writer.

Nivaria Tejera, painter.

Julio Silva.

Julio Cortazar, writer.

August Lunel, poet.

Vincent Bounoure.

Roberto Matta, painter.

Luis Gleize.

Joyce Mansour, writer.

Frangoise Nebout, writer.

Guy Flandre.

Jorge Semprun, writer.

Anne Philippe, writer.

Maurice Nadeau, writer.

Maitre Yves Jouffa, lawyer.

Louis Daquin, mcvie producer.

Marguerite Duras, writer.

Claude Bourdet, writer.

Armand Gatti, playwright.

Roger Blin, movie director, actor.

Jorge Camacho, painter.

Margarita Camacho.

Christiane Rochefort, writer.

Georges Goldfayne, writer.

Robert Silhol, chief assistant at
the Sorbonne.

M. Desplnoy, doctor.

Maltre Manville, lawyer.

For the Surrealist Group

Jean Schuster.

Jean Claude Silbermann.
Mimi Parent.

Jean Benoit.

Annjie Le Brum.

Toyen.

Der Kevorkian.

J.P.Le Goff

Giovanna and J.M.Goutier.
Paulo de Paranagua.

Jean Terrossian.

Michel Zimbacca.

Frangois René Simon.
Nicole and José Pierre.

P. Chervel, professor.

H. Bitard, professor.
Willy Respinoy, professor.
Jacques Pugnet, professor.
Tatiana Pugnet, professor.
Marchang, professor.

A. Separovic.

V. Jones.

Bescond, professor.
Charon, school director.
Colette Guigui, professor.
Huguette Waligoka, schoolteacher.
Le Cocq, schoolteacher.
Levionnois, schoolteacher.
Duquenoy, schoolteacher.
Le Roux, schoolfieacher.
Leconte, schoolfteacher.
Reymond, schoolteacher.
Conan, school director.
Bergamelli, schoolteacher.
Roger Guigui, professor
Raymonde Dietrich, schoolteacher.

Frangoise Alexandre, schoolteacher.

Denise Doudier, schoolteacher.
Monique Nagat, schoolteacher.
Roger Benvenuti, schoolteacher.
Bernard Marel, schoolteacher.
René Boutellier, schooulteacher.
Pierre Brun, schoolteacher.
André Rosselin, schoolteacher.
Madeleine Leymarie, schoolteacher.
Arnoldo Calveyra, writer.
Hoang, technician.

Radovan Ivsic, writer.

H. Ercole, professor.
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"POLITICA" SUSPENDS PUBLICATION

By Manolo Sarmiento

Mexico City

With a large banner saying "ULTI-
MO NUMERO!" {last number], the latest is-
sue of the well-known maga21ne Politica,
which started in this city in May, 1960,
announced that it was suspending publica—
tion.

Dated December 1-30, the December
issue of the double number (181-182) was
a typical example of what the magazine
has been in the field of the press in
Mexico -- a genuine oasis in a desert of
corruption. It included articles and a
speech by Che (part of the projected pro-
gram of publishing his works).

The general editor, Manuel Marcué
Pardifias, said in an editorial that fi-
nancial difficulties had compelled the
magazine to suspend its activities for
a brief period. "Politica has been obliged
to become silent. A brief silence which
will be put to use in continuing to study
the economic, political, social and cul-
tural realities of the country and also
to seek an adequate financial solution
that will permit its reappearance, in a
different form and with different charac-
teristica, but always in the service of
the best causes of the Mexican people,
of humanity, of all the peoples who are
fighting to obtain access to better lev-
els of living and of living together."

"Politica," continued the editor,
"ig not stressing the sadness of its re-
treat. The fact that in Mexico, the par-
ties and groups of the left cannot in
reality maintain an independent publica-
tion, cannot succeed in combining their
forces to maintain a newspaper or maga-
zine of national circulation and signif-
icance, giving it not only a political
and popular success, but the necessary
economic firmness, is far from being a
favorable index of the civic life of the
Mexican people. On the contrary, it dem-
onstrates that Mexico has not achieved
the necessary political maturity, and
what is worse: that the progressive
forces assembled in parties or groups
still live separated, frustrated by inter-
nal contradictions, reduced to impotence
by lack of understanding and of effective,
genuine revolutionary unity."

The same issue announces that a
publishing house, "Editorial Politica,"
has been founded and that it will publish
the works of Che Guevara and then a book,
Marxist Survey of the History of Mexico,
and other books on the social and polit-
ical problems of the country.

Politica overcame many obstacles

during its seven years. Many times it was
threatened by a government boycott (the
government controls the supply of paper).
Politica was the only publication of na-
tional circulation to always defend the
popular interests against imperialism and
the national bourgeoisie. It was likewise
the only source available to a big sector
of the Mexican population for keeping up
with the development of the Cuban revolu-
tion. It published most of the important
speeches of Fidel Castro, and to a les-
ser degree, those of Che Guevara. As a
source of information for the entire left,
it will be difficult to replace it.

In She field of domestic politics,
Politica's line was more tortuous. It
came into existence as part of the gener-
al renewal of political 1life in the con-
tinent thanks to the Cuban revolution;
nevertheless it inherited many of the
flaws of the traditional Latin-American
left.

For example, its first issue ex-
pressed the hope that it would prove to
be a magazine in which the entire left
could collaborate. The desire to have
Vicente Lombardo Yoledano as one of its
collaborators explains better than any-
thing else its concept of "unity of the
left" =- a kind of popular front, national
democratic movement. It need only be added
that Marcué Pardifias and Jorge Carridn,
the first chief and associate editors,
were important figures in Lombardo's Par-
tido Popular [People's party] before
breaking with Lombardo in 1958 over the
latter's support to Adolfo Lépez Mateos,
at that time the presidential candidate
of the Partido Revolucionario Institu-
cional [Institutional Revolutionary par-
tyl, the official government party.

They broke with Lombardo over his
electoral policy, but they did not break
with him in the same way over his concept
of the revolution, of tactics and strategy
of the workers and peasants movement. They
continued to harbor illusions about an al-
liance with the "national bourgeoisie,"
although the disaster of the 1959 railway
strike began to alert them to the dangers
of this line. The traditional schemas of
the left to which they had belonged began
to disintegrate under the impact of the
Cuban revolution. It was to their merit
that they remained faithful to the Cuban
revolution and sought to draw from it con-
clusions applicable to Mexico, although
they did not succeed in this.

Their alliance with Lombardo Tole-
dano did not last beyond the first issue
of the magazine, since this rank opportun-
ist was highly vexed over an article by
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Demetrio Vallejo, already in prison, ac-
cusing Lombardo of being a strikebreaker
and of having joined with the government
in a united front against the railway
workers and their leaders (including
Vallejo himself, the main leader of the
strike)

Politica listed Lombardo in its
masthead from then on as a "collaborator"
but in reality he never wrote for it.
Little by llttle, the differences deep-
ened and Politica attacked the old Stalin-
ist vigorously.

Politica collaborated most closely
with the Mexican Communist party, but
without being dominated by it. While the
leaders of the Cuban revolution ingenu-
ously placed confidence in the Communist
parties of Latin America, Politica became
more and more radical until, like the
Castroist leadership on a continental
scale, it began to run into conflicts
with the Mexican Communist party.

Unlike the Castroist leadership,
however, Politica, that is, its editor
Marcué Pardlﬁas, was not able to open up
an independent road. Abandoned by many of
his initial collaborators, who became
frightened off by the radicalization of
the magaz1ne, but incapable of genuinely
escaping the influence of the Mexican
Communist party, Marcué Pardifias floun-
dered in deep water.

In 1967 the magazine underwent
such zigzags that it was clear that it
was in trouble. It lacked a clear, de-
fined policy. When the conflict between
the Castroist leadership and the most con-
servative machines of the Communist par-
ties broke into the open, Politica, that
is, its editorial department, displayed a
complete absence of orientation; or rath-
er it showed that when a line is not de-
veloped consistently, at a decisive mo-
ment the o0ld line, instead of being over-
come, reasserts itself.

Manuel Marcué Pardifias published
the documents of the leaders of the Vene-
zuelan Communist party against Douglas
Bravo in such a way that it was obvious he
agreed with them. When Fidel replied
vehemently, it was feared in some circles
that for the first time Politica was not
going to publish a speech by Fidel as im-
portant as this one. Politica published

it. Marcué Pardifias knows one thing and
knows it well -- the Cuban revolution
comes first. Despite everything, includ-
ing his alliance with the Mexican Commu-
nist party, Politica published the Cuban
documents. Thus came the latest stage --
the pages of the magazine were opened to
the different political tendencies in the
country. But it was too late.

It now appears that Politica's
editor will try to bring out a twice-
monthly along the lines of the fine Uru-
guayan weekly, Marcha. It is to be hoped
that he will succeed.

Whatever happens, the final number
of Politica closed an important chapter
in the history of the movement to renew
Marxism in Mexico. Tendencies of an in-
creasingly contradictory character led
to a radicalization in the field of ideas

among the vanguard without its being comple -

mented on the organizational level. The
disappearance of Politica faithfully re-
flects this situation: lack of funds,
lack of organization among the indepen-
dent left.

For the new generation, Politica
represents a bridge. Its columns made
available the positions of Castroism,
representing a positive achievement of
the 0ld left linked to Stalinism. This
in itself was contradictory. The modern-
ized old Stalinists were instrumental in
diffusing ideas in complete contradiction
to those they had advanced in their youth
which they had not completely given up de-
spite everything. If they transmitted new
ideas, they were not the ones to put them
into practice.

In essence the young generation
understood this general lesson. Hence the
great popularity of the magazine combined
with a sharply critical attitude toward
its line. This also explains why Marcué
Pardifias remained alone, abandoned not
only by the most cowardly intellectuals
but also by genuinely revolutionary jour-
nalists like Rico Galin, who were able to
understand the meaning of the Cuban expe-
rience in time.

A whole epoch closed with the fold-
ing of Politica, a whole way of conceiv-
ing and practicing politics. The new
times require new men, new ideas...and
new magazines.

BARRIENTOS SAYS OFFER TO EXCHANGE REGIS DEBRAY WAS "DISTORTED"

On returning to La Paz January 12,
General Barrientos denied having made any
offer to exchange Régis Debray for Hubert
Matos, the counterrevolutionary held in
Cuba. What he had said on this subject
during his visit in Switzerland had been
"distorted," he told the press, either

"intentionally or unconsciously."

The dictator's reversal came after
Fidel Castro countered with an offer to
Barrientos and the CIA to exchange 100
live counterrevolutionaries -- take your
pick -~ for the body of Che Guevara.
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JOAN BAEZ READY TO GO TO JAIL AGATN IN PROTEST AGAINST VIETNAM WAR

The same day that Eartha Kitt con-
fronted Mrs. Johnson at the White House
on the war in Vietnam, Joan Baez, the fa-
mous folksinger, was released from Jjail
in San Francisco after serving thirty-one
days for taking part in antiwar demonstra-
tions in Oakland, California, December 19.

Miss Baez, who is an outspoken op-
ponent of U.S. aggression in Vietnam,
said of her experience in jail, "It's
nothing for people like us. The most frus-
trating thing about it is that you can't
stop people from murdering by the thou-
sands on the outside."

The 26-year-o0ld vocal artist was
one of almost 300 arrested December 18
and 19 at the Oakland military induction
center. The demonstrators blocked en-
trances to the building, which processes
draftees from all of northern California.
Arrested with Miss Baez were Kay Boyle, a
well-known novelist, and Lawrence Ferlin-
ghetti, the poet.

The willingness of well-known art-
ists and writers to face jail for their
antiwar views is symptomatic of the depth
of the revulsion over the war among the
mass of the American people. It is also
a significant indication of the gulf that
separates the capitalist rulers from the
sentiment of the masses that the govern-
ment does not hesitate to Jjail artists of
the stature of Joan Baez.

In appearances in the United
States and abroad in the last two years
Miss Baez has condemned U.S. action in
Vietnam. In a number of cases, notably in
Germany and Japan, she has had problems
with translators refusing to translate
her antiwar comments. In Japan, after
such an incident, the translator testi-
fied that he had been acting under the
direction of the U.S. Central Intelli-
gence Agency.

In the early summer of 1966 Miss
Baez sang at a gathering sponsored by the
Confederation of Trade Unions in West
Berlin. She spoke out sharply against the
war there, but the translator became very
silent at that point in the program.

In Japan Miss Baez taped a number
of radio shows early in 1967. Her trans-
lator, Ichiro Takasaki, translated the
singer's references to Hiroshima and After being released from jail
Nagasaki as "the show would be televised." in California, Miss Baey told the press

that she expected to be arrested and put

Her famous antiwar song, "Saigon behind bars again at some time in the
Bride," was reported to the audience as future. When she took part in the Decem-
"a song about the Vietnam war." ber demonstration she had announced her

intention to spend Christmas in jail as

When the scandal broke, Takasaki a symbolic protest against the war. "The

told the press that he had been pressured only way to stop killing is to stop kill-
by a "Harold Cooper" from the CIA. ing," she said.
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ON STOKELY CARMICHAEL'S ALMA MATER

We have been asked if World Out-
look did not make a mistake in its trans-
lation of the French Communist party at-
tack on Stokely Carmichael (see page 42
of last week's issue) with regard to the
name of the school from which he gradu-
ated. The point has some importance,
since the author of the attack, Thomas
Buchanan, seeks to make out that Car-
michael leans toward white intellectual
circles and knows nothing of the risks
gnd difficulties of organizing in the

outh.

The original French, as published
in ]l 'Humanité December 18, 1967, reads as
follows: "Son expérience des conditions
de la lutte dans les Etats du Sud a été
limitée & 1'organisation de quelques 'ex-
péditions' qu'il entreprit -- au péril de
sa vie -- durant son séjour & l'universi-
té de Harvard."

World Outlook translated this as
follows: "His experience of the condi-
tions in the struggle in the southern
states has been limited to organizing a
few 'expeditions' which he undertook --
at the risk of his life -~ during his
stay at Harvard."

As to the facts about Stokely Car-
michael's background and education, his
book, Black Power, written in collabora-
tion with Charles V. Hamilton, carries
the following biographical note:

"STOKELY CARMICHAEL was born in
Trinidad and grew up there, in New York
City, and in Washington, D.C. He attended
the Bronx High School of Science and re-
ceived a bachelor's degree from Howard
University in 1964. While at Howard he
was active in student government as well

as in the local c¢ivil rights organization,
the Noaviolent Action Group. Mr. Carmi-
chael has worked with the Student Non-
violent Coordinating Committee almost
since its inception in 1960. He has been
arrested more than fifteen times while
participating in demonstrations in Mis-
8issippi, Louisiana, Tennessee, Maryland,
Virginia, and New York. Before his elec~-
tion as chairman of SNCC in May 1966, he
helped organize the Lowndes County Free-
dom Organization in Alabama, and played a
major role in the 1964 Mississippi Summer
Project as director of civil rights ac-
tivities in the Second Congressional Dis-
trict. Since the expiration of his term
as SNCC chairman, Mr. Carmichael has been
active in Black Power liberation activi-
ties in both North and South, with pri-
mary emphasis on ghetto organizing in
Washington, D.C."

In referring to "expeditions" orga-
nized from the North, Buchanan may have
had in mind the "pilgrimage" which James
Meredith began June 5, 1966, only to be
shot in the back from ambush the follow-
ing day by a racist-minded white. Carmi-
chael, as well as other prominent Afro-
Americans, immediately took up the chal-
lenge and continued the pilgrimage. They
gained national and international recog-
nition for their courage as the progress
of their march was reported daily in the
mass communications media. It was on this
march that Carmichael's advocacy of
"Black Power," and the symbol of the
Black Panther, became world famous.

But if this was what Buchanan had
in mind, he was doubly in error, for Mere-
dith was attending Columbia University
at the time, not Harvard.

DAK TO -- "A FAMOUS VICTORY"

While the battle of Dak To raged,
the U.S. capitalist press, TV and radio
whooped it up as a "famous victory."
Within a few weeks, the U.S. generals
ordered a withdrawal from the positions
taken at such heavy cost and no more was
said. Perhaps the best comments were
those made by Britain's poet laureate,
Robert Southey (1774-1843), and by a con~
temporary writer in a British magazine:

"And every body praised the Duke,
Who this great fight 4id win."
"But what good came of it at last?"
Quoth little Peterkin.
"Why, that I cannot tell," said he;
"But 'twas a famous victory."

—- Robert Southey

"The battle of Iak To, which ended
on Thanksgiving Day after nearly four
weeks, was easily the most insane cam-
paign of the war. The US commanders set
up an unreinforced base there as a 'mag-
net' to draw an enemy attack, but when it
came 10,000 American troops had to be
poured into the area. The heavily popu-
lated coastal regions were left unguarded
and the Vietcong could harvest their rice
fields in peace. The Americans lost 200
killed and 1,000 or more wounded in a
battle to defend a base that was of no
strategic value. The Vietcong guerrillas
showed that they could tie down the ma-
jor US combat force at any time and at
any place." -- Andrew Kopkind in the
December 1, 1967, New Statesman.
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THE RECENT ATTEMPTED COUP IN ALGERIA

By Livio Maitan

While some of its particular ele-
ments as well as the specific plans of
its promoters are difficult to interpret,
the aborted attempt to overthrow Boume-
dienne a few weeks ago [December 14, 1967]
enables us to pinpoint the situation in
Algeria five and one-half years after in-
dependence and two and one-half years
after the coup d'état of June 19, 1965.

It was, in fact, a consequence of
the revolution falling into a declining
curve. The Algerian revolution carried on
long years of intrepid armed struggle
against imperialism. In the initial phases
after independence it acquired not only
an anti-imperialist but also an anticapi-
talist dynamics, and some of its revolu-
tionary achievements justly aroused the
interest and enthusiasm of revolution-
ists throughout the entire world. The de-
scending curve began in the final period
of the Ben Bella regime, roughly toward
the end of 1963. Then, under many-sided
and often conflicting pressures, the Ben
Bella leadership began to drag its feet
and to accept debilitating compromises,
to delay decisions vital to the future of
the revolution (most importantly the
agrarian reform), and to retreat before
bureaucratic tendencies; it began gradu-
ally to lose the great prestige which it
had won during the great mass mobiliza-
tions.

Despite certain covering statements
of its leaders and the illusions incau-~
tiously harbored by some, the coup d'état
of June 19 represented a substantial turn
to the right, and its consequences were
progressively to come to light. As the
Trotskyist movement stressed in its reso-
lution on Africa at the December 1965
World Congress of the Fourth Internation-
al, the coup's most negative aspect, in
the last analysis, lay in the profound
effect it inevitably had in demobilizing
the masses. As a result of this, the ba-
sic force disappeared which might have
reversed the negative tendencies already
taking form in the final phase of the
Ben Bella regime.

Clearly the political and social
forces which opposed each other prior to
June 19 remained unchanged and thus the
same basic conflicts continued to develop.
This was reflected for example in the
fact that Boumedienne had to partially
reassume the mediating role played by Ben
Bella, especially after a certain point;
and it was reflected also in the fact
that certain premises of the postindepen-
dence regime have not been challenged,
despite the resurgence of the most reac-
tionary and retrograde forces. But these
confrontations and clashes unfolded in a

notably altered framework in which the
correlation of forces wss different and
distinctly more unfavorable to the work-
er and peasant masses and the more ad-
vanced political groups.

It would, of course, be wrong to
interpret the course followed by Algeria
under Boumedienne as a continual descent
into the same type of neocolonialism
which prevails in the majority of the
African countries or as a straight-line
development in the direction of unadul-
terated conservatism. In several in-
stances, Boumedienne has taken measures
which -- although within innocuous lim-
its ~- have hit imperialist interests
(the nationalization of the mines, the
state monopoly of insurance, the state
monopoly in financial transactions with
foreign countries, nationalizations of
the distribution networks of the oil
monopolies, etc.); he has also promoted
the development of a vigorous campaign
in favor of democratic or revolutionary-
democratic reforms (community government
reform, agrarian reform), which it is
promised will really be put into prac-
tice in the future.

Similarly, on the occasion of the
Mideast conflict, Algeria assumed, espe-
¢ially in certain weeks, a vanguard posi-
tion in the Arab lineup, stressing the
anti-imperialist character of the battle
under way. But these measures and posi-
tions -- which enabled some apologists
to refurbish rhetorical variations on
the theme of a "socialist" Algeria and
to compose eulogies to Boumedienne --
proved often emphemeral and purely or
predominantly propagaendistic in charac-
ter. And, in any case, when they were
put into practice it was done in an
economic, social and political context
that shaped their real nature or sub-
stantially limited their importance.

What has been the dynamics of the
development of Algerian economic and
social structures in recent years? This
is the essential point to be determined.
The state sector has clearly gained new
positions and is today certainly much
more extensive than in the initial peri-
od after independence. This has occurred,
however, both at the expense of the im-
perialist holdings (yet under conditions
generally satisfactory to the interested
parties, since their right to compensa-
tion has been recognized) and the self-
managed industrial sector. This sector
has been progressively reabsorbed through
the formula of national enterprises,
which in reality deprive the workers in
the factories concerned of the voice
which they previously had, at least on



paper, in running these plants. No mea-
sures have been taken against Algerian
national commercial or industrial capi~-
tal: i1t has been the continual object of
lavish official praise and encouragement.

It should be added, moreover, that
the industrial sectors remain fundamental-
ly under the control of foreign capital
and that Algeria has not in fact loosened
the oppressive ties which bind it to
French capitalism. And in the countryside
the endlessly trumpeted agrarian reform
8till remains distant (even if put into
practice, the project which Boumedienne
outlined at one time would have only a
limited import and, in view of what was
reportedly under consideration would
probably be more effective in promoting
the development of national private capi-
tal than in solving the problems of the
peasants). Although self-management has
not been virtually annulled in agricul-
ture as it has in industry, it has been
watered down, distorted and restricted.
The trade-union press in particular has
continually exposed this.

Taking into consideration also the
fact that, despite the official proclama-~
tions and some partial achievements, in-
dustrial development is still essentially
far off, the social consequences of this
state of affairs may be easily surmised.
For the great mass of Algerians made up
of peasants of the traditional sectors,
independence and the revolution have been
practically meaningless -- poverty, under-
employment and unemployment persist. Un-
employment, which also strikes the cities,
remaing the most tragic evil. In this re-
spect it need only be recalled that a few
months ago even an official spokesman had
to admit that in the total potential work
force only "one person in four is more or
less employed." As for the workers, their
wages are at the starvation level, whilz
their so-called social rights exist only
on paper and often not even there. As
against this, the big and middle landhold-
ers maintain their privileged position;
the commercial bourgeoisie prospers and a
privileged bureaucratic layer ensconced
in the economic and political apparatus
of the regime is crystallizing.

From the political point of view,
it is in fact the latter stratum that has
gradually won ground, consolidating its
positions more and more under Boumedienne
-- together with the military, it is now
playing a primary role. Behind the most
phoney ideological pretences, it has as-
sumed the primary role in the struggle to
erode the democratic conguests of the
masses, to emasculate self-management, to
narrowly restrict the activity and poten-
tial of the trade unions and to prevent
the development of a real vanguard party.
(The FIN (Front de Libération National --
National Liberation Front -- the official
party in the Algerian one-party statel]
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remains nonexistent as a real organiza-
tion: it functions solely in a bureau-
cratic-administrative framework, without
any autonomy with respect to the real
power groups.) The bureaucracy has not
hesitated, moreover, on various occasions
to carry out antilabor and antiunion re-
pressions in the national enterprises and
has resorted to the most classical types
of intimidation and even retaliatory fir-
ings.

It is obvious that in such a situ-
ation, in view of the revolutionary ori-
gins of the regime, tensions and conflicts
must continually arise in these groups and
the ruling apparatus. An indication of
this is the simple fact that ruptures,
sometimes clamorous and sometimes silent
but in every case expressions of a con-
tinually deepening malaise, have ensued
among those who organized or endorsed the
June 19 coup.

It is well known that, impelled by
the vitality of sections of the working
class which have frequently engaged in
struggles for various demands and in
strikes, the unions have played a rela-
tively important role. Forces openly
critical of the existing state of affairs
(though cautious in respect to Boumedienne)
have found expression -- legal or semi-
legal - through the uwnions. In the gov-
ernment itself there have been frequent
clashes as well as in the party. It has
been no secret to anyone, moreover, that
already shortly after June 19 profound
divergences existed within the officer
corps, which organized the coup and which
now constitutes a privileged element in
Algerian society.

All of this was behind the latest
crisis, which was quite probably initiated
by forces that noted the crystallization
of a situation increasingly different
from what they had looked forward to in
the first days after independence, a situ-
ation in which those who based their
claims on the old struggles wielded less
and less weight. Rivalries of various
sorts, difficult to specify on the basis
of available information, doubtless
played a part in the action of Zbiri and
his collaborators, who imagined that they
could repeat against Boumedienne an ac-
tion which they had carried out against
Ben Bella with a much larger bloc.

It is symptomatic that this crisis
unfolded amid general indifference and
was resolved in the last analysis on the
basis of the correlation of forces which
developed in the army, thus confirmed as
the real prop of the existing regime.

The unions sought to take refuge in an
evasive position but were compelled to
condemn the ill-fated attempt. Despite
all that I have stressed, their potential
for maneuver was and is limited both by
their persistent bureaucratization and



their extreme weakness.

A quite common interpretation is
that the tendency which is described as
technocratic -- more correctly, the ex-
pression of the probourgeois bureaucracy
-~ came out of the crisis strengthened.
In fact, in various leading bodies men
less representative of this tendency
disappeared and others more representa-
tive of it were put in their place. All
the structures remain weak and precari-
ous and no real institutions with their
own base and legitimacy exist. This
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means that authoritarianism and arbi-
trariness will continue bto prevail, with
a resulting instability that may easily
be imagined. New crises are inevitable.
However, the outlook will not become
more favorable for a revolutionary re-
vival until the workers are able to
provide themselves with much more effec-
tive instruments of struggle than those
which they now possess, and, above all,
until the great peasant masses emerge
from their passivity and demoralization.

January 4, 1968

FRENCH CP BACKS DE GAULLE ON BRITISH MEMBERSHIP IN COMMON MARKET

At an information meeting of the
French Communist party in Paris Janu-
ary 10, Waldeck Rochet, the general secre-
tary of the organization, added another
betrayal of the interests of the working
class to the long list already committed
by this once revolutionary party.

He revealed that the party is in
effect backing French imperialism in its
rivalry with British imperialism. In the
French parliament, the Communist deputies
are echoing de Gaulle's stand that Brit-
ish membership in the Common Market can-
not be considered unless London first
abandons its alliance with the United
States.

The deputies issued a statement
that before Britain can join the Euro-
pean capitalist economic alliance, it
must first "renounce its privileged al-
liance with the United States and endeav-
or to pursue an independent policy of
cooperation with all the countries of
Europe, which should involve the dissolu-
tion of all military bdlocs." Such a poli-
cy, the statement continued, should lead
to British "nonrenewal of the Atlantic
‘pact in 1969."

Explaining this extraordinary po-
sition to the CP membership, Waldeck Ro-
chet said that the "real danger" was that
the United States would be able to exer-
cise undue influence in Europe if Britain
joined the Common Market under present
conditions. Rochet did not say that this
was de Gaulle's stand. Instead he said
that the CP wanted to "bring about a
peaceful and independent Europe™ and that
was why it was speaking up.

"In the most recent period, Great
Britain has asked to enter the European
Common Market. Clearly, under the circum-
stances this is not an economic problem
but primarily a political one.

"Tt is well known that England
is closely bound to the United States
by a privileged alliance which causes
governments in Great Britain almost auto-

matically to align themselves with Ameri-
can policy.

"The question is then whether

Great Britain's entry into the Common
Market is apt to bring that country to
free itself from Americemn influence or
whether to the contrary this will not
permit the United States to use its
privileged ally, Great Britain, to in-
crease its hold and pressure on Europe.

"It is because this last possibil-
ity is a real danger that the political
bureau of the Communist party considers
that there can be no negotiation of Great
Britain's entry into the Common Market
unless Great Britain first renounces its
privileged alliance with the United States
and endeavors to pursue an independent
policy of cooperation with all the coun-
tries of Europe, i.e., a policy which
would involve the dissolution of military
blocs and lead to the nonrenewal of the
Atlantic pact when it runs out in 1969.

"We Communists are for a policy
which would help to bring about a peace-
ful and independent Europe but not for a
policy which would strengthen the hold of
the United States over Europe."

The French Stalinist leader also
said, almost as an afterthought, that the
special session of parliament which the
CP has called for must also discuss the
recent cuts in social-security provisions
which have caused much unrest and bitter-
ness among the French people. The Commu-
nist party's concern about strengthening
de Gaulle's hand seems to have taken pre-
cedence over the most acute concerns of
the French workers.

"It is this position [om British
membership in the Common Market], voiced
in the oral question introduced by the
Communist group in parliament, which our
party will defend in the National Assem-
bly if it meets in a special session --
as we have asked -- of course at the same
session the request for rescinding the
regulations cutting social security bene-
fits must be discussed.”



THE CASE OF VYACHESLAV CHORNOVIL

By Dick Fidler

New evidence of the persecution of
prosocialist critics of the bureaucracy
in the Soviet Union has come to light in
a couple of articles just published in
the January 6 and 8 issues of the Toronto
Telegram. :

The copyrighted articles are based
on an eighty-page petition and a book
smuggled out of the USSR. The author of
both is a young Ukrainian, Vyacheslav
Chornovil. The manuscript of the book has
been termed by a leading North American
"Sovietologist," Prof. B.R.Bociurkiw of
the University of Alberta's Department of
Political Science, "a remarkable document

..of the stature of the Sinyavsky-Daniel
trial transcript.”

Two months ago, on November 15,
the 29-year-o0ld Chornovil was sentenced
to three years in a labor camp, at a se-
cret trial in Lvov in the western Ukraine,
near the Polish border. He was convicted
under the all-inclusive Article 62 of the
Soviet Criminal Code, which provides for
imprisonment for anywhere up to seven
years for "anti-Soviet activities." In
Chornovil's case, these "activities" con-
sisted, among other things, of circulating
an eighty-page document of charges against
the "illegalities" being perpetrated by
the courts, the KGB [secret police], and
other authorities.

It all began in 1965, in the days
of the Sinyavsky-Daniel affair. According
to the Telegram's Peter Worthington, who
was in Moscow at the time, their arrests
and trial "were part of a wide 'purge' at
the time." Among other victims were twen-
ty Ukrainian writers, artists, teachers
and scientists.

Worthington and the Telegram tell
us little as to their specific views, ex-
cept the following: "None of them are
anti-Soviet so much as they are pro-
Ukrainian. They base their defence on the
dictums of V.I.Lenin and the pronounce-
ments of Karl Marx. They are in no way
agents of Imperialism, CIA informers, or
enemies of the Soviet state. Mostly they
don't attack Communism ~- even Chornovil
makes a point of emphasizing his belief
in the teachings of Lenin."

They were tried -- six months af-
ter their arrest -- under the infamous
Article 62. The trials were secret. They
were found guilty of "anti-Soviet activ-
ity" and sentenced to terms of up to six
years.

Vyacheslav Chornovil, a secret
of the Komsomol [Communist Youth Leaguel,
was assigned to cover the trials in Lvov

for Kiev television. So shocked was he
at how "socialist legality" was dis-
torted, however, that when he was called
upon to give evidence he refused on the
grounds that a closed trial was illegal.
He was subsequently charged under Arti-
cle 172 (refusal to give evidence) but
when he protested that it was illegal

to charge someone for refusing to partake
in an illegal trial, he was charged once
again under Article 62 (anti~-Soviet ac-
tivities). He was sentenced to three
years.

In his Telegram articles, Worth-
ington cites extensively from Chornovil's
manuscript and petition, more than enough
to show that the young Ukrainian critic
is completely pro-Soviet and anticapital-
ist. In his petition, Chornovil "meticu-
lously details his complaints and gives
reasons for his behaviour.

"'Not to disclose my own attitude
towards that which is taking place would
mean to become a taciturn participant in
the wanton disregard of Socialist Legal-
ity,' he writes...

"He feels that the closed trials
were held to 'intimidate' the general
public and notes: 'After spending six
or seven months in the hands of the KGB
they will tell all...and will be given
in due count five or six "rightful"
years of hard labor.'

"He notes wryly: 'Prosecution for |
telling anecdotes...will be of assistance
in a radical solution to the housing '
crisis in larger cities. In its devout
application, Article 62 of the Criminal
Code makes it possible to raise the pop-
ulation of camps to Stslin's levels, or
even to exceed them.'

"The prevailing attitude of the
Soviet hierarchy, says Chornovil, is
that 'All oppositional tendencies and
acts within our country are considered
to be exclusively the results of the
influence of bourgeois propaganda and
intelligence services. If by a wave of
a magic wand the bourgeois world would
suddenly cease to exist, prosperity
would rule supreme. The fate of village
folk without passports [required for
domestic travell]l, who are condemned to
life on a collective farm, would sudden-
1y be eternal happiness.'

"He continues: 'For five years I
studied faithfully Marxism-Leninism at
the university -- just recently I passed
my Master's examination in Marxist-
Leninist philosophy. Then, all of a sud-
den and quite by accident I lay my hands



on a Ukrainisn book published abroad and
I'm accused of being a bourgeois nation-
alist...or I read a leaflet from Peking
and I become a follower of Mao Tse-tung
...or I listen to a speech by the Pope
on the radio and I become a Jesuit...

"!'Without doubt Marxism-Leninism
is stronger than bourgeois ideology. Yet
in our country the reading of a book pub-
lished in the West makes one subject to
prosecution.....'"

Chornovil points to the fact that
one can purchase Soviet bocks and news-
papers in Western countries, and asks,
ironically, "Is it possible that non-
Marxists have absorbed the Marxist-
Leninist thesis better than our leaders
...that to disallow the spreading of
ideas means to increase their strength
and attractiveness?"

Worthington continues his summary
of Chornovil's account:

"Chornovil quotes the Constitution
which stresses the inviolability of a
citizen's home, his right t¢ privacy and
to receive mail unopened by anyone. He
quotes Article 130 of the Criminal Code
which states that : 'Illegal searches,
illegal evictions or other acts which
violate the citizen's dwellings by a
state officdial are punishable by impris-~
onment.'

"Then he tells of medical student
M. Plakhotniuk finding his room bugged...
of another discovering KGB recording de-
vices in his attic...of 'informers' be-
ing planted in communal apartments...of
an electronically equipped 'birthday pres-
ent' being given to bedridden writer Yev-
hen Kontsevich...of secret searches, se-
cret arrests, secret trials -- all of
which Chornovil says are contrary to the
Criminal Code as well as to the Soviet
Constitution.

"In short," Worthington continues,
"he does not object so much to the arrest
and trial of the 20 cases he documents
and on whose behalf he is petitioning the
highest authorities, as he does to the
manner in which it was all conducted, in
violation of the law."

Chornovil explains how "confes-
sions" are occasionally extracted from
the innocent victims of these frameup
procedures.

"He notes: 'It is not necessary to
slam doors on fingers, to stick needles
under fingernails, or to beat faces in
order to persuade a person to regard his
deeds as terrible crimes or to force him
to confess everything.

"'A11 that is needed is to lock a
man in a stone shack with bars...to keep
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him in solitary for six months...to con-
stantly hammer into him feelings of guilt
...t0 morally terrorize, threaten and
promise...and usually the required testi-
mony will be squeezed out by the time of
the trial.'

"He quotes one of his 20 'crimi~
nals,' medical student Yaroslav Havrych,
then 29, as apologizing to a woman whom
he had born witness against: 'In 105 days
one can be taught to lie.'

"For allegedly spreading anti-
Soviet propaganda Havrych got five years,
subsequently reduced to three years which
he is now serving.

"Chornovil tells of indignities
KGB officers inflict on women 'offenders'
by blackmail, obscenities, stripping and
insulting them. Says Chornovil: 'If a
prisoner's fate is decided by the KGB,
why do we need the comedy of trials at
8ll -- not to mention closed trials?'

"If such extreme measures as il-
legally long pre~trial custody followed
by closed trials are necessary for ac-
cused 'intellectuals' Chornovil asks:
'What qualifications should then be
given to subversion, murderers, embez-
zlers of state property? Is it possible
that we are going back to Stalin's times
when murderers were called 'socially con-
genial' while writers and artists were
considered 'people's enemies'?

"'The whole purpose seems to be
to break the prisoner's will and to
force him to say memorized words at the
trial.'"

Chornovil describes what happened
when he declared that he would not give
evidence at a closed trial because he
"did not wish to participate in a fla-
grant violation of Socialist Legality."

"The prosecutor Jjumped up and
called me an enemy who has no right to
speak of Socialist Legality. Soldiers
were ordered to remove me from the court
and did it so quickly that I was unable
to ask the prosecutor why I, who was
protesting against the revival of the
wantonness of Cult-of-Personality fame,
the closed tribunal, am branded an
enemy while he, who in his capacity as
the regional public prosecutor was sanc-
tioning this gross violation of the let-
ter and spirit of the law claims to be
a friend of the Soviet system..."

When the twenty accused were con-
victed and sentenced, Chornovil relates,
two women poets among the carefully cho-
sen witnesses in the packed courtroom
threw flowers to the prisoners. They were
immediately seized and interrogated. In
the streets outside the courtroom, demon-
strators throwing more flowers and shout-



ing encouragement, "bravo...glory," were

finally dispersed with fire hoses.

Perhaps the most impressive indi-
cation of the difficulties under which
Soviet oppositionists labor, is contained
in a follow-up story by Worthington in
the Telegram which describes the case of
Svyatoslave Karavansky. Karavansky's ex-
periences are ovutlined by Chornovil, but
part of Worthington's information also
comes from one John Kolasky, a Toronto
member of the Communist party of Canada.

Apparently, Karavansky, while
8till in his early twenties in Odessa
during the war, Jjoined an underground
organization dedicated to Ukrainian na-
tionalism. In 1944, he was sentenced to
twenty-five years. The Telegram story
continues:

"Today Karavansky explains that he
was 'driven' to his 'mistake' of joining
the organization by the 'ugliness... the
repugnant personality cult of Stalin...
that demoralizing influence upon the
hearts and souls of those Soviet citizens
who recognized it as inhibiting develop-
ment.'

"He feels that the official dis-
crediting of Stalin's policies vindicates
his earlier ‘errors.’

"After serving 16 years and five
months, Karavansky was released in 1960
when the maximum prison sentence in the
USSR was reduced from 25 to 15 years.

"He returned to Odessa where he
married, went to university and worked as
a poet-translator. During his time in the
camps he had compiled a massive dictio-
nary of Ukrainian rhymes which Soviet
scholars praised as an 'astonishing
achievement' which normally would have
required the collective effort of a uni-
versity.

"Karavansky says the KGB advised
him not to talk of the past, and for five
years in Odessa he wrote, worked and made
up for the years that had been stolen
from his life.

"In February, 1965, he made his
mistake. He sent a detailed documented
petition to the State Prosecutor complain-
ing that the minister of education for
the Ukraine was condoning and encouraging
discrimination against Ukrainian students
in violation of the principles of Lenin,
and of the Soviet constitution and of
Soviet law."

When a copy of this petition was
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found in the possession of Kolasky, a
member of the Canadian Communist party,
who was studying at the Higher Party
School of the Central Committee in Kiev,
Karavansky was accused (the Telegram
says) of being "eager for the rotten
lure of unscrupulous foreigners." Kola-
sky, a member of the CP for thirty years,
who says he was collecting material on
how the Soviets were trying to destroy
the Ukrainian culture and replace it
with Russian, says that "in essence Kara-
vansky's observations are true." Kolasky
says that the KGB held him two weeks for
questioning, and confiscated all his pa-
pers.

In November, 1965, Karavansky was
gseized and, without trial or explanation,
thrown into a labor camp to serve the re-
maining eight years and seven months of
his 25-year sentence. Since then, Kara-
vansky, still unbroken, has been fighting
back in the only way open to him -- by
petitions to higher authorities, such as
the Supreme Court and the Union of Jour-
nalists.

In his petitions, he also appeals
against injustices which have been com-
mitted against others. In a petition to
the People's Court of Odessa which Worth-
ington cites, Karavansky urges "that the
dictums of Leninism and socialist legal-
ity be followed, and that Stalinism not
be repeated or resurrected."

That the treatment suffered by
these opponents of the privileged layers
runs counter to all the fine-sounding
phrases about "building Communism," is
eloquently stated by Vyacheslav Chorno-
vil himself:

"The highest material saturation
without free thought and free will does
not constitute Communism. Rather it con-
stitutes a great prisom in which the food
ration for prisoners has simpl heen in-
creased...

"It has been declared that in our
country today, Communism is becoming a
reality; that today's generation of
Soviet people will live in Communism...
Perhaps our generation will live during
declared Communism, the same as we are
presently living in a declared sovereign
republic, have declared freedoms and a
declared Socialist law.

"But more than once history has
refuted the principle that the ends jus-
tify the means. The most equitable society
cannot be built by means of terror, by
the suppression of civic impulses in peo-
ple...Improper methods only distort the
end..."
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WIDE SYMPATHY IN SOVIET UNION FOR TRIAL VICTIMS

By George Saunders

One of the most significant as-
pects of the case involving Aleksandr
Ginzburg, Yuri Galanskov, Aleksei Dobro-
volsky and Vera Lashkova is the substan-
tial support the defendants received from
other Soviet citizens. Here is one more
instance of the shattering of the Stalin-
ist monolith, this time from within.

Two petitions on behalf of Ginz-
burg and the others were addressed to
Soviet judicial authorities and Izvestia
in the months preceding the trial. The
first was sent in October by more than
100 intellectuals, asking assurances that
the trial be public. The second was is-
sued in early December by forty-four per-
sons. It stressed the illegality of hold-
ing the accused longer than ten months.

A third appeal, on the eve of the
trial, was sent to the court where the
case would be tried, with copies to
Brezhnev, Kosygin, and Podgorny. Signed
by thirty-one personalities, including
young novelist Vasily Aksyonov, poetess
Bella Akhmadullina, and Lenin Prize win-
ning mathematician Igor Shafarevich, the
appeal urged full press coverage and im-
partial selection of witnesses.

The third appeal argued that com-
pilation of material on the Sinyavsky-
Daniel case should not be grounds for
prosecution. It added that the trial
could not "contribute to an improvement
of the atmosphere of a society that not
long ago was witness to mass rehabilita-
tions of people who were condemned on
false charges."

In a perhaps related development
there was also news, on the eve of the
trial, of a petition signed by some 180
Moscow intellectuals, including novelist
Veniamin Kaverin. This petition urged the
Supreme Soviet, the highest legal body,
to enforce the constitutional guarantee
of freedom of the press by abolishing
press censorship.

During the trial itself there was
a significant turnout of sympathizers of
the defendants each day at the courtroon,
although few could gain admittance. Sev-
eral attempted to act as witnesses for
the defense, in spite of extreme pres-
sures against them for doing so.

Prominent among sympathizers were
historian Pavel Yakir, son of the General
Yakir who was shot along with Tukhachev-
sky and others in Stalin's 1937 purge of
the Red Army high command. Also prominent
was ex-Major General Pyotr Grigorenko,
former professor of cybernetics at the
Frunze Military Academy.

Grigorenko had reportedly been
removed from his post in 1961 because
of a dispute with then Premier Khrush-
chev. In 1964 he had been stripped of
his commission and put in a mental in-
stitution, a frequently used method of
reprisal against dissident elements.
Released in 1966, he is said tn have
allied himself with oprositional writ-
ers. One report was that his difficul-
ties began when he sent Khrushchev a
letter protesting discrimination against
Jews in the Soviet army.

Most prominent in support of the
defendants, of course, were Mrs. Larisa
Daniel, wife of the imprisoned writer
Yuli Daniel, and Pavel Litvinov, grand-
son of Stalin's foreign minister in the
thirties, Maxim Litvinov. Litvinov came
to prominence only a few weeks before
this trial, in connection with another,
earlier attempt to support Ginzburg,
Galanskov, and the others.

A surprising document hit the
world press in late December. It was an
open letter by Litvinov addressed to
four Soviet papers and to the main
daily papers of the French and Italian
Communist parties. (None of those papers
printed the letter or indicated any
knowledge of it, to the discredit espe-
cially of the French and Italian Commu-
nist leaderships.)

Litvinov's letter related to the
Sinyavsky-Daniel and Ginzburg-Galanskov
cases, but it was more directly linked
with a third trial of literary dissi-
dents, one held last August and involv-
ing particularly a youth named Vladimir
Bukovsky. A look at the background of
the Bukovsky case is necessary.

The arrest of Galanskov and the
others on January 19, 1967, was met with
an immediate demonstration of support.
Some fifty persons gathered three days
later in downtown Moscow and unfurled
banners calling for repeal of Article 70.
This was the law under which Sinyavsky
and Daniel had been convicted and by
which Galanskov and the others were
clearly threatened.

In standing up for Galanskov and
the others, Bukovsky himself became a
victim. He and two others, Vadim Delone
and Yevgeny Kushchev, Wwere arrested for
participating in the demonstration. They
too were held without trial for many
months. At last, late in August 1967,
they were tried.

Bukovsky, who assumed responsi-
bility for having organized the demon-



stration, was sentenced to three years'
imprisonment on September 1. Delone and
Kushchev were released with one-year sus-
pended sentences.

- (Bukovsky's personal background is
curiously similar to that of Ginzburg and
Galanskov. His father was an apparently
orthodox party member who belonged also
to the Soviet Writers Union. In 1961 the
unorthodox son was expelled from Moscow
University, where he was a biology stu-
dent. His violation was that he had cir-
culated the book The New Class by Milovan
Djilas, which criticizes the postrevolu-
tionary party bureaucrats from a general-
ly state-capitalist point of view. Active
in the literary underground, Bukovsky too
has been undeterred by detention. Arrested
in 1962, he is said to have been kept in
a mental institution for three years.)

Very little information appeared
in the Soviet press on the Bukovsky
trial. Litvinov apparently took it upon
himself to do for Bukovsky what Bukovsky
had done for Galanskov and Ginzburg.
(They in turn had been victimized, of
course, for publishing information on the
Sinyavsky-Daniel case.) In his open let-
ter Litvinov included details on the Bu-
kovsky trial, especially Bukovsky's final
plea.

Litvinov's letter also made public
the gist of a conversation he himself had
with a security officer named Gostev on
September 26, 1967. The officer warned
him that if transcripts of the Bukovsky
trial became public, he, Litvinov, would
be held responsible.

Litvinov's letter also states that
the secret police had warned Aleksandr
Ginzburg in a similar way two months be-
fore Ginzburg's arrest. Ginzburg was
known to have played the main role in
compiling the "White Book" on the Sin-
yavsky-~Daniel case.*

* Copies of the "White Book" found their
way out of the Soviet Union; in the U.S.,
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In general, both Litvinov's letter
and the text of Bukovsky's plea which ac-
companied it shed light on the circum-
stances and official attitudes surround-
ing the Ginzburg-Galanskov trial, espe-
cially the following observation by Bu-
kovsky.

"Why did they have to drag [our
case] out for a period of seven months?
I see one explanation: to trump up some
means of covering the traces of this un-
seemly business. When stalling finally
became impossible, the proceedings about
us were made so secret that nobody would
be able to penetrate and convince oneself
of their illegality."

The entire aftermath of the Sin-
yavsky-Daniel case has seen a sharpening
struggle around the question of Soviet
democracy. While the forces favoring
"re-Stalinization" have become more ex-
plicit and pressed forward, the resis-
tance to that trend has also grown more
explicit and stubborn.

The internal protests over the
Sinyavsky-Daniel trial were unprecedented.
Further actions by the "legal" intelli-
gentsia have occurred -- the Solzhenitsyn
and Voznesensky incidents being the out-
standing cases.

Undoubtedly support from the out-
side world, from left and progressive
elements, has encouraged this. Develop-
ments like the ouster of Novotny and the
strengthening of Czech rebel intellectu-
als must also be encouraging. But in
general there is a new spirit of solidar-
ity at home. The opposition does not tuck
its tail and run, assuming the guilt of
itself and its fellows. It is defiant and
fights back -~ so far with the only weap-
on it has, but a powerful one, to publi-
cize the truth.

major sections of it were published in a
paperback called On Trial, edited by Max
Hayward. Available from Merit Publishers,
87% Broadway, New York 10003, $1.95.

TEXT OF PAVEL LITVINOV'S AND LARISA DANIEL'S DENUNCIATION OF TRIAL

[On January 12 Judge Lev M. Miron-
ov complied with the demand of Prosecutor
Gennady A. Terekhov and sentenced Alek-
sandr Ginzburg, Yuri Galanskov, Vera Lash-
kova and Aleksei Dobrovolsky to five,
seven, one and two years in prison re-
spectively. Dobrovolsky was the only one
to plead guilty and cooperate with the
prosecution.

[Just before the sentence was
handed down, Pavel M. Litvinov, the grand-

son of Maxim M. Litvinov, who was foreign
minister for a time under Stalin, and Mrs.
Larisa Daniel, wife of the imprisoned
writer, Yuli M. Daniel, issued a public
protest, branding the trial as a "wild
mockery" of justice and a "rehearsed
spectvacle.”" Litvinov's protest was placed
on the wires of the international press
by Reuter.

[On January 17, it was revealed in
Moscow that Litvinov had been dismissed



from his teaching job in the physics de-
partment of the Institute of Precision
Chemical Technology. The alleged ground
for the dismissal was "breach of work
discipline." The dismissal reportedly
became effective January 3. Whether the
Kosygin~Brezhnev regime will exact fur-
ther reprisals remains to be seen. To be
fired from a job in the Soviet Union is
a serious mabtter since control over hir-
ing and firing is in the hands of the
government which in turn expresses the
will of the privileged ruling caste.

[Reproduced below is the text of
the denunciation of the trial issued by
Pavel M. Litvinov and Larisa Daniel. The
translation is the one distributed by
Reuter.]

* * %

To World Public Opinion:

The Jjudicial trial of Galanskov,
Ginzburg, Dobrovolsky and Lashkova, which
is taking place at present in the Moscow
City Court, is being carried out in vio-
lation of the most important principles
of Soviet law. The judge and the prosecu-
tor, with the participation of a special
kind of audience, have turned the trial
into a wild mockery of three of the ac-
cused -- Galanskov, Ginzburg and Lash-
kova -- and of the witnesses -- unthink-
gable in the 20th century.

The case took on the character of
the well-known "witch trials" on its sec-
ond day, when Galanskov and Ginzburg --
despite a year of preliminary incarcera-
tion, in spite of pressure from the court
-- refused to accept the groundless ac-
cusations made against them by Dobrovol-
sky and sought to prove their own inno-
cence. Evidence by witnesses in favor of
Galanskov and Ginzburg infuriated the
court even more.

The Jjudge and the prosecutor
throughout the trial have been helping
Dobrovolsky to introduce false evidence
against Galanskov and Ginzburg. The de-
fense lawyers are constantly forbidden to
ask questions, and the witnesses are not
being allowed to give evidence that un-
masks the provocative role of Dobrovolsky
in this case.

Judge Mironov has not once stopped
the prosecutor. But he is allowing people
who represent the defense to say only
that which fits in with the program al-
ready prepared by the K.G.B. investiga-
tion. Whenever any participant in the
trial departs from the rehearsed specta-
cle, the judge cries, "Your question is
out of order," "This has no relation to
the case," "I will not allow you to
speak." These exclamations have been di-
rected at the accused (apart from Dobro-~
volsky), to their lawyers and to the wit-
nesses.

-70-

The witnesses leave the court after
their examination, or rether they are
pushed out of the court, in a depressed
state almost in hysterics.

Witness Yelena Basilova was not
allowed to make a statement to the court
—- she wanted to record how the K.G.B.
had prosecuted her mentally sick husband,
whose evidence given during the investi-
gation when he was in a certifiable state,
plays an important role in the prosecution
case. Basilova was driven out of the court
while the judge shouted and the audience
howled, drowning her words.

P. Grigorenko submitted a request
asking that he be examined as a witness
because he could explain the origin of the
money found on Dobrovolsky, Galanskov gave
him this money. Grigorenko's request was
turned down on the pretext that he is al-
legedly mentally il11l. This is not true.

Witnesses Aida Topeshkina was not
allowed to make a statement to the court
in which she wanted to give facts showing
the falsity of Dobrovolsky's evidence.
Topeshkina, an expectant mother, was phys-
ically ejected from the courtroom, while
the audience howled at her.

The "commasndant of the court,"
K.G.B. Colonel Tsirkunenko, did not allow
witness L. Katz back into the court after
a recess, and told her, "If you had given
other evidence, you could have stayed."

None of the witnesses have been
allowed to stay in the court after giving
evidence, although they are obliged to
stay under Soviet law. Appeals by the
witnesses on the basis of Article 283 of
the Code of Criminal Procedure went un-~
heeded, and the judge said sharply to
witness V. Vinogradova, "You can just
leave the court under Article 283."

The courtroom is filled with spe-
cially-selected people -~ officials of
the K.G.B. and volunteer militia -- who
give the appearance of an open public
trial. These people make a noise, laugh,
and insult the accused and the witnesses.
Judge Mironov had made no attempt to pre-
vent these violations of order. Not one
of the blatant offenders has been ejected
from the hall.

In this tense atmosphere, there
can be no pretense that the trial is ob-
Jjective, that there is any Jjustice or
legality about it. The sentence was de-
cided from the very start.

We appeal to world public opinion,
and in the first place to the Soviet pub-
lic opinion. We appeal to everyone in
whom conscience is alive and who have
sufficient courage:

Demand public condemnation of this
shameful trial and the punishment of those



guilty of perpetrating it!

Demand the release of the accused
from arrest!

Demand a new trial with the obser-
vance of all legal norms and with the
presence of international observers!

Citizens of our country! This
trial is a stain on the honor of our
state and on the conscience of every one
of us. You yourselves elected this court
and these Jjudges -- demand that they be
deprived of the posts which they have
abused. Today it is not only the fate of
the three accused which is in danger ~--
their trial is no better than the cele-
brated trials of the nineteen-thirties,
which involved us in so much shame and so
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much blood that we have still not recov-

ered from themn.

- We pass this appeal to the Western

progressive press, and ask for it to be

published and broadcas®t by radio as soon
as possible. We are not, sending this re-
quest to Soviet newspapers because that

is hopeless.

Larisa Bogoraz-Daniel
Moscow, V-261,
Leninsky Prospei 85,
Flat 3.

Pavel Litvinov
" Moscow, K-1, Ulitsa Aleksei
Tolstoy 8,

Flat 78.

SUPPORT THE APPEAL OF PAVEL LITVINOV AND LARISA DANIEL!

[The following statement was issued

by the United Secretariat of the Fourth
International, the World Party of the So-
cialist Revolution, founded by Lecn Trot-

sky in 1938.]

* Xk ¥

The United Secretariat of the
Fourth International hails the appeal to
world public opinion issued by Pavel Lit-
vinov and Larisa Bogoraz-Daniel in con-
nection with the Ginzburg trial in Mos-
cow and asks revolutionary socialists and
communists throughout the world to re-
spond to the request in the appeal; mame-
ly, to reproduce it as widely as possible
in order to help the Soviet Union to de-
finitively rid itself of the Stalinist
crew.

The Ginzburg trial, following on
the trial of Daniel and Sinyavsky, has
shown that if there is no longer such
terror as raged in the thirties and for-
ties, bureaucratic despotism has never
been done away with and Soviet democracy
8till does not exist, despite a certain

number of measures of mere liberalization.

But the appeal of Pavel Litvinov
and Larisa Bogoraz-Daniel shows that the
resistance to the despotism is growing.
The defendants no longer "confess," wit-
nesses resist judges of the Vishinsky
stripe, most intellectuals are asking the
Soviet authorities to stop persisting in
scandalous practices, a minority has fi-
nally issued an appeal without fearing
to place at stake the freedom of the
signers.

Soviet society must be helped in
getting rid of a bureaucratic power,
which from the time of Stalin to his suc-
cessors of today has defiled the cause of
socialism. From their cowardice in defend-
ing Vietnam against U.S5. imperialism to
their virulent attitude toward nonconform-
ist young intellectuals, runs a common
thread -- the effort to maintain the
status quo. This holds on the interna-
tional scale with the United States and
on a domestic scale in the Soviet Union;
they seek to maintain the status quo in
favor of bureaucratic privileges against
the interests of the masses both in the
Soviet Union and elsewhere in the world.

Soviet society today is no longer
threatened by the danger of a capitalist
restoration. The actual threat is the one
to the progress of socialism represented
by the leadership of the Soviet Union.

All those who aspire to achieve a
democratic socialist society, all the
workers, all the peoples whose economic
status is of a colonial type, all the in-~
tellectuals worthy of the name, will re-
spond to the appeal of Pavel Litvinov. and
Larisa Bogoraz-Daniel.

Down with "Moscow trials" -- those
of today as well as those of the thirties!

Long live Soviet democracy, the
best means of reinforcing the conquests
of October and of assuring the progress
of the USSR toward socialism in intimate
association with the world socialist rev-
olution.
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SASKATCHEWAN LABORITES DEMAND END TO CANADA'S COMPLICITY IN VIETNAM WAR

Toronto

The largest single component of
Canada's labor party, the Saskatchewan
section of the New Democratic party, is
demanding the complete withdrawal of U.S.
troops and an immediate end to Ottawa's
complicity in the war.

The Saskatchewan section has 33,500
members. The 535 delegates, who passed
the motion at their annual convention in
December, directed the federal leadership
to advance this peace policy. Up to now
they have been scandalously silent on
Vietnam.

The resolution reads as follows:

"And whereas the presence of
500,000 American soldiers in South Vietnam
constitutes the major obstacle to the
Vietnamese attaining these rights,

"And whereas the Canadian govern-
ment supports and aids this totally un-
Just American intervention with diplo-

matic, moral and material support,

"And whereas the danger of thermo-
nuclear war grows imminent;

"Therefore be it resolved that the
New Democratic Party demand an immediate
end to Canadian complicity in the Vietnam
war, an immediate cessation of sales of
war material to the U.S. and, more impor-
tant, that the Canadian government speak
out clearly to disassociate itself from
American policy in Vietnam.

"And be it further resolved that
the New Democratic Party call for immedi-
ate and unconditional cessation of bomb-
ing and use of napalm snd white phospho-
rous, followed by complete withdrawal of
American forces from Vietnam and a settle-
ment based upon the principle of self-
determination for all the Vietnamese peo-
ple.

"And be it further resolved that
we direct our National Executive and our
federal M.P.'s to actively advance this
policy."
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