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QUIZ TEST: Was it Johnson or Nixon who said: "l refuse to be
the first President to preside over an American defeat'? See
page 891.
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Gas in Vietnam

‘Routinely Used’

In 1965, when it first became known
that the U.S. was using tear gas in
Vietnam, Secretary of State Dean Rusk
told reporters, "We do not expect that
gas will be used in ordinary military
operations.”

The gas, he claimed, would be used
for "riot control,” as a "humanitarian”
way to spare Vietnamese civilians from
being shot up by American troops.

In mid-September 1969 the Pentagon
was still peddling this line, but the Sep-
tember 29 New York Times reported
that a special study by the U.S. com-
mand in Saigon submitted to the Pen-
tagon a year ago showed this claim
to be a lie.

Tear gas, the Times said, "had rare-
ly been used to save civilian lives.
Furthermore, it {the U.S. command in
Vietnam] said it doubted that tear gas
could be used in Vietnam for that pur-
pose.”

In its recent statement, the Pentagon
declared: "Riot-control agents are par-
ticularly useful in reducing civilian ca-
sualties when the enemy has infiltrated
into population centers . . . "

The U.S. army has used 13.7 mil-
lon pounds of tear gas in Southeast
Asia since 1964. Its main use is to
drive Vietnamese freedom fighters or
civilians in "hostile" villages out into
the open where they can be slaugh-
tered by air strikes and artillery. The
use of gas as a weapon of war is spe-
cifically prohibited by the 1925 Gene-
va Protocol, which has never been rat-
ified by the U.S. Senate.

The claim that gas is not used in
"ordinary military operations” has now
been dropped. "Last week's statement
by the Pentagon,” the Times said,
"clearly indicated that American pol-
icy had shifted and that tear gas was
routinely used in combat.”

You Can Say That Again

»The steady deterioration of Post Office
services is a national scandal. Incredible
delays in delivery, general mismanage-
ment, and postal rates that keep rising
are creating a disastrous situation for
printers who depend upon postal service
to meet the needs of their customers.” —
From the editorial page of the Septem-
ber issue of the trade journal Printing
Impressions.
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"“Sucked into the Vietham War Like Boobs"

Another War Criminal in the White House

By Les Evans

Nixon has received a number of set-
backs in his effort to get the Amer-
ican people to grant him more time
to continue the U. S. aggression in Viet-
nam.

A new ground swell of campus an-
tiwar activity, the refusal voiced by
leading members of Congress Septem-
ber 29 to go along with the admin-
istration's proposed "moratorium”" on
war criticism, and a general rise in
antiwar sentiment—shown by public
opinion polls — constitute only the most
dramatic examples.

Public anger has been deepened still
further by the arrogant attitude of the
White House toward it critics, and by
two major scandals related to the war
in Vietnam: the Green Beret murder
case, and the "secret" escalation of U. S.
military intervention in Laos.

Nixon set the "public be damned"
tone in his September 26 news confer-
ence—his first in' three months, and
only the third such press briefing since
he has been in office—when he re-
jected, out of hand, setting any spe-
cific date for the withdrawal of Amer-
ican troops from Vietnam.

He accused even members of his own
party who have raised such propos-
als, such as Republican Senator
Charles E. Goodell, of trying to "un-
dercut and destroy the negotiating po-
sition we have in Paris.”

Nixon dismissed the student antiwar
movement in the most insulting way:

"As far as this kind of activity is
concerned," he said, "we expect it. How-
ever, under no circumstances will I be
affected whatever by it."

When questioned about reports of
American combat operations in Laos,
the commander-in-chief denied that any
U.S. troops were in Laos "on a com-
bat basis." According to him, Amer-
ican planes were merely engaged in
"aerial reconnaissance.”

Since this sounded thin, he added:
"We do have, perhaps, some other ac-
Jities." What they were, he refused to

Y.

The "other activities” may be judged
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by a report in the September 23 Wash-
ington Post:

"American aircraft are now flying
more sorties in Laos than they were
in North Vietnam at the height of the
bombing, which is some 12,500 sor-
ties a month.”

A public opinion sampling taken Sep-
tember 14-17 by the Louis Harris or-
ganization showed that only 35 per-
cent of those polled approved Nixon's
handling of the war in Vietnam. This
was down twelve points from June.

Such a precipitous decline suggests
only one conclusion. The broad pub-
lic has lost patience with Nixon. Up-
on taking office he appealed for time
to put into effect his "secret plan” to
end the war. He was granted time.
Now the time is up. Nixon's policy
of stretching things out is bankrupt.

The popular repudiation of Nixon's
course has further widened the split
on this question within the ruling class.
The division over tactics —not over the
"principle” of military aggression — be-
gan with the rise of the antiwar move-
ment after Johnson escalated the con-
flict.

A considerable sector of top busi-
nessmen and capitalist politicians have
now become convinced that it is not
possible to crush the Vietnamese revo-
lution by military means, and that to
continue the attempt will entail too
high a price in terms of social ten-
sions at home and loss of pres-
tige abroad.

A recent poll of 325 top U.S. busi-
ness executives showed the growth of
this split over tactics even in the high-
est echelons of American finance cap-
ital. The survey, taken by Daniel Yan-
kelovich, Inc.,, a New York "attitude-
research firm," was summarized in the
September issue of Fortune, an ex-
pensive business monthly published in
Chicago.

"When asked which national prob-
lems seemed 'most pressing and crit-
ical,’" the Fortune article said, "the cor-
porate panel placed Vietnam at the top
of the list by a considerable margin."

Some 49 percent of the executives
interviewed took this position.

"Many executives pointed out that
Vietnam has a bearing on practical-
ly all the other major problems fac-
ing the nation. An Illinois insurance
executive remarked: 'We were sucked
into the Vietnam war like boobs,
wasting our resources and brains that
should be applied to our social prob-
lems, ghettos, and control of crime.’
Though his language was harsher than
most, he reflected the prevailing
mood. . . .

"More than a quarter of the execu-
tives said they had converted from
hawks to doves in the past year alone,
and others indicated they had turned
lukewarm on the war even earlier.”

Nixon's response to this feeling, not
to mention the fresh upsurge of an-
ger over the war among those who
suffer its costs, has been to mimic John-
son. Like a nineteenth century thes-
pian, he reads declamations cooked up
by his team of speech writers from
the Madison Avenue advertising agen-
cies. His lieutenants in Congress add
their bit to his flag-waving oratory.

For instance, Senate Republican lead-
er Hugh Scott and House of Repre-
sentatives Republican leader Gerald R.
Ford appealed September 29 for a six-
ty-day "moratorium” on all criticism
of Nixon's policy in Vietnam.

This pitch, which was strictly for the
birds, was rejected by leading congres-
sional Democrats and by other Repub-
lican politicians.

Taking another lesson from the man
from whom he inherited the war, Nix-
on had the TV cameras set up in the
White House Rose Garden. There, on
September - 30, he presented a Presi-
dential Unit Citation for bravery to
a group of U.S. marines. Then he
read his script — one no doubt pre-
pared by one of Johnson's former
speech writers— urging the American
people not to "buckle and run away,”
accusing his critics of wanting to "cut
and run."

A little more than a year ago John-

891



son was spouting in the same way
against the ‘"nervous nellies" who
wanted to "tuck tail and run."

Nixon spelled out his objective in
Vietnam —and it was not a "negoti-
ated settlement” or an end to the war
at all. Senator Hugh Scott, Nixon's
congressional mouthpiece, told re-
porters October 1 that his boss had
declared he would not be "the first Pres-
ident to preside over an American de-
feat.”

This is the real reason why Nixon
is stalling for time, why he refuses to
give in to the demands to end the war.
He and his supporters know that an
American withdrawal from Vietnam
would mean a victory for the Viet-
namese revolution. It would have an
incalculable impact on revolutionary
movements around the world and
would mark a major setback for Amer-
ican imperialism.

As for Nixon's congressional oppo-
sition, they give the appearance of
dancing between the frying pan and
the fire. They voted for the war. They
have kept financing it out of the pub-
lic treasury. Virtually all of them be-
gan as hawks. But the public is get-
ting more and more aroused.

Consequently, these congressmen are
in deathly fear of suddenly finding
themselves isolated; and, maybe,
going down like Johnson.

This has brought many top Demo-
crats, including Senators Edward Ken-
nedy, Eugene McCarthy, and Edmund
Muskije, to go so far as to endorse
the nationwide student Moratorium
against the war October 15.

What cheap politics! If a single one
of them felt the least bit of genuine
opposition to the war, he would be
utilizing every power of his office to
impeach Nixon as a war criminal, and
to shut off funds for the war.

Instead, these cynical machine pol-
iticians, who share the guilt of Nix-
on and Johnson for the war, talk about
the October 15 demonstration as a
"moral event."

What they are really after is to gain
the moral aura of being "antiwar"
while continuing the dirty business of
backing Nixon with dollars and help-
ing to cover up his war crimes.

James Reston in his column in the
September 28 New York Times tried
to apologize for them:

"We are not operating in the United
States under the parliamentary sys-
tem, where a Prime Minister can be
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confronted by a vote of no-confidence
and brought down overnight by a
vote of the majority opposition. Mr.
Nixon is in office for four years. The
Congress cannot dragoon him unless
it is either prepared to deny him funds
to carry on the war or impeach him,
neither of which they have the will nor
the votes to do."

Neither of which they have the will
nor the votes to do! Well said, espe-
cially about their lack of guts.

The effective opposition to the Nix-
on-Johnson war program is not in
Congress. It is on the campuses and
in the streets. It is in the independent
antiwar movement, particularly the
Student Mobilization Committee.

The SMC is working with the orga-
nizers of the October 15 Moratorium
to help build that action into a genu-
ine mass militant repudiation of gov-
ernment policy.

The SMC has been the most con-
sistent advocate of the uncompro-

Laos

mising demand, "Bring the GIs Home
Now!"

One of the most promising signs for
the antiwar movement— and one of the
biggest headaches for Nixon-—has been
the unprecedented response to antiwar
organizers on campuses around thy
country since the schools opened this
fall.

Business meetings of the SMC have
turned into mass meetings at hundreds
of campuses across the country.

The September 20 Washington Post
commented: "The SMC is . .. rapidly
rising to replace SDS [Students for a
Democratic Society] as the most visi-
ble leader of campus activists.”

The SMC has launched a "No Peace
for Nixon" campaign. This will include
demonstrations wherever Nixon speaks
in the United States, as well as the
October 15 Moratorium, a November
14 nationwide- student strike, and the
November 15 march on Washington,
with a simultaneous march in San
Francisco.

"Little But a Shooting Range’

Despite Nixon's assertion that no
U. 8. troops are in Laos "on a combat
basis" and that only "aerial reconnais-
sance" flights are made over that coun-
try, more and more facts about the
"secret” war are leaking out.

The September 23 Washington Post
reported: "American advisers, both ci-
vilian and military, are instructing Lao
troops, American pilots are flying air
cover, and last week a dispatch from
the field disclosed that Thai troops
dressed in Lao army uniforms pen-
etrated the Plaine des Jarres. . . .
they] were provided with = heavy
United States logistical and air sup-
port."

But the American bombing of Laos
is the most alarming and as yet lit-
tle-known activity in the "secret" war.
Stanley Karnow, writing in the Sep-
tember 29 Washington Post, said that
U.S. aircraft "are bombing areas of
the country more intensely than North
Vietnam was hit prior to the bombing
halt last fali." The Post has estimated
that some 12,500 bombing sorties a
month are flown over the country —
more than at the height of the bomb-

ing of North Vietnam.

A description of the effects of this
campaign was supplied by T.D. All-
man, writing from Vientiane in the
October 1 New York Times:

"The restraints on the United States
in bombing Laotian targets have been
significantly relaxed over the last six
months. . . .

"Refugees from the Plaine des Jarres
area say that during recent months
most open spaces have been evacu-
ated. Both civilians and soldiers have
retreated into the forests or hills and
frequently spend most of the daylight
hours in caves or tunnels. Refugees
said they could only plow their fields
at night because they were unsafe
during the day.

"'So long as the United States bomb-
ing continues at its new level,’ a Eu-
ropean diplomat said here this week,
'so-called Communist territory is lit-
tle but a shooting range. . . .’

"The Laotian war, according to Gov-
ernment figures, so far has produced
more than 600,000 refugees, or abo’
a quarter of the population of -
kingdom."”
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Czechoslovakia

As Expected — A Purge in Stalin’s Style

By Gerry Foley

A heavy police guard ringed Hrad-
cany Castle in Prague when the ple-
num of the Central Committee of the
KSC [Komunisticka Strana Ceskoslo-
venska — Communist party of Czecho-
slovakia] opened September 25. The
borders of the country had been closed
to newsmen and tourists. Reports cir-
culated of police alerts in Prague and
other cities.

On the eve of the Central Commit-
tee plenum, the Prague City Commit-
tee of the KSC expelled seventeen an-
ti-Stalinist members, including Bohu-
mil Simon, the organizer of the spe-
cial party congress held in August 1968
in defiance of the Soviet occupation.
The morning of the day the CC ple-
num opened, five members of the par-
liament of the Czech lands resigned.

Already, a week before the plenum,
political arrests' had begun. Dr. Ru-
dolf Battek, an anti-Stalinist member
of parliament; and Vladimir Nepras,
a former member of the staff of the
banned anti-Stalinist weekly, the Re-
portér, were seized on political charges.

Battek and Nepras were among the
authors of a second 2,000-word man-
ifesto, the West German weekly Der
Spiegel reported in its September 29
issue. This declaration, which has been
circulating in Prague for more than
a month, boldly denounced the rein-
stitution of a climate of bureaucratic
terror:

"We despise the censorship. Its in-
troduction relegates us to the place of
those pitiable nations that do not have
freedom to speak to themselves or to
address the rest of the world; it makes
impossible the existence of an informed
public opinion; it encourages the prop-
agation of absurdities; it makes it more
difficult to keep a check on the gov-
ernment; it protects incompetent func-
tionaries and permits other immoral-
ities."

Inside the heavily guarded castle,
Gustav Husak, who replaced the re-
“rmer Alexander Dubcek as Com-

nist party secretary at the May Cen-
tral Committee plenum, delivered a
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speech announcing the long predicted
purge of the party:

"In order to restore the unity of our
party on the principled bases of Marx-
ist-Leninist teaching, it is essential to
keep up a daily struggle against
right-opportunist forces and views in
our party. It is essential to win over
to our side, and convince, wavering
and disoriented but honest members
of the party. It is essential to purge
the party of those persons who stub-
bornly hold to incorrect political and
ideological positions—or who, de-
spite the fact that they hold party
cards, wage an active struggle against
the political program and aims of the
party. Today we are presenting a se-
ries of proposals for the expulsion from
the Central Committee of those of its
members who have deviated from the
positions of Marxism-Leninism, who
have compromised the party in eriti-
cal times, and who have shown no
tendency either to abandon serious er-
rors or to give aid to the party in
a difficult situation.”

Thirty-three Communist party lead-
ers most closely associated with the
post-January 1968 de-Stalinization fell
victim to the purge. Dubcek was
stripped of all his posts except mem-
bership in the Central Committee. His
most popular supporter, Josef Smrkov-
sky, was expelled from the Central
Committee and removed from his posts
as chairman of the Chamber of the
People and deputy chairman of the fed-
eral assembly.

Also expelled from the. Central Com-
mittee were Marie Mikova, the vice-
chairman of the Chamber of the Peo-
ple; Milan Hiibl, former rector of the
party political academy; Jiri Hajek,
minister of foreign affairs at the time
of the August 21 invasion; Zbynek
Vokrouhlicky, former chairman of the
Ceskoslovensky Svaz Mladeze [Union
of Czechoslovak Youth];  Zdenek Mly-
nar, a member of Dubcek's staff and
a coauthor of the Action Program, the
official blueprint for de-Stalinization;
and Frantisek Vlasak, minister of state

planning during the "Prague spring.”

Three members of the Central Com-
mittee were expelled from the party —
General Vaclav Prechlik, former top
political officer of the Czechoslovak ar-
my; Vaclav Slavik, a journalist and
former Central Committee secretary
close to Smrkovsky; and Alfred Cer-
ny, South Moravian regional party
leader, who was co-opted to the Cen-
tral Committee August 31, 1968.

General Prchlik is assumed to have
stood especially high in the Soviet
blacklist. He was removed from his
army command in the spring of 1968
as a result of Soviet pressure after he
denounced Kremlin domination of the
Warsaw Pact forces. He was also
among those who refused to vote for
ratification of the treaty authorizing the
stationing of Soviet troops on Czecho-
slovak territory.

Frantisek Sorm, president of the
Czechoslovak Academy of Sciences, was
"authorized to resign" from the Cen-
tral Committee. Sorm may have been
removed in retaliation for the Black
Book published by the Academy of
Sciences. This publication was a tell-
ing refutation of the Soviet White Book,
a piece of crude propaganda put out
to justify the August 21 intervention.

The following eighteen persons were
also "authorized to resign": Josef Spa-
cek, one of the most popular anti-Sta-
linist leaders; Bohumil Simon, chair-
man of the Prague City Committee of
the Communist party during the Czech
spring; Josef Boruvka, minister of ag-
riculture during the de-Stalinization;
Jirt Judl; Vladimir Kabrna; Josef
Hauer; M. Fiserova, president of the
Union of Czech Women and one of
the twenty-four members co-opted to
the Central Committee August 31, 1968;
L. Hrdinova; Antonin Krotek; Zdenek
Smolik; Jaroslav Balaj; Bedrich Kra-
lik; Ivan Malek; Ludmilla Jankovcova;
Jirina Zelenkova; Josef Zuda; Josef
Svoboda; and Martin Vaculik.

Oldrich Cernik was stripped of his
membership in the Central Committee
bureau for the Czech lands but allowed
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Kresha: LOCHMAN

This cartoon appeared in the April 1969 issue of Reporter. The opportunist in the fore-
ground has written "Long Live" on his placard but is awaiting the outcome of the melee
before filling in the name of the beloved new leader.

to remain as federal premier. Cernik
has been classed in the "center" group
wavering between Husdk and Dubcek.

Reporting Cernik's drop in status,
Havlin, the chief of the Czech press
relations bureau, said September 29
that the premier had talked freely about
"his part in the responsiblity for the
poor results ... and helped - in the
search for the source of these failings.
His contribution to the discussion was
honest and honorable and that is why
he has again been entrusted with
forming the government.”

Others dropped from membership in
the bureau for the Czech lands were
Cestmir Cisar, considered one of the
main inspirers of the reform program;
Jaroslav Karhan; Vojtech Matejcka;
and Kare] Simek.

The purge seemed to have virtually
eliminated the influence of the reform-
ist faction in the higher party bodies.
At the same time, most of those pro-
moted to replace the ousted reformers
seemed to be Stalinist hacks.

Dubcek's place on the party Presidi-
um was taken by Josef Kempny, the
chief of the party ideological commis-
sion and the director of the crackdown
on the press. Kempny also became
premier of the Czech lands, forming
a new government coming closer to
the Kremlin's specifications.

Miroslav Moc, the editor of the "pur-
ified" party daily Rudé Prdvo, was
added to the Central Committee, along
with Pavel Auersperg, a former close
associate of the old-line Stalinist ex-
party secretary and ex-president Anto-
nin Novotny.
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Two supporters of the Soviet inva-
sion, Drahomir Kolder and Oldrich
Svestka, were co-opted to the Bureau
for the Czech Lands.

The purge in the top party bodies
was, however, only to be the first step
in an all-embracing "purification” of the
party, Husak said.

"The Central Committee must, there-
fore, be an example to the party orga-
nizations at the regional and area lev-
els, inspiring them to purge the op-
portunistic elements from their ranks
and reinforce their ideological unity.
But the principal field of battle remains
in the rank-and-file organizations.

Husak announced that all party
cards would have to be turned in at
the end of the year and would be re-
issued only to "those militants faithful
to the program of the party and who
support it actively."

Husdk made it clear that the purge
would extend to all areas of the so-
ciety: "On all levels we must step up
the political struggle to purge the mass
organizations of opportunistic influ-
ence, especially in the trade unions and
the youth movements. We must give
special attention to the selection of lead-
ers in these large and influential or-
ganizations.

"Complex work awaits us also on
the cultural front, in the area of edu-
cation, science, and art. These areas
have been strongly infected by oppor-
tunist tendencies. The party cannot sur-
render its influence over such sensitive
components of our society."

It was strongly suggested that the

"purification" of Czechoslovak society
would be accompanied by a resurrec-
tion of the inquisitorial spirit of the
purge trials in the fifties.

"Sometimes we hesitate to use the term
'counterrevolutionary forces,” on thd
basis that counterrevolution alwaW
means direct armed struggle against
the revolutionary forces of the working
class, shootings, murders, etc.

"But if we consider the workers move-
ment, guided by the principles of Marx-
ism-Leninism and by the Communist
party, to be the basic revolutionary
tendency in contemporary society, then
the forces antagonistic to this move-
ment, antagonistic to the basic goals
of the revolutionary movement, have
always been—and this was true ob-
jectively in our case — counterrevolu-
tionary forces, no matter what the lev-
el of their activity . . ."

In addition to purges and victimiza-
tions, Husak indicated that harsh po-
lice repression was planned to wipe
out any remaining possibility of resis-
tance:

"The experience of the revolutionary
struggle in the world and in our coun-
try demonstrates that after being de-
feated in open battle, antisocialist and
right-wing forces resort more and more
to illegal and semilegal methods of
struggle, calling for passive resistance,
sabotage, and individual terror. They
seek to organize subversive activity.
They try to hold onto positions in var-
ious branches of culture, education, the
government and economic apparatus.
They hide, they want to ‘'hibernate,
waiting for new opportunities, new mis-
takes."

On October 3 Le Monde reported that
the bureau of the federal assembly had
lifted General Prchlik's parliamentary
immunity and that a judicial investi-
gation of his activities was in progress.
Attacks continued against Josef Pavel,
the minister of the interior at the time
of the invasion. Pavel is accused of
having provided false identity cards
for top Czech CP officials, including
Smrkovsky and Cisar, to enable them
to leave the country.

The - Communist party university
committees in Prague, Brno, Bratisla-
va, and Kosice have been reported dis-
solved.

In preparation for purging his de-
partment, the new minister of educa-
tion, Jaromir Hrbek, has sent a q
tionnaire to all individuals conne
with the ministry which requires them
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to answer personal questions and de-
nounce all officials "discredited by
their attitude and their antiparty and
anti-Soviet acts.”

The questionnaire includes this

rning: "Do you realize that any de-
viation from the truth in your self-
criticism would strongly compromise
you and rule out any effort to help
you? Do you realize that you will al-
so be judged by your collaborators
and that any differences between their
statements and yours will be studied?"

The liquidation of the last vestiges
of democratic freedoms and legality in
Czechoslovakia went hand in hand with
the most abject obeisance to the So-
viet Union. Husak proclaimed that the
USSR and the other Warsaw Pact
powers had acted in the interests of
socialism and the world workers
movement when they invaded Czecho-
slovakia.

"In the situation that developed in
the summer of 1968, the entry of al-
lied troops was motivated by the in-
terests of defending socialism in
Czechoslovakia from right-wing, anti-
socialist, and counterrevolutionary
forces, by the common interests of the
security of the socialist camp, and by
the class interests of the Communist
and workers movement.

"In no sense was it an act of ag-
gression against the people; it did not
represent an occupation of Czecho-
slovak territory or a suppression of
freedom and the socialist order in our
country.”

Husédk's denunciation of the Au-
gust 21 declaration of the party Pre-
sidium which condemned the Warsaw
Pact powers' intervention was written
into the resolution of the plenum. The
Presidium statement was rescinded on
the basis that it "did not proceed from
a class standpoint, was non-Marxist,
and fundamentally in error.”

Husak did not explain, however, why
he himself had opposed the Soviet in-
vasion in August 1968 or what had
induced him to change his mind. He
also failed to note that his declaration
represented a vindication for his col-
league Vasil Bildk, who, symbolical-
ly, chaired the opening session of the
plenum.

Bildk, an early defender of the So-
viet invasion, was pictured in an un-
flz%ttering way in many of the car-
ons current in the weeks following
the occupation. One caricature of the
period showed him delivering a dec-

October 13, 1969

laration from the natural aperture at
the rear of an elephant marked with
the Soviet symbol.

Even while he acclaimed the "so-
cialist" motives of the invasion, Hu-
sdk confirmed speculation that the
object of the Soviet attack was to pre-

",

vent the fourteenth Czechoslovak
party congress from convening as
scheduled early in September 1968.

This congress had been expected to
enact a program of democratic re-
forms in the structure of the state and
the party. There was an unprecedent-
ed measure of democracy in the elec-
tion of delegates.

"Right-wing and antisocialist forces
used this situation to develop a broad
assault in connection with the Four-
teenth Party Congress. For all prac-
tical purposes, the party leadership
lost control of the preparations for the
congress. By organizational means
and especially through the help of the
mass communications media, the right-
wing and antisocialist forces exercised
a decisive influence on the election of
delegates to the congress and of the
candidates for the new Central Com-
mittee.

"They did so with the clear aim of
seizing control of the party at this
congress. This matter of advancing the
date for convening the congress, the
unpreparedness of the party leader-
ship, and the aggressiveness of the
right-wing forces increased the danger
to the development of socialism in our
country. It also deepened the crisis in
the relations between us and our sis-
ter parties."

Husak put the entire blame for the
invasion and its consequences on the
Czechoslovak party leadership: "It can
be said that a more frank execution
of our party policy could have pre-

vented the entry of troops onto our:

territory in August 1968 as well as
the political and psychological compli-
cations and consequences this caused
at home and abroad."”

The special party congress held af-
ter the invasion, under the protection
of the Prague workers and with the
overwhelming support of the popula-
tion, came in for heavy fire. Echo-
ing Husak's speech, the plenum reso-
lution declared that congress and all
its works invalid.

Husdk stressed the irregular na-
ture of the congress, pointing to the
fact that most of the Slovak delegates
had been unable to attend. However,

many anti-Stalinist Czechoslovak lead-
ers point out that none of the present
leaders of the party and the state
gained their posts through free elec-
tions.

The Central Committee plenum did
not, however, yet represent a complete
victory for the old-line Stalinists and
Kremlin toadies. Husak criticized the
Novotny regime for "gross violations
of legality" and for its inability to ad-
just to the de-Stalinization process of
1953-56.

While concentrating his fire on the
Dubcek faction, Husak also took one
swipe at the most brazen quislings:
"Speaking about party unity, it must
be said that in some places old sec-
tarian tendencies have appeared which
impede our progress and weaken our
consistent struggle against right oppor-
tunism as the main danger.”

The ousted reformers may face still
further abasement. Dubcek has not yet
been forced to make a self-criticism.
He was accused of incompetence and
weakness but not crimes. Even the
Kremlin collaborator Alois Indra took
a moderate tone for the time being
in criticizing the ousted leader.

But the fact that no crimes have
been attributed to Dubcek is no guar-
antee for the future. In a recent Rudé
Pravo interview, arch-conservative Va-
sil Bilak recalled that the Hungarian
premier Kadar had warned him in the
spring of 1968: "Be careful no Czecho-
slovak Imre Nagy develops in your
country. Nagy also was not ill-inten-
tioned; but the logic of things brought
him into the camp of the enemy." Na-
gy's innocent intentions, obviously, did
not save him from the executioner.

Pravda has described the plenum as
the "first step in the consolidation of
the party and Czechoslovak society, a
decisive turn by the party from the
policy of reformism, Social Democra-
cy, and nationalism to the policy and
practice of Marxism-Leninism . . ."

It remains to be seen what steps the
Kremlin will take next in its efforts
to shore up the badly shaken Stalin-
ist governmental structure in Czecho-
slovakia.

Literacy Drive Among Berlin Cops

To show that they are at least politi-
cally literate in arguing with students
during university incidents, West Berlin
policemen are beginning voluntary train-
ing in Marxism, Leninism, and related
subjects.
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Yugoslavia

Widespread Strikes

"Like hunted hares, the party and
trade-union functionaries raced through
the center of Yugoslavia's largest port
city. 'Stop thief!' the striking proletar-
ians shouted after the union financial
director, Josip Cujec, who escaped in-
to the Torpedo concern buildings."

That is how the September 22 issue
of Der Spiegel described a tense mo-
ment in the harbor workers' strike last
June in the Croation port of Rijeka.

According to the West German weekly,
the harbor strike resembled a virtual
insurrection in its violence. "The dock
workers in Rijeka armed themselves
with cables four and a half feet long
and an inch and a half thick—they
wanted to lynch their bankrupt union
leadership. Floor by floor they cleaned
out the office building of their enter-
prise. Under a rain of blows, the gen-
eral director, Kazimir Jelovica, fled to
the Bonanija Hotel. His colleague Dr.
Josko Vukov ran into the hotel and
was beaten up in the foyer."

The violence of the strike was attrib-
uted to low wages in the industry and
lack of response to repeated protests.
Der Spiegel reported that dock workers
in Ploce, who struck along with the
Rijeka workers, protested in vain three
times last year against average wages
equivalent to US$25 a month.

In their latest action, the dockers used
direct action. "The workers then re-
voked all the resolutions of the union
and self-management council contrary
to the interests of the workingman—
that is, cuts in wages and overtime
pay, curtailment of vacations and sick
leave,” according to Der Spiegel.

The authorities imposed harsh pen-
alties on the eight alleged leaders of
the strike. One worker, Ismet Kunovec,
was sentenced to two years and ten
months in prison.

Despite this harsh repression, how-
ever, the union and management of-
ficials have reportedly not yet regained
their confidence: "The chiefs are still
suffering from the shock of the rebellion.
They do not dare to return to their
desks. Some of the leading officials are

896

afraid even to stay overnight in their
own homes."

The presidium of the Yugoslav trade-
union federation has rejected the strike
as "a means of pressure." Nonetheless,
the harbor workers' strike represents
only one of the more dramatic episodes
in a rising tide of strikes in Yugoslavia.
While only 139 strikes were recorded
in 1966, 2,000 were reported in 1968.

In 1969 the strike wave swept all
of the six Yugoslav republics. This mili-
tancy extended even to the Yugoslav
workers outside the country.

Der Spiegel reported that 380 emi-
grant workers at Verolme Werft in Rot-
terdam struck not only against their
capitalist employers but also against
the Yugoslav firm Industromontaza,
which hired them out to the Dutch con-
cern. The workers accused Industro-
montaza of exploiting them like a slave
master by collecting part of their wages.

The strike wave acquired momentum
under the impetus of rapid inflation.
Already this year, the cost of living

Venezuela

has risen by 7.3 percent. Rents have
increased by 18.7 percent. Under these
conditions, the regime seems afraid to
impose a strike ban.

Der Spiegel listed the following e;
amples of labor unrest in 1969:

® In January, the auto mechanics,
drivers, and commercial artists struck.

® In February, the building, metal,
and textile workers struck.

® In March, the clerks of the Subo-
tica district court and the workers at
the Jugostroj building trust struck.

® In April, steelworkers struck aswell
as the actors at the Zagreb Comedy.

® In May, the lumbermen, as well
as a section of the workers at Rako-
vica motor factory, staged a protest,
which was the first factory to initiate
workers self-management.

® In June, besides the Croatian dock-
ers, high-school teachers and students
struck in several areas.

® In August, the steelworkers in the
Celje works in Slovenia and the tex-
tile workers at the Hasan Brkic fac-
tory in Livno downed tools.

® In September, 450 locomotive ma-
chinists staged a warning strike against
the importation of electrical locomotives
which they feared would cost them
their jobs.

Internal Discussion

[The following is an account of a
clandestine press conference given by
Professor Sdez Mérida, one of thelead-
ers of the outlawed MIR (Movimiento
de la Izquierda Revolucionaria —Move-
ment of the Revolutionary Left) in Vene-
zuela. It was published in the Caracas
daily E! Nacional September 4. The
translation is by Intercontinental Press.]

* * *

Professor Simoén Saez Mérida said
yesterday in a press conference that the
entire MIR is engaged in a process of
questioning, which he considers "neces-
sary and inevitable."

Saez Mérida was accompanied by two
of his colleagues in the party leader-

in the MIR

ship — Carmelo Laborit and Jorge Ro-
driguez.

"The MIR,"” Saez Meérida said, "has
suffered many understandable internal
crises. Our pursuance of a revolu-
tionary line within a very complex na-
tional context, the blows we have suf-
fered from a powerful enemy, and our
own errors explain these conflicts in
part. Today we are undertaking a wide-
ranging and profound internal discus-
sion. We have no internal 'factions,’
but we do not preach any ridiculous
'monolithic unity' either. There is a
sharp ideologic struggle, a confronta-
tion of differing opinions.

"What is new, however, is that this ’
ternal debate is being directed in aceor-
dance with a new, extraordinary
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method, which breaks boldly from the
traditional schemas and organizational
routines. This method involves many
risks, but we hope that it will lead us
to reorganizing the party into a party
)f a new type."

He explained that everything was
being questioned —the party's leader-
ship, organizational structure, political
line, and methods of work. All the mem-
bers are participating in this discussion,
he said. He pointed out as well that it
was hoped that this questioning would
go beyond the MIR, promote discussion
throughout the revolutionary move-
ment, help to unify it on new bases, and
help in formulating a more flexible and
correct understanding of developments.

He said that this questioning is being
organized by a commission that
includes himself and the other leaders
Antonio Delgado Lozano, Carmelo La-
borit, and Jorge Rodriguez. A reporter
asked him if he had been taken back
into the party's general secretariat. He
replied that there was no general secre-
tariat because everything was being
questioned.

"What is the party's position on armed
struggle? "

"All that is taken up in the political
line that is under discussion.”

"Do you have a personal opinion
on this armed struggle question? "

"I have no personal opinion. My
points of view, like those of others, are
being discussed in the internal process
I have spoken about.

"Is it true that the MIR is negotiating
with the government to obtain legal
status?"”

"We are not engaging in any discus-
sions to get legalization.”

"Are you uninterested in obtaining
legal status? "

"It is not that we are uninterested.
We do not underestimate the im-
portance of legality. The situation is
that we are faced with legality in an
institutional context in Venezuela that
converts representative democracy into
a deception. If thisinstitutional machine-
ry is not dismantled, if the institutions
in Venezuela are not democratized, any
legal status for a left party will always
be, in one way or another, an unreal,
fictitious legality."

Saez Mérida made an additional com-
ment to explain what he meant by insti-
gtional machinery. He pointed out what

ppens when a left party has legal
status and decides to participate in elec-
tions. Then the machinery of the com-
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munications media, the bodies which
control these media, prevent this left
party's message from reaching the
masses. In short, it is accorded legal
status but the communications media
are closed to it.

"Rather than fighting for legality,” he
added immediately, "we prefer to strug-
gle for the democratization of the insti-
tutional system, the dismantling of the
machinery to which I have referred.

"For example,” he continued, "people
talk about defending law and order,
the rights established by the constitu-
tions. But the government is still re-
sorting to the expedient of mysterious
disappearances and torture.”

Professor Saez Mérida also referred
to the debates going on over the Judi-
cial Act. He said that this was a farci-
cal polemic between the government and
the opposition over the appointment of
judges, a squabble overthe bureaucratic
distribution of judicial posts in which
both parties want to impose a political
patronage system in the judicial branch
and at the same time present their
quarrel as a democratic and legal
debate.

"The Venezuelan people,” Sdez Mérida
said, "know that this is just one more
masquerade, because beneath these pre-

tenses repressive and institutional re-
alities exist and operate, which deprive
this legality of all meaning. In the last
ten years not only has an intensification
and militarization of repression devel-
oped but a diabolical police and judicial
machine as well as a precipitous mili-
tarization of the administration of
justice.”

In addition to his other statements,
Professor Saez Mérida protested against
Venezuela's participating in the maneu-
vers known as "Operacion Unitas X"
on the grounds that it involved a mech-
anism of military colonization whose
purpose was to bring Venezuela's forces
under the subordination of the armed
forces of the United States.

He noted that Venezuelan naval units
have been participating inthis operation
for ten years.

He expressed solidarity with the
strikers at Siderurgica y Lummus and
protested against the government's ar-
guments that this strike is illegal. He
added that although the laws guarantee
the right to strike, every time a strike
occurs it is declared illegal.

He called the workers' attention to
what he termed organizational struc-
tures whose only purpose is to frustrate
the workers struggles and resolve con-
flicts behind the backs of the masses.

Sweden Still Favors North Vietnam

After
Sweden's

fwenty-three years
Social Democratic

in office,
Pre-

mier Tage Erlander retired September
28 at the age of sixty-eight. He was
succeeded by the minister of education,
forty-two-year-old Olof Palme, a long-

TAGE ERLANDER

time protégé of Erlander.

Washington maintained chilly silence
over the change, for, if anything,
Palme is considered to take an even
more favorable attitude toward North
Vietnam than Erlander, who had al-
ready won the State Department's dis-
approval because his government rec-
ognized Hanoi and let the National
Liberation Front open an office in
Stockholm.

Erlander also permitted the Russell
War Crimes Tribunal to hold hearings
in Sweden after it was barred from
other European countries, under pres-
sure from the U. S.

In 1968 Olof Palme scandalized the
White House by joining the North
Vietnamese ambassador to Moscow in
an antiwar protest march in Stock-
holm.

The party congress that elected
Palme as the new premier also heard
Swedish Foreign Minister Torsten
Nilsson promise $40 million worth of
economic aid to North Vietnam.
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The 'Free’ World's Drug Capital

New York City, the richest city in
the richest country in the world, also
has the distinction of being the "big-
gest single point in world narcotics traf-
fic, both in terms of consumption and
distribution.”

This is the conclusion of a two-month
study of the narcotics problem by the
New York Times.

The Times presented its findings in
a series of four front-page articles in
its September 23-26 editions. The series
was written by Richard Severo. There
are, he said, an estimated 100,000
heroin addicts in the city. On the aver-
age each of them must spend $30 a
day to supply their habit—far more
than most New Yorkers can make on
a job.

"Dr. Michael Baden, associate medi-
cal examiner,” Severo said, "estimates
that the city's heroin users are spend-
ing at least $850-million a year with
pushers on the street, and may be steal-
ing as much as $2.6-billion a year in
property.”

The addicts are victims of capitalist
society. They are primarily black and
Puerto Rican, without education, with-
out jobs. Inturn they prey on the poor-
est sections of society—the black and
Puerto Rican communities of New York.

There is virtually no attempt on the
part of city or state officials to reha-
bilitate the addicts. Nor has a single
"responsible” official proposed the sim-
ple measure adopted in Britain of reg-
istering addicts who would not accept
rehabilitation and supplying them with
the drug as a way of eliminating the
multimillion dollar illegal narcotics
trade and separating the unfortunate
dependence on narcotics from its present
association with crime.

The police are paid off by the dope
pushers and make no serious effort to
cut off the supply at its source. The
Times reported:

"In slum neighborhoods, suspicion of
the relationship between the police and
drug pushers is widespread. Sources
within the Police Department said that
some of their colleagues were taking
bribes and that the department was
not doing enough to clean itself up.
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™The breakdown in law and order
does not start on the street,’ said one
detective, who asked that his name not
be used. 'It starts at a very high level
in the Police Department where top
brass protect the department, whether
it's right or wrong."

The cops, who operate in the non-
white ghettos as an occupying army,
make little effort to protect these com-
munities from the depredations of the
"junkies." In large sections of New
York — Harlem, much of the Lower
East Side, Hunts Point in the Bronx—
simple survival dictates a level of bru-
tality on the part of average citizens
that has little in common with the of-
ficial portraits of the "affluent” society.

"At least one large, organized group
of Puerto Ricans and Negroes," Severo
reports, "have beaten up pushers and
addicts on the Lower East Side. . ..

"Tenement-dwellers on the Lower East
Side have armed themselves not only
with clubs and knives, but also with
rifles and handguns, to protect them-
selves and their buildings. . . .

"Over and over the visitor finds evi-
dence that some neighborhoods have
become armed camps, filled with people
who believe that the only way to sur-
vive in New York in the year 1969
is with guns, knives and chemicals.”

The worst area is said to be Hunts
Point in the Bronx. In this area, Severo
says, "Many city services, such as po-
lice protection, garbage collection, water
supply —and citizen obligations, such
as payment of taxes, decent maintenance
of property, some semblance of civil
order—do not occur with any degree
of predictability. . . .

"On three of the worst streets, resi-
dents have less than a 1 in 20 chance
of dying a natural death. . . .

"Heroin addicts are everywhere in
Hunts Point — on street corners, in aban-
doned buildings, in occupied buildings,
on rooftops, in hallways, in base-
ments —buying and selling dope freely
and openly at all hours of the day. . . .

"And behind closed doors, wedged
tight with iron bars bolted to the floor,
sit the nonaddict residents of Hunts
Point, most of them Puerto Rican, many

of them with little knowledge of English
or what it takes to survive in New
York, wondering when they will be
mugged, or when their flats will be
burglarized, or when their children will
come home with a bag of heroin pui
chased in the schoolyard.”

Heroin addicts of fourteen are not
uncommon and it is reported that chil-
dren as young as eight have been tak-
ing the drug.

Heroin is big business. One kilogram
{2.2 pounds] costs about $4,000 in Mar-
seille. On its arrival in New York
it is sold to wholesalers for about
$24,000. When diluted and sold in in-
dividual doses, this original kilogram
can bring in as much as $400,000.
A lot of palms can be greased with that
kind of money. And as one attorney
for a police benevolent association told
the Times, "Policemen who take bribes
know they can't be prosecuted. . . .
Once you're labeled an addict or a
prostitute, even if you tell the truth,
nobody will believe you."

Meanwhile, the victims of this opera-
tion — addicts and slum dwellers —are
left to fester. A Roman Catholic priest,
interviewed by the Times reporter,
summed up the role of police. They
"regard Hunts Point as a garbage can,”
he said, "and they think their only job
is to keep the top on it and not let the
garbage out."

Research Center Indexers

The Radical Research Center, at
Carleton College, Northfield, Minnesota,
has announced the publication of the first
issue of the Alternative Press Index for
late October. This index, similar to the
Reader’'s Guide to Periodical Literature,
will cover the July, August, and Septem-
ber issues of the major radical and "under-
ground" publications in the United States.

The center has asked for volunteers to
help in the compilation of this index. The
work can be done at home and mailed
to the center. Intercontinental Press is
among the publications that have not yet
been indexed. Anyone interested in this
work should write to the Radical Research

Center, Carleton College, Northfield,
Minnesota 55057.
The index, which will be published

quarterly, will be available to individuals
and "organizations working for social
change" for $6 a year. The cost to
libraries and similar institutions will be
$15 a year.

"Silk Route” Now Paved Highway
China has paved the "silk route" ar
opened it for trade with Pakistan. Gook
are now hauled by trucks instead of
camels and yaks as in Marco Polo's time.

Intercontinental Press



End of the Wilderness?

The Alaska Oil Rush

By Dick Roberts

The biggest discovered oil reserves
in North America and possibly the
world; the highest bidding for
leases in oil history—totaling over
$900,000,000; the most costly private-
ly financed construction project in
world history—estimated at another
$900,000,000; the achievement of a
500-year navigational dream —com-
mercial crossing of the Northwest Pas-
sage; these are aspects of the rush to
oil on Alaska's forbidding North Slope.

So, too, the September 10 auction in
Anchorage's Municipal Auditorium
which brought together nearly 1,000
representatives of the world's most pow-
erful oil trusts—men who carried in
their attaché cases bank notes for tens
of millions of dollars. Emergency mea-
sures were enacted by the Federal Re-
serve Board to protect the U. S. money
market during the auction.

Outside the Anchorage auditorium,
"A modest protest was also mounted,”
according to the Wall Street Journal.

"Several cars were parked near-
by, plastered with signs reading
'$2,000,000,000 Indian Claims Rob-
bery.' The State of Alaska,” the Wall
Street Journal explained, "and the Fed-
eral Government are enmeshed in a
complex of land claims by native
Alaskans."

This referred to the Eskimos, who
crossed the Bering Straits and settled
in North America perhaps as long as
15,000 years before the white man;
who are poverty-stricken today and
constitute about 20 percent of Alaska's
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population; whose tiny settlements at
Point Barrow, Anaktuvuk Pass, Kak-
tovik, Wainright, and Point Hope dot
the North Slope.

And there are the giant oil rigs that
have already been constructed at Prud-
hoe Bay, the hundreds of miles of
gravel road across the tundra linking
them, their thousands of empty black
oil barrels and other trash scattered
across an area already estimated to be
the size of the State of Massachusetts
— perhaps destroying for all time the
land of the caribou, the grizzly, the
wolf, wolverine and Dall sheep; the
countless millions of migratory water-
fowl; and the enormous bowhead
whales, seals, walrus, and polar bears
who live offshore.

Oil!

On June 25, 1968, the Atlantic-Rich-
field Co. disclosed that its Sag River
State No. 1 well had "encountered oil
in the same triassic formation" as its
Prudhoe Bay State No. 1 well which
hit oil in February 1968.

That characteristically understated
announcement, less than a year and a
half ago, sparked the scramble for oil
in northern Alaska which is certain to
change the maps of the world oil em-
pires —and the face of the Great North-
west of North America as well.

A month after this announcement, an
oil consulting firm in Dallas estimated
that the North Slope "could develop
into a field with recoverable reserves of
some five to 10 billion barrels of oil."
That is the lowest estimate of the North
Slope potential; more recent guesses
place the figure between 20,000,000,000
and 40,000,000,000 barrels.

The magnitude of this discovery can
be shown by a few statistics: the
total known oil reserves in the
United States, excluding Alaska, stood
at 31,000,000,000 barrels in 1968. The
total known oil reserves in the capital-
ist world in the same year was
372,000,000,000 barrels.

Consequently the North Slope field
could be as large or larger than the

total oil reserves in the United States
outside of Alaska, and it could be equal
to about 10 percent of all "Free World"
oil reserves.

Several related factors all the more
magnify the importance of Prudhoe
Bay: while the last decade has seen a
sharp increase in U.S. and world de-
mand for oil, the known o0il reserves in
the United States, excluding Alaska,
have been shrinking. Outside of the
United States, o0il reserves have been
expanding.

Between 1958 and 1968, estimated
oil reserves in the United States shrank
from 33,000,000,000 barrels to 30,-
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000,000,000 barrels. But in the same
period, estimated world reserves in-
creased from 215,000,000,000 barrels
to 372,000,000,000 barrels. This has
intensified the fight for access to the
highly protected U.S. market and, at
the same time, the fight for control of
world reserves.

Three main groupings are discernible
in this competition which spans conti-
nents and oceans: the five multinational
trusts headquartered in the United
States with immense oil reserves out-
side of this country; the two multina-
tional trusts headquartered in Europe;
the dozen or more "domestic" U.S. oil
trusts whose main sources are Texas
and Louisiana.

In descending asset size, the first
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group is composed of Standard Oil
of New Jersey (Rockefeller), Gulf (Mel-
lon), Texaco (independent), Socony
Mobil (Rockefeller), and Standard of
California (Rockefeller). The second
group is composed of Royal Dutch/
Shell and British Petroleum. These
seven giants, together with the Com-
pagnie Francaise des Pétroles, control
90 percent of world petroleum com-
merce.

The word "domestic" must be placed
in quotations in describing the third
group because competition has forced
all of the big Texas and Louisiana
oil firms to go abroad for reserves.
For this reason, in fact, none of them
are strictly domestic producers and
their position in various oil disputes
depends on the proportion of domestic
to foreign production. The following
list places these second-ranking U.S.
oil corporations in descending order
by size of their imports—from the
largest importer to the smallest: Sin-
clair, Atlantic Richfield, Sun, Phillips,
Cities Service, Continental, Union, Ash-
land, Getty, Hunt.

The last are larger than is generally
realized. Getty's assets in 1968 stood
at $1,700,000,000 compared to assets
of $5,000,000,000 for British Petrole-
um, the smallest of the big seven. Nev-
ertheless, their political connections
seem disproportionately great. With
such highly placed representatives in
government as the late Speaker of the
House of Representatives Sam Rayburn
and former President Lyndon Johnson,
the Texas-Louisiana oil interests have
been able to build a formidable tax
and import quota system to defend do-
mestically produced oil.

Oil imports to the lucrative East
Coast market are limited to 12 percent
of domestic demand, although it costs
$3.80 a barrel to market Texas oil in
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the East Coast region and only $2
a barrel to ship oil to the same region
from the Persian Gulf.

Intensification of world-oil competi-
tion has seen a new battering at the
doors of U.S. oilimport quotas and
a redoubling of the guard at the do-
mestic barricades.

An interesting example, which has
been heavily debated in the U.S. Con-
gress but not widely publicized, is the
demand of Occidental Petroleum, a
California-headquartered producer with
fields in Libya, for a tariff-free
port in Maine. Occidental claims that
it could cut the price of New England
oil and gasoline in half with such a
port. But it is doubtful that the Texas
interests will allow the necessary legis-
lation to reach a vote.

Prudhoe Bay consequently gains im-
mense importance because it offers in-
ternational trusts an infernal source of
oil, free from import barriers, right
inside the multibillion dollar U.S.
market.

British Petroleum has already pur-
chased the Sinclair gasoline station net-
work to sell the Alaskan oil it hopes to
pipe and/or ship to the United States.
BP has offered, in addition, to pur-
chase the Standard Oil Company of
Ohio —in possibly the most spectacular
international merger of the last three
years,

Humble Oil, the main U.S. subsid-

DOOMED

iary of Standard Oil of New Jersey,
claims it can ship oil from Alaska,
through the Northwest Passage, to the
U.S. East Coast for $1.40 a barre],
vet another 60 cents cheaper than the
oil shipped from Venezuela and t}f‘\
Middle East.

And at the same time, Prudhoe Bay
offers the Texas-Louisiana interests a
new bastion against international pene-
tration of the domestic market.

It is no wonder that oil men have
scrambled to the Alaskan North Slope
with millions in their pockets, little re-
gard for the formidable natural bar-
riers they must overcome, and no re-
gard whatsoever for the wilderness they
intend to decimate.

Man’s Ingenuity

A reporter for the Anchorage Daily
News has supplied us with a vivid
series of articles describing the Alaskan
oil region (reprinted in the September
4, 1969, Congressional Record, pp. S.
10160-10176):

"Winter hits the North Slope like a
closed fist in October and soon the
whole vast, limitless plain is white in
the wan twilight . . . For months it is
dark: the sun never edges above the
horizon and day at most is a pink
stain where earth meets sky. . .

"It is cold, 65 below sometimes {-54
degrees Centigrade], and when the wind
blows hard the whiteout is so bad you
can barely make out your own finger-
tips."

There is no port, highway or rail-
road, the nearest railroad and highway
being in Fairbanks, 390 miles to the
south. But Atlantic-Richfield and
Humble, the two firstcomers to the
North Slope, have already constructed
or are in the process of building thirty
giant rigs. The six rigs that are oper-
ating require 40,000 gallons of Arctic-
grade diesel fuel a day.

This has been supplied by air and
sea transportation. Equipment is flown
via C-130 Hercules (troop transport)
planes — "Herkybirds" — to an airport
ninety miles south of Prudhoe Bay; and
then to the oil sites via S-64 Sikorsky
helicopters —"flying cranes"— (another
product of Vietnam war technology).

"Living quarters for personnel,” Busi-
ness Week magazine reported Septembe-
13, "are prefabricated into Hercull
size modules, 40 feet by 10 feet by 9
feet. Oil rigs, too, are broken down
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into packages, even though it takes
71 Herky flights to carry the equip-
ment to drill just one hole."

Via the Bering Straits sea route, Brit-
ish Petroleum undertook the largest
ioceangoing tug and barge expedition
in history. A total of thirty-eight barges
towed by eighteen tugs hauled 88,000
tons of cargo. At one point en route,
the ice opened for just one 24-hour
period in the first week of August, and
once in the last week of August.

But these accomplishments pale be-
fore the two projects that have been
planned to remove the oil from Prud-
hoe Bay: the world's most expensive
pipeline running 800 miles across
Alaska to the open-water port of Valdez
on the Gulf of Alaska; and a fleet of ice-
breaking tankers moving year-round
through the Northwest Passage.

The pipeline is largely a British Pe-
troleum project. To be constructed of
48-inch Japanese-made pipe, it must
cross hundreds of miles of shifting
permafrost—the permanently frozen
Alaskan subsoil which has not yet been
mounted with a stable highway. In
order to supply the energy for pumping
along the way, BP plans to build min-
iature refineries which will refine the
crude oil in the pipe.

Figures released in connection with
the BP-Standard Oil of Ohio merger
indicate the prize this oil trust has in
mind: BP plans on taking at least
2,500,000 barrels a day out of the
slope by the late 1970s. This compares
with a total U.S. oil production of
9,100,000 barrels a day, at present!

The Rockefeller group is gambling on
the Northwest Passage. It was Hum-
ble's 115,000-ton tanker Manhattan,
the largest U.S.-flag merchant ship,
that broke through the ice of the North-
west Passage in September. Humble has
already placed orders for six 250,000-
ton tankers, at $50,000,000 each. It
speaks of operating 20 to 30 such
supertankers by the late 1970s. Hum-
ble's more modest estimate places its
tanker oil shipments at 1,500,000 bar-
rels a day by 1980.

"Going . .. Going ... Gone!"’

The State of Alaska sold 450,000
acres of an estimated 12,000,000 acres
of the oil-rich North Slope on
September 10. The results of this auc-
tion are worth examining since they
give some indication of the balance of
power in world oil competition; they
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may also foreshadow a new stage of
centralization of the world oil combines.

That the bids on over 100 oil lots
were far from speculative is indicated
by one example: The highest bid for
a single lot, next door to one of the
original Atlantic-Richfield wells, was
placed by the Amerada-Hess group,
at $72,277,000. The next lower losing
bid on the same lot was $72,113,000,
placed by the Mobil-Phillips group—
less than 1 percent lower!

The Texas-Louisiana interests placed
the highest bids in three groupings:
Amarada-Hess, Getty Oil, Louisiana
Land and Exploration, and Hunt com-
bined to pick up eighteen of the most
hotly contested lots at nearly $270,-
000,000; Union Oil and Pan American
Petroleum combined to purchase four-
teen lots; and ateam headed by Hamil-
ton Bros. Exploration picked up
another eight lots.

The Rockefeller interests came in sec-
ond with various combinations of

Standard Oil of California, Mobil, and
Phillips Petroleum to purchase twenty
lots.

British Petroleum combined with Gulf
to purchase six lots totaling $97,000,-
000. It is a large sum of money, but
only places third. The Economist, Brit-
ain's financial magazine, felt called
upon to explain: "Put bluntly, BP is
rather happy with what it already has
in Alaska. . ."

Significantly low on the list of win-
ning bids were both Texaco and Shell.
They combined to purchase a few lots
at less than $1,000,000.

And Alaska's Wilderness?

Whichever combination of oil tfrusts
proves to be the main gainer in the
Prudhoe Bay oil scramble, it is certain
that there will be one great loser: the
Alaskan wilderness. Anchorage Daily
News reporter Tom Brown puts forth
an argument that most inhabitants of
the North American megalopolis would
find hard to refute.

"Consider," he argues, "that to the
detriment of his air alone American
man each day:

"Pours into the atmosphere 180,000
tons of carbon monoxide, 33,000 tons
of hydrocarbons and 17,500 tons of
nitrogen oxide from the exhausts of
90,000,000 motor vehicles.

"Belches from the chimneys of his
factories, homes and coal and oil-fired
power plants 100,000 tons of sulfur
dioxide.

"Burns 800,000,000 pounds of trash,
garbage, leaves and so forth in incin-
erators pouring more tons of pollutants
into the atmosphere. . .

"The land and water area of the 50
states, including Alaska, totals 2,300,-
000,000 acres. Of this about 10 per-
cent remains in its natural state. Most
of that 10 percent is right here in




Alaska—in places like the North
Slope."

But these are only superficial statis-
tics that do not reveal the real dangers
to Alaskan nature and wildlife from
the onslaught of the oil business. There
are factors that only an ecological ex-
pert can explain.

Man has not yet discovered how to
build a stable structure on the perma-
frost. An initial attempt to get to the
North Slope consisted in a gravel high-
way stretching north from Fairbanks.
Now known as "Walter J. Hickel High-
way" after the Alaska governor who
has become Nixon's Secretary of the
Interior, the highway today is a canal
— half the length of Alaska.

The gravel, which is the only ma-
terial generally available on the Slope
for constructing roads, airports and
the like, is also the gravel that the

Evrope

salmon lay their eggs in; removal of
it could also cause disastrous silting.

Trash poses a particular problem for
the Arctic region because it will not
decay and there are no valleys to hide
it in. The trash of a naval base in the
Aleutian Islands from World War II
still remains: "thousands of Quonset
huts; the carcasses of wrecked air-
planes; countless tons of trash that was
bulldozed off a cliff and now litter its
face and the sea below.”

But of all dangers to the natural en-
vironment the greatest is that of water
pollution that could result from an oil
spill, another Torrey Canyon or a
Santa Barbara. "I shudder to think
what would happen if you lost a 250,-
000-ton tanker,"” Jim Brooks of the U. S.
Fish and Wildlife Service told Brown.

"It would gum up the coast of Alaska
and Canada so bad that sea birds,

marine mammals and vertebrates in
the beach zone would be disastrously
affected. . .The oil would be confined
by the ice and couldn't spread. . .

"An oily polar bear is going to be
a cold polar bear. The oil will destroy.
the insulation of his pelt and he prob-'
ably won't survive."

As to the projected oil pipeline, "it
took only 300,000 gallons of oil, or
about 7,140 barrels, to turn Santa
Barbara into a disaster area earlier
this year. When the pipeline is operating
at its designated capacity of about
2,000,000 barrels a day, that much
oil could escape from it in five minutes.”

The Anchorage reporter opened his
series of articles with the comment,
"Alaska is facing its first environmental
crisis. Two of its most valuable re-
sources—oil and wilderness— are in
conflict.”

Millions of Workers

[The following article was first pub-
lished in the September 20 issue of the’
Belgian revolutionary-socialist weekly
La Gauche. The translation is by Inter-
continental Press.)

* * *

Nearly everywhere in Europe, the va-
cation period is over for the workers
and, consequently, for the bourgeoisie
as well. Class battles have resumed on
a large scale. The "October confron-
tations" have come sooner thanthought.

Italy

In Ttaly the 10,000 workers in the
FIAT Mirafiori plant in Turin gave the
kickoff, exploding all the plans of the
bosses and the trade-union bureaucrats.
The other plants followed, and the man-
agement responded with a lockout,
whose only effect was to broaden the
confrontation.

But this was only a starter. The con-
tract negotiations in the metals indus-
try were broken off after they had hard-
ly begun. The union representatives
came out of their first meeting with the
bosses to announce a four-day general
strike,
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in Strike Battles

The demands were set at a high level,
after consultations with the rank and
file (according to the unions, 1,500
rank-and-file assemblies were held in
which 260,000 workers participated).

The demands included: cutting the
workweek to forty hours; a wage rise
of 15,600 lire [US$26] a month for
skilled and white-collar workers; a
major hike in the minimum wage (35
percent); and the right to hold meet-
ings on company premises.

Observers estimate that if the work-
ers' demands are granted, it will mean
a 40 percent increase in labor costs
for the company over a two-year
period.

But the agitation is not confined to
the metals industry. The building work-
ers staged a one-day general strike (90
percent effective) and are expected to
go out again. Other one-day strikes
have been carried off by the brick-
makers (September 19 and 27), the
cement workers (September 23 and 24),
the office workers in the gas works,
business clerks, earth movers, postmen,
and telegraph operators.

In short, one thing is certain. The

Italian fall will be a hot one, hotter
than expected.

Germany

This is where the surprise came. The
German unions had the reputation of
keeping "their troops" in step (as Libre
Belgique* wrote). And the bosses had
nothing but praise for the desire dis-
played by the bureaucrats to improve
the social climate. But this climate has
just been chilled by a wildcat strike
in the Hoesch factories (25,000 work-
ers) in Dortmund.

IG Metall [Industrie Gewerkschaft
Metall —the Metal Workers Union] was
caught completely off guard by this
strike, although the union has been con-
sidered to be one of the most dynamic,
and highly sensitive to rank-and-file
movements.

The Nouvelle Observateur's cor-
respondent wrote that the manager at
Hoesch at first wanted to call the police
to put an end to the disorder but that
one of his colleagues succeeded in con-
vincing him to get a shop steward in-

* A Brussels paper known for its re-
actionary views. — IP.,
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stead. But this was to no avail: "The
union stewards themselves were out-
distanced by the events."

September 2 was an important date
for the German workers movement.
-First of all, it was the first time since
/1928 that a wildecat strike has occurred
in Germany. Secondly, the strike proved
to be a detonator, showing that the
spirit of the workers was not the one
complacently described by the Euro-
pean bosses, and the sociologists and
journalists in their service.

All that was needed for the Hoesch
workers' anger to explode was for the
company to announce a bigger pay-
off in dividends after refusing to grant
a wage increase. The workers at Hoesch
needed only to go out on strike for
others to follow them, not only in the
other affiliates of the same concern, not
only in the metals industry but in re-
lated industries. Nearly a million work-
ers took part in this movement, despite
its "illegal" character, and also despite
its condemnation by the Social Dem-
ocratic ministers.

France

In France also the confrontation took
place earlier than expected. The unions
of the railroad workers were compelled
to go along with a movement launched
by the ranks. The workers began this
struggle on a program of demands that
would cost SNCF [Societé Nationale
des Chemins de Fer Francais— French
State Railroad Company] dearly and
endanger the ‘"rationalization" de-
manded by the government.

The climate is such (the conductors
in Avignon, on going out, first occu-
pied the train stations for severalhours)
that at this writing the union leaders
are not sure of getting the ranks to
accept the agreements they concluded
with the SNCF management.

And the railroad workers are not
alone. It is likely that by the time this
goes to press RATP [Régie Autonome
des Transports Parisiens — Paris Trans-
port Company] will also be on strike.
Moreover, a series of work stoppages
are expected in the PTT [Postes Télé-
graphes Téléphones—the government-
run Postal, Telegraph and Telephone
system] from September 29 to October
4. And the beginning of the high-school
term has been disrupted by a monitors’
strike.

* * *

Taken as a whole, these movements
have exhibited a number of important
features:
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® The strikes today are being initi-
ated essentially by the rank and file,
and the union leaders are generally
playing an inhibiting role. This was
true in both Italy and Germany (where
the union leaders condemned the first
movements) and partially in France.

® The strikes are increasingly of a
wildcat or ‘"llegal" nature. This has
been true for several years in England
(according to a government report,
more than 90 percent of the industrial
conflicts are of this nature). This holds
true for Italy and likewise Germany
today.

The custom of giving advance notice
has receded nearly everywhere. And the
bosses as well as the governments do
not dare take a hard line any more for
fear that repression would end in a re-
sult opposite to the one anticipated, that
is, it would extend the movement (the
lockout at FIAT had this result).

® The workers are learning—in
struggle—that fighting is much more
profitable than negotiating. They are
daring to challenge "collective agree-
ments,” and they find themselves better
off for it.

The German metal workers went on
strike right after the unions signed a
new contract (the day after the contract
went into effect). The agreement pro-
vided for an 8 percent wage increase —
in stages. By striking for a few days,
they won a 15 percent rise and re-
consideration of the contract.

® The scope of the movement is forc-
ing the unions to toughen their stand.
This is true in Germany where IG
Metall had to demand a 14 percentwage
increase in advance of contract negotia-
tions coming up in the steelworks in
November. It is true also in England
where the Trades Union Congress reject-
ed all government interference in con-
tract negotiations.

But this development has been most
marked in Italy. There, the workers
are forcing the union leaders to nego-
tiate under the pressure of strikes, and
not to agree that contracts signed for
entire branches of industry becomebind-
ing on the shop stewards on the firing
line in the plants. They are compelling
their leaders to arrange constant con-
sultation with the ranks.

Thus, the unions have had to agree
to give official status to "united plant
committees” (these committees already
existed de facto in many plants where
they had been organized by "leftists,"
at Pirelli in Milan, for example).

® It must be noted also that there
is general agreement everywhere on
viewing the agitation as the work of
the "leftists." It is clear that at FIAT es-
pecially (where no union covers more
than 5 percent of the total work force),
the workers newly arrived from the
south feel closer to the "movimento stu-
dentesco" [student movement] than the
union bureaucrats.

In Germany the press has denounced
the activity of the "extraparliamentary
opposition."

In France, Séguy has again attacked
"leftism.” All of this, obviously, is not
by chance.

Salutes Nixon

MEANY: Not with hawks — with vultures.

At a time when congressional lead-
ers and even businessmen are critical
of Nixon's war in Vietnam, the pres-
ident found an ally October 2 in Amer-
ica's top labor bureaucrat, George
Meany.

Speaking at a national convention
of the American Federation of Labor
and Congress of Industrial Organiza-
tions in Atlantic City, Meany gave full
support to Nixon's war policy.

"He [Nixon| is seeking peace by ne-
gotiation," the AFL-CIO president said,
"and those in high places in our gov-
ernment structure who advocate uni-
lateral withdrawal are not in any way
advancing the idea of a negotiated set-
tlement.”

Meany's sentiments were echoed by
Nixon's secretary of labor, George P.
Shultz, who also addressed the con-
vention.
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Peru

The Mobilization of the Peasants

By Hugo Blanco

Throughout our history, peasant mo-
bilizations in Peru have had one funda-
mental objective— land. That is still the
case. This is why the revolutionary
slogan "Land or Death!" sank into the
marrow of the vanguard peasants.

The most recent mobilizations do not
contradict this rule. In Cospan and
Huancaya, the objective is clear —they
are fighting to recover the land. In the
case of Huanta, we know that under-
lying the student and democratic issues
was the big problem —land. For years
the peasants have seen their lands
usurped by the boss ranchers of the
area. Since the authorities were totally
on the.side of these ranchers, the de-
mands of the peasants resulted in on-
slaughts of "legal” repression. The
Ayacucho events, related to the student
problem, were the straw that broke the
camel's back. The peasantry exploded.

The previous agrarian reform law,
associated with "popular cooperation,”
succeeded in braking the thrust of the
peasants and in sowing illusions
among them. But they were soon dis-
illusioned and a new awakening began.

Now this reformist junta has decreed
a new law, a law more advanced than
the preceding one but which in essence
is still a law involving buying and
selling land.

It is possible that an attempt will
actually be made to enforce this law
because it is aimed not just at taking
the steam out of the peasant movement.
Reflecting the interests of the develop-
ment-oriented bourgeois sectors, both
national and foreign, this law seeks
to create an internal market of small
landowners, who would be consumers
of industrial products, and likewise
raise funds for capitalist industrial de-
velopment. 1 repeat, because of the
bourgeois interests involved, the gov-
ernment may try to implement this law.

But the junta's wishes are not enough
to assure enforcement of the law. The
boss ranchers have always blocked en-
forcement of any law curbing their ab-
solute domination by buying off the
officials. The bureaucracy, or the au-
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thorities and officials, are just as cor-
rupt as they ever were. Bribes are on
the order of the day.

The big industrial farming estates on
the coast are one thing. They are a
strong bulwark of the old oligarchy.
And from these strongholds, as from a
feudal castle, the oligarchy will fight
to the death against any attempts to
bring about capitalist development.
Here the junta had a political interest
in smashing this group as a reaction-
ary sector and incorporating it into the
development-oriented bourgeoisie (and
in the process eliminating the influence
among the workers in the area of the
APRA [Alianza Popular Revolucionaria
Americana — American People's Revo-
lutionary Alliance—an old revolution-
ary nationalist party turned reaction-
ary]).

The isolated ranchers in the moun-
tains, however, are a different matter.
They are boss in their localities; but
on the national scale their weight is
less than that of the sugar and cotton
producers.

These ranchers will hardly oppose
the law forcibly, still less resort to
armed resistance. They will do what
they have always done—bribe the au-
thorities and functionaries to delay and
divert the application of even this bour-
geois law.

And the bureaucracy is the bureau-
cracy. That is, besides fulfilling its func-
tion of serving the exploiters—in this
case, the development-oriented bour-
geois sectors—it watches out for its
own interests most of all. Thus, it will
hardly turn down the bribes.

Moreover, the peasantry itself will
oppose implementation of the law in
many cases. It will almost always op-
pose the way in which it is implemented.

The most likely result of all these
contradictions is that the law will be
applied in an uneven, distorted, pro-
tracted, and quite bureaucratic way in
the interior of the country.

Throughout this process there will be
friction and bloody clashes. But make
no mistake about it. The conflicts be-

tween the junta and the ranchers will
not go beyond friction. Bloody clashes
will not occur between them. A rancher
would have to be pretty crazy not to
give way in the end.

The struggles will be the same as
they have always been. On the one
side, the peasants will fight for their
rights, for the land, against the abuses
of the ranchers, and against the bias
of the authorities. On the other, the
repressive forces will fight for the ex-
ploiters, either the local ranchers or
the exploiters as a whole, who are rep-
resented by the junta.

Up to this point, I have discussed
the "spontaneous" tendencies. But there
is another factor. There is the political
vanguard, the revolutionists who go
where the masses are, enter their "spon-
taneous" organizations, feel the pulse
of their immediate and "spontaneous”
aspirations, and participate in their
"spontaneous” struggles.

From there, from the very center of
the real, existing peasant movement
and —with the heart of Tupac Amaru*
in our breasts and the blood of our
martyrs flowing in our veins — we must
orient the struggle, organize it, and
direct it toward an agrarian revolu-
tion that will be part of a socialist rev-
olution led by the proletariat.

FIR's [Frente de la Izquierda Rev-
olucionaria - Revolutionary Left Front|
fundamental slogans for the country-
side remain the same— Organize,
Broaden, and Consolidate the Peasant
Movement.

As for the law itself, our principled
position is firm. This law which treats
the land as a commodity to be bought
and sold and which is turned over to
the bureaucrats for enforcement is not
what the FIR proposes. The Trotsky-
ists have advocated and continue to
advocate "Land Yes, Payment No!"

Committees elected by the peasants
must carry out the agrarian reform.

* The descendant of the Incas who led a
rebellion against the Spanish rulers in
the late eighteenth century. — IP.
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That is what we advocated and prac-
ticed in La Convencion.

Nonetheless, we have always re-
spected and deferred to the will of the
workers. If there are sectors of the peas-
jantry that want to apply this bour-
geois law, we will fight shoulder to
shoulder with them for its enforcement,
watching out to see that all the positive
provisions are implemented, combating
the negative aspects, and always
stressing that only by mobilizing can
the peasants guarantee enforcement of
even this limited bourgeois law. We will
always stress organizing, extending,
and consolidating the peasant move-
ment. We will always stress direct par-
ticipation by the peasants in enforcing
the law.

In La Convenciéon our active and
militant position is clear—"Not a penny
to the enemy! The land is ours; we
won it by our struggle, by the blood
of our martyrs, by the torture and pris-
on terms our leaders have suffered!”

The land is already in our hands.
The peasants have already carried out
their land reform. What must be done
is to defend it and extend it, not inde-
pendently but in conjunction with the
struggle of all the peasants and of the
people in general.

There is another important aspect.
Great expanses of land throughout Peru
have been illegally seized from the peas-
ant communities, even by bourgeois
standards. The boss ranchers are try-
ing to use the Agrarian Reform Law
to avoid restoring these lands to their
rightful owners. They are trying to get
these lands "expropriated” so that they
can collect "compensation” for them. In
these cases, we must fight for pure and
simple return of these lands.

Regarding the form of organizing the
masses, we must be very flexible. We
have always preferred peasant unions
as the form of mass organization of
the peasants. This form, up to now, has
proved the most suited to the struggle.
However, we must not make a fetish
of peasant unions. If the peasants con-
tinue to respect their village communal
organization and use it for their strug-
gle, there is no reason why we should
insist on their organizing themselves in-
to a union. The struggle of village
commune members in the central part
of the country indicates such a case.
In Ongoy, on the other hand, the com-
bative force was a peasant association
in opposition to the ossified communal
organization.
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Finally on the question of the "coop-
eratives” proposed by the law: if the
peasants are organized democratically
in unions, village communes, etc., we
will fight to get these cooperatives into
the hands of their organizations. Even
if such organizations do not exist, we
will fight to create them because their
objectives are far-reaching, and run-
ning cooperatives is only one of them.
But if the peasants have already gone
on a mass scale into the cooperatives
proposed by the government and have
recognized them as their own organiza-
tions, we will fight within them to make
them profoundly democratic and to ex-
tend their field of activity.

In short, the details and specific op-
erating procedure can only be worked
out through direct contact with reality.
Any pretense of drawing up a detailed
plan of work a priori is empty talk.
The revolutionists who go into the
countryside and join the peasant move-
ment will, in the last analysis, be the
ones to determine what is to be done.
The form of struggle is dictated by the
reality, and the reality of the country-
side is in the countryside. This re-
dundant remark is necessary because
many imagine that this reality is be-
hind a desk.

The latest agrarian reform law is
easing the tension in the countryside,
deferring for ‘the time being the pos-
sibility for armed struggle. However,
the contradictions have not disappeared
and new ones are emerging. The de-
velopment of these conflicts into armed
struggle depends on the revolutionists
getting into the center of the peasant
movement.

The more rapidly the revolutionists
incorporate themselves into the present
movement, on the basis of its present
organizations, its present level of con-
sciousness, its present needs, and its
concrete, immediate and acutely felt de-
mands, the more they identify with them
and share them, the more quickly they
can raise this struggle consciously from
this low level to armed struggle.

Even more so in armed struggle than
in other aspects of the fight—since it
represents a higher stage— only contact
with reality can provide specific indica-
tions as to how this armed struggle is
to be developed, what its organizational
forms should be, etc. In the meantime,
peasant defense brigades developing
out of the peasant struggle itself, as
we have outlined it, remain the per-
spective. More concrete details, a priori

"plans” purporting to map out the road
to victory, can be expected from the
armchair revolutionists.

We Trotskyists must listen to the rev-
olutionists who speak to us from the
countryside, from within the peasant
movement. It is their advice we will
most respect. And this is all the more
so because there is a plethora of armed-
struggle quacks around, who are not
even familiar with the countryside.

We know that the peasants will fight
arms in hand for the revolution. But
in Peru today the proletariat, the van-
guard par excellence of the socialist
revolution, is acquiring greater impor-
tance every day.

We have seen such important mani-
festations of the class struggle in the
cities that we cannot even say flatly
that the revolution in Peru will come
from the countryside.

Each day the workers inspire more
respect; and it may be that they will
decide to assume from the beginning
the vanguard role that history has as-
signed them.

Students to the countryside. My posi-
tion is as follows on the debate in the
universities over whether or not pas-
sage of the agrarian reform act is an
occasion for the students going in a
massive way to the countryside:

I repeat my appeal to the students
to make a mass turn toward the coun-
tryside. We must keep up our criticism
of the agrarian reform but not stay in
the cities to discuss it. He is a better
revolutionist who goes into the country-
side and promotes this reform, sincere-
ly believing in it, than the one who
stays on the campus and combats it
from a "doctrinaire” revolutionary po-
sition.

The revolutionary position on the
agrarian reform must be defended in
action.

The position of the FIR is clear in
this regard. Students to the Country-
side, Directed by Their Own Organiza-
tions!

On the party. It is in the course of
all this work, precisely in its course,
that the party organization must be
built in the countryside with the best
elements that come to the fore in the
class struggle. This was what was left
out in La Convencidn; it was the basic
deficiency from which everything else
followed.

The "syndicalism" over which we criti-
cized ourselves in regard to
Chaupimayo did not consist in failing
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to raise the economic aspirations of the
masses to a political level. This was
done in a generally correct way. Our
"syndicalism” consisted of not con-
cretizing this political advance of the
masses, and especially of the vanguard,
in a political organization with
Bolshevik discipline which would have
best been able to consolidate this van-
guard.

The unification of the revolutionary

italy

left will likewise be achieved in and
through this work, as well as through
work in the cities, principally among
the proletariat. This work likewise must
start from the present struggles of the
workers. Thus, through a program of
transitional demands, we will arrive
at socialist revolution.

Land or Death!

We Will Win!

El Fronton Prison, August 20.

End of the ‘Center-Left’ Experiment

By Guy Desolre

[The following article was orginally
published in the September 13 issue of
the Belgian revolutionary-socialist week-
ly La Gauche. The translation is by
Intercontinental Press.)

* * *

The situation in Italy after the for-
mation of Mariano Rumor's second
government can be summed up as
follows: Up until the beginning of July,
Italy had a government in crisis; since
the beginning of July, it has had a
crisis of government. A government has
been found for the country, but the
governmental crisis has not abated. The
new all-Christian Democrat cabinet
formed by Rumor was in fact presented
as a transitional regime.

Although all the ministers belong
to the same party, this cabinet
must govern in the spirit of the old
center-left coalition (which included So-
cialists, Christian Democrats, and
Republicans) until the situation is "clari-
fied" in the fall. Only then will it be
possible— at least so the Socialists of
the PSI [Partito Socialista Italiano—
the Italian Socialist party led by Pietro
Nenni| and the majority of Christian
Democrats hope— to begin working out
a new center-left formula.

The leaders of the old PSI have
pledged their support to a one-party
cabinet. They decided that their parlia-
mentary group would vote for the gov-
ernment. Elsewhere in this resolution
they assigned "an essential role to the
PSI and the Christian Democracy for
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RUMOR: "If's only the beginning . . ."

a policy of democratic renewal." Thus,
they confirmed that they intend to form
a new center-left coalition as rapidly
as possible. The first part of the reso-
lution (a vote of confidence for the
Rumor government) was fought, how-
ever, by the "left wing" of the PSI led
by Lombardi.

All of this failed to resolve the crisis
in the least. It only brought the crisis
into a new phase.

Rumor talks about "continuing” the
center-left policy, when it is precisely
the continuation of this policy that is
being challenged within the ranks of
the old majority itself (right-wing split-

off from the PSI and formation of the
"United" Socialist party).

The gulf between the social tensions,
simmering problems, and demands of
the masses on the one hand, and the
ability of the political and instituﬁonak
system to respond to these pressures
is widening continually.

What, then, is the significance of the
formation of a new Rumor government?
In my opinion, the answer is this: the
formation of this government is a stop-
gap effort by the bourgeoisie to fill the
power vacuum produced by the contin-
ual rise of revolutionary tensions in
the country.

The solution furtively eyed by a sec-
tion of the bourgeoisie and part of the
PSI—to incorporate the Communist
party little by little into governmental
circles, starting at the local and pro-
vincial levels—seems in fact premature
and was blocked by vehement resistance
in the ranks of the majority itself.

Another alternative would have been
to swing to the right in search of an au-
thoritarian solution. A military coup
was prepared in 1964 (the SIFAR scan-
dal) and there is again talk of such a
possibility (the army high command
has reacted violently to allusions to
preparations of this sort, denying the
allegations and terming them"slander”).
Such a solution seems difficult to impose
in a country where the working class
is highly combative and where the CP
and the unions are very powerful. But
this eventuality cannot be entirely ex-
cluded.

There was, moreover, another au-
thoritarian solution besides the military
one — staging elections in a climate of
carefully prepared panic, enabling ener-
getic rightist figures to step forward
as "saviors” of the country.

But this possibility likewise had to
be rejected, since the conditions for such
an operation are not yet ripe. First,
the United Socialist party must consoli-
date its organization, and the rightwing
of the Christian Democracy must
strengthen its positions within the ranks
of its own party.

This was it, so far as possible tempo-
rary solutions went.

Both in the period following the fall
of the first Rumor government and
during the formation of the second, the
Communist party was conspicuously
quiet. L'Unita, the party daily, centered
its attacks mainly on the anti-Commu-
nism of the right-wing United Socialist
party. This orientation can naturally be
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interpreted as indicating a favorable
inclination toward the development of
a broadly "democratic" government. At
best, it can be interpreted as the expres-
sion of profound embarrassment.

In a notable article in the last issue
of the factional organ of the CP left
wing, Il Manifesto,* Lucio Magri, one
of the leaders of this faction, wrote that
the Italian workers movement stood
at a crossroads. The question was
whether the left wing should prepare for
a test of strength on the order of the
French May revolution, but in a co-
ordinated way this time, or should re-
gard a head-on confrontation as an
adventure and do everything possible to
avert it.

Magri wrote, for the opportunistic
leaders of his own party, that "the very
idea of a crisis more readily evokes
the fear of fascism than the possibility
of revolution.”

It is a long time since the European
workers movement faced such a
dilemma. How it is resolved will depend
primarily on the ability of the revolu-
tionary left currents to organize them-
selves for the confrontations that are
inevitable during the fall.

The "lightning strike" at the FIAT
factory in Turin and the riots in Caser-
ta gave an early kickoff to the hot au-
tumn to be expected in Italy.

The explosion in Caserta came in the
wake of the events in Battipaglia and
Turin. Touched off by a minor inci-
dent, the relegation of a local soccer
club to a lower division, the eruption
in Caserta had an unusual aspect to
it. Hundreds of "tifosi” [sports fans]dem-
onstrated to shouts of "Ho, Ho, Ho
Chi Minh!" using molotov cocktails in-
stead of their traditional noisemakers.

The lightning strike of 800 workers
in shops 32 and 33 in the FIAT-Mira-
fiori plant was touched off last week
by the management's laying off 2,500
workers whose jobs were eliminated by
technological advances.

While the Turin conflict died down
temporarily at the beginning ofthe week,
the slowdown strike at the Pirelli fac-
tories in Milan is continuing and the
workers in the Montedison factories,
who have been on strike since July 22,

*Lucio Magri. "Crisis, Movement, Al-
ternative,” Il Manifesto, Nos. 2-3 (July-
August 1969). A few months ago, Magri
published a notable book — Reflections on
the May Events.
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have occupied the city hall in Orbetello,
near Crosseto.

New contract negotiations in the met-
als industry, affecting more than
1,300,000 workers, opened this Mon-
day [September 8]. The old contract
expires December 31. Contrary to the
usual practice, strikes will not be sus-
pended for the period of negotiations.
Moreover, to enable the rank and file
to play a role in the negotiations, united
plant committees will be formed.

This development demonstrates the
big trade-union federations' recognition
of the combativity of a workers move-
ment which, struggling to break out
of the shackles of bureaucratic dom-
ination, found its own formulas of inde-
pendent organization in rank-and-file
committees.

For several months the Italian politi-
cal scene has been haunted by a daily
accumulating potential for social ex-

plosions. Facing the hot fall looming
up, the bourgeoisie is condemned
to holding to a wait-and-see position.
It found a temporary expedient in the
all-Christian Democrat Rumor govern-
ment.

However, more than ever the bour-
geoisie's ability to mend its fences will
depend on the revolutionary strategy
of the opposing side.

It is illusory to think that a solution
to the crisis can be found in progres-
sively, "peacefully,” shifting the "center-
left" all the way over to the left. The
center-left was introduced in 1962 in an
attempt to rationalize the Italian capi-
talist system and find a new equilib-
rium.

The urgent social and political prob-
lems of today and the resulting crisis
of the system indicate that the phase
that opened in 1962 with the center-left
experiment has irremediably come to
a close.

Pesticide Bloom on the Grape

At a hearing conducted in Washing-
ton September 29 by the U.S. Senate
Subcommittee on Migratory Labor,
Cesar Chavez, the forty-two-year-old
director of the United Farm Workers
Organizing Committee, said that own-
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ers of vineyards in California were
using pesticides in increasing quanti-
ties.

Thousands of workers, mostly Mexi-
can-Americans, were becoming ill, he
said, after breathing and touching the

California's  ultrareactionary rich
farmers have refused to discuss the is-
sue with union leaders.

"They see this as an extension of
the collective bargaining process,
which they are not prepared to ac-
cept.”

The union submitted a laboratory
report on a sample of grapes taken
from a Washington chain grocery
store which showed residues of aldrin
180 times above the "acceptable” lev-
el of human tolerance.

On September 30, Anthony A. Bian-
co Jr., of Fresno, California, told the
Senate subcommittee he did not know
how the poison could have gotten on
the grapes bearing his label.

"The aldrin scare is no more than
another effort to whip me into sub-
mission,” he said.

In its difficult battle to act as bar-
gaining agent for the field workers,
the union has called for a nationwide
boycott of California grapes.

Consumers have responded well in
many cities. They will no doubt ap-
preciate the tip-off on pesticide contam-
ination.
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“Tell the Masses the Truth”

A Political Dialogue

By Leon Trotsky

[The following imaginary debate was
written by Trotsky in Coyoacan a lit-
tle more than a year and a half before
he was assassinated by an agent of
Stalin. It reflects the arguments which
members of the Fourth International
encountered at the time from people
influenced by Moscow. Although this
was more than three decades ago, it has
become timely again because of Peking's
condemnation of Soviet ruling circles
and appeals for a revolution in the So-
viet Union. Superficially, it might seem
that Mao has come over to Trotsky's
position.

[It should be carefully noted, how-
ever, that Trotsky called tor only a po-
litical revolution. He defended the eco-
nomic and social structure established
by the October Revolution. The Maoists,
in contrast to this, contend that the So-
viet Union has gone "capitalist” and
even "fascist.” Trotsky would have dis-
agreed with such a position today as
vehemently as he did in 1938. Hewould
have asked the Maoists to name the
date of the counterrevolutionary change,
to explain the counterrevolutionary pro-
cess, and to indicate its substance eco-
nomically and socially. Peking has not
yet attempted this, mainly, one must
suppose, from lack of evidence; but
also because the bureaucracy in China
has many points of resemblance with
the one in the Soviet Union.

[The article is printed with the per-
mission of Merit Publishers from the
book Writings of Leon Trotsky (1938-
39), to be published in November.

[A translation from the German ver-
sion appeared in the British publica-
tion Workers Fight in September 1939.
This translation has been compared
with the Russian original and revised
by George Saunders. It has not pre-
viously been published in the United
States.]

(This conversation takes place in
Paris. It could for that matter also take
place in Brussels. "A" is one of those
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"socialists” who can only stand on their
feet when they have some power to
lean on. "A" is a "friend of the Soviet
Union" and is naturally a supporter
of the Popular Front. The author finds
it rather difficult to characterize "B,"
for "B" is his friend and cothinker.)

A. But you cannot deny that the fas-
cists use your criticisms. All the reac-
tionaries shout for joy when you un-
mask the USSR. Obviously, I do not
believe all these slanders about your
friendship with the fascists, your col-
laboration with the Nazis, etc. That's
only for fools. Subjectively no doubt
you maintain a revolutionary point of
view. It is not, however, the subjec-
tive intentions that matter in politics,
but the objective consequences. The
right uses your criticisms against your
will. In that sense, then, one can say
that you are in an objective bloc with
the reactionaries.

B. Thanks very much for your bril-
liant objectivity. But you have dis-
covered, my friend, an America that
was discovered long ago. Even the
Communist Manifesto  told us that
feudal reaction tried to exploit for its
own use the socialist criticisms directed
against the liberal bourgeoisie. That is
why the liberals and the "democrats”
have always, and invariably, accused
the socialists of an alliance with re-
action. Honest, but—how shall we put
it?— somehow limited, gentlemen have
spoken of an "objective" alliance, of
"actual” collaboration. Real crooks, on
the other hand, have accused therevolu-
tionaries of having made a direct agree-
ment with the reactionaries, spreading
rumors that the socialists work with
foreign money, ete. Truly, my friend,
you have not invented gunpowder.

A. One can answer your analogy with
two decisive objections. First, that so
far as bourgeois democracy is
concerned . . .

B. You mean imperialist bourgeois
democracy?

A. Yes, I mean bourgeois democracy,
which —we cannot deny this—is at the
moment in deadly danger. It is one
thing to expose the imperfections of
bourgeois democracy, when it is strong
and healthy, but to undermine it from
the left at the very moment when the"
fascists want to overthrow it from the
right, that means . . .

B. You don't have to go on; I know
this tune only too well.

A. I beg your pardon, [ haven't fin-
nished yet. My second objection comes
down to this: It is not merely a ques-
tion of bourgeois democracy this time.
After all there is the USSR, which you
used to recognize as a workers state
and which you apparently still recog-
nize as such. Complete isolation threat-
ens this state. You reveal onlythedefects
of the USSR, and consequently this
lowers the prestige of the first workers
state in the eyes of the workers of the
world, and thus objectively you are
helping fascism.

B. Thanks again for your objectivi-
ty. In other words what you mean to
say is that one must only criticize "de-
mocracy” when criticism constitutes no
danger for it. According to you, so-
cialists are to shut up precisely when
decaying imperialist bourgeois democ-
racy (not just "bourgeois democracy”
in general!) has proven in practice its
complete inability to cope with the tasks
posed by history (and this inability
is precisely the reason why "democracy”
crumbles so easily under the blows of
reaction). You are reducing socialism
to the role of a "critical" ornament upon
the architecture ofbourgeois democracy.
You will not acknowlege to socialism
the role of heir to democracy. What it
boils down to is that you are a very
frightened conservative democrat, that's
all. And your "socialist" phraseology is
nothing but a cheap ornament upon
your conservatism.

A. Well, what about the USSR, which
undoubtedly is the heir of democracy
and constitutes the embryo of the new
society? Mind you, I do not deny that
there are errors and deficiencies in the
USSR. To err is human. Imperfections
are inevitable. But it is not by accident
that all of world reaction attacks the
USSR . . .

B. Aren't you at all uneasy at re-
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peating such banalities? Yes, in spite
of the Kremlin's voluntary but useless
crawling upon its belly, world reac-
tion continues its struggle against the
USSR. Why? Because the USSR has,
up to the present, maintained the na-
Aonalization of the means of produc-
tion and the monopoly of foreign trade.
We revolutionaries attack the bureau-
cracy of the USSR precisely because
its parasitic policy and suppression of
the workers undermine the national-
ization of the means of production and
the monopoly of foreign trade, which
are the basic components of socialist
construction. Here you see the tiny,
the very tiny difference between us and
reaction. World imperialism calls upon
the oligarchy of the Kremlin to carry
its, work to a conclusion and, having
introduced military ranks (distinctions,
decorations), privileges, domestic ser-
vants, prostitution, punishments for
abortions, etc., to also introduce private
property in the means of production.
We, on the other hand, call on the
workers of the USSR to overthrow the
Kremlin oligarchy and to build a true
Soviet democracy as the necessary pre-
requisite for building socialism.

A. But you cannot deny that the
USSR, despite all its imperfections, con-
stitutes progress?

B. Only the superficial tourist, whom
the hosts of Moscow have favored with
their hospitality, can regard the USSR
as a single unit. There are in the USSR,
besides extremely progressive tenden-
cies, also malignantly reactionary ones.
One must know how to differentiate
between the two and to defend one
against the other. The never-ending
purges show, even to the blind, the
power and tension of the new antag-
onisms. The most fundamental of these
social contradictions is the one between
the betrayed masses and the new aris-
tocratic caste which is preparing the
restoration of a class society. That is
why 1 cannot be "for the USSR" in
general. I am for the working masses
who created the USSR and against the
bureaucracy which has usurped the
gains of the revolution.

A. But do you mean to say that you
demand the immediate introduction of
complete equality in the USSR? But

~even Marx . . .

B. For goodness' sake, don't use
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these worn-out phrases of Stalin's hire-
lings. I assure you, I too have read
that in the first stage of socialism there
cannot yet be complete equality and that
that is the task of communism. But that
is not the question at all. The point
is that during the last several years,
as the bureaucracy has become more
and more omnipotent, inequality has
grown by enormous dimensions. It is
not the static situation, but the dynam-
ics, the general direction of develop-
ment, that is of decisive importance.
The inequality in the USSR, far from
adjusting itself, sharpens and grows
daily and hourly. The growth of this
social inequality can only be stopped
by revolutionary measures against the
new aristocracy. That alone determines
our position.

A. Yes, but the imperialist reaction-
aries use your criticisms as a whole.
Therefore it follows, doesn't it, that they
also use them against the gains of the
revolution? ‘

B. Of course they try to make use of
them. In political struggle every class
tries to make use of the contradictions
in the ranks of its oppomnents. Two
examples: Lenin, who, as you might
have heard, was never for unity just
for the sake of unity, tried to sepa-
rate the Bolsheviks from the Menshe-
viks. As we have since found out from
czarist archives, the police department
with the help of its provocateurs, further
deepened the split between the Bolshe-
viks and Mensheviks. After the Febru-
ary Revolution of 1917 the Mensheviks
continually insisted that the aims and
methods of Lenin coincided with those
of the czarist police. What a cheap ar-
gument! The police hoped that the split-
ting of the Social Democrats would
weaken them. Lenin, on the other hand,
was convinced that the split with the
Mensheviks would enable the Bolshe-
viks to develop a truly revolutionary
policy and to capture the masses. Who
was right?

Second example: Wilhelm II and his
General Ludendorff tried during thewar
to use Lenin for their own purposes
and put a train at his disposal for his
return to Russia. The Russian Cadets
and Kerensky called Lenin nothing else
but an agent of German imperialism.
And it can be said for them that they
certainly used more convincing, or at
least less stupid, arguments in their

favor than their imitators of today are
employing. And what was the result?
After the defeat of Germany, Luden-
dorff admitted — read his memoirs — that
in his estimation of Lenin he had made
the biggest mistake of his life. The Ger-
man army, according to Ludendorff's
admission, was destroyed, not by the
armies of the Entente, but by the Bolshe-
viks through the October Revolution.

A. Well, what about the military se-
curity of the USSR? What about the
danger of weakening its defenses?

B. You'd better keep quiet about that!
Stalin, having broken with the earlier
Spartan simplicity of the Red Army,
had crowned the officer corps with five
marshals. But he could not bribe the
commanding staff that way. So he de-
cided to destroy it. Four of the five
marshals — precisely the ones who had
some ability — were shot, and with them
the flower of the military command.
A hierarchy of personal spies of Stalin
was created over the army. It has been
shaken to its very core. The USSR
has been weakened. This weakening
of the army goes on. Parasitic tourists
can sit back and enjoy the military
displays on the Red Square. It remains
the duty of a serious revolutionary to
state quite frankly and openly: Stalin
is preparing the defeat of the USSR.

A. And what are your conclusions
then?

B. 1t is very simple. The petty pick-
pockets of politics believe that a great
historical problem can be solved by
cheap claptrap, cunning, intrigue be-
hind the scenes, deception of the masses.
The ranks of the international labor
bureaucracy are teeming with such pick-
pockets. I believe, however, that social
problems can only be solved by a
working class which knows the truth.
Socialist education means fo tell the
masses the truth. Truth most often has
a bitter taste and the "friends of the
Soviet Union" like sweets. But those
who like sweets represent the element
of reaction and not of progress. We
shall continue to tell the masses the
truth. We have got to prepare for the
future, and revolutionary politics is far-
sighted politics.

December 20, 1938
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BOOKS

Moscow Still Haunted by Trotskyism

By George Saunders

"In recent times a series of books
have appeared, devoted to the strug-
gle of V.I. Lenin and the Communist
party against Trotskyism."

That is how the current issue of
Kommunist, theoretical magazine of the
Communist party of the Soviet Union
[CPSU], describes the increasing space
given by Kremlin ideologists to attacks
on the program and activities of the
Fourth International.

P. Pospelov, in issue No. 12, pp.
46-59, calls special attention to this
recent "series." Although his piece is
billed under the heading "From the His-
tory of the CPSU" and is entitled "The
Lessons of the Leninist Party's Strug-
gle Against Trotskyism,"” its purpose
is mainly to review that series and call
attention to it.

Pospelov cites the following four
major contributions to the anti-Trotsky-
ist cacophony which have appeared in
the last year alone.: (In summarizing
and commenting on them at length,
Pospelov in effect adds his own contri-
bution, the fifth in the series.)

First, Trotskyism— The Enemy of
Leninism, a collection of documents
compiled by B. S. Vlasov, Moscow, Poli-
tizdat, published in late 1968. (For a
review of this collection, see Intercon-
tinental Press, June 2, 1969, p. 548.)

Second, a book called The Struggle
of the Bolshevik Party Against Trotsky-
ism (1903 — February 1917), by V. A.
Grinko, N.A. Mitkin, Ye. F. Sopin,
and S.S. Shaumian, Moscow, "Mysl"
publishing house, also late 1968.

This effort was sponsored by the
Department of CPSU History at the
Academy of Social Sciences of the CPSU
Central Committee.

A third book, The Struggle of the
Bolshevik Party Against Trotskyism in
the Post-October Period, edited by Prof.
V. L. Ignatyev, Moscow, "Mysl" pub-
lishing house, 1969, was also prepared
under the direction of the above-men-
tioned department of the Central Com-
mittee's "Academy."

Fourth, an article entitled "On Con-
temporary Trotskyism and Its Sub-
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versive Activities,” by M. Basmanov,
which appeared earlier this year in
Kommunist.

This is the same Basmanov whose
article "Trotskyism in the Service of
Anti-Communism" appeared in a 1967
book by the same Central Committee
"Academy." (For the text of that arti-
cle, with notes criticizing it, see World
Outlook [former name of Intercon-
tinental Press|, March 22, 1968, pp.
245-64.)

Basmanov's latest opus, which ap-
peared in Kommunist No. 7, pp. 98-
108, is of special interest because of
the attention it pays to current develop-
ments in the international revolution-
ary movement. A translation of the ar-
ticle in full, with a rebuttal, is planned
for a coming issue of Intercontinental
Press.

To return to the article in Kommu-
nist No. 12, Pospelov, unlike Basma-
nov, hardly touches on current devel-
opments, giving much of his space to
a justification in detail of the Stalinist
stand against the Left Opposition. He
reviews the dispute of 1923-27, es-
pecially the issue of Soviet dependence
on the world economy, at some length.

Pospelov's general thesis, however, is
not new: "On the eve of the fiftieth an-
niversary of the Great October socialist
revolution, the plenum of the CPSU

Green Berets Bring in

Seven grinning Green Beret officers
arrived at Travis Air Force Base in
California October 1 after Nixon in-
tervened to quash indictments against
them in the case of a murdered Viet-
namese civilian. They told reporters
they were not guilty.

Captain Robert F. Marasco, named
earlier by the army as the triggerman
in the killing, was with the other of-
ficers. He also said he was not guilty.

In a July 24 letter to his wife, how-
ever, published in the September 30
Washington Post, Marasco wrote:

f

Central Committee adopted theses on
'Fifty Years of the Great October so-
cialist revolution.” In those theses it
is emphatically stressed that Trotsky-
ism was and remains a savage, mali-
cious enemy of Leninism, passing over
into anti-Sovietism."

Pospelov's and the other "works" in
this series can be taken, on one level,
as a warning to Soviet citizens that
Trotskyist ideas will be treated as "anti-
Soviet slander,” that is, as grounds for
imprisonment or other forms of repres-
sion. The concern to rehash the "correct”
Stalinist view of the fight in the 1920s
indicates, among other things, that
Soviet dissidents must be looking back
to the views of the Left Opposition with
curiosity and sympathy.

The same issue of Kommunist (No.
12) carries a review article whose main
aim is to refute the view that Lenin's
"April Theses" in essence confirmed Trot-
sky's prognosis of permanent revolu-
tion. The article denies that Lenin had
to reorient the Bolshevik party in order
to break away from coalitionism and
to struggle for assumption of power
by the workers.

Apparently this question had not been
set forth "correctly” in a recent book on
the October revolution, Oktiabrskoe vo-
oruzhennoe vosstanie: semnadtsaty god
v Petrograde [The October Insurrection:
1917 in Petrograd], Leningrad, 1967,
2 vols.

Worse yet, Novy Mir, the anti-Sta-
linist liberal monthly, had praised the
book despite the "outright mistaken po-
sitions on some principled questions
of the history of October" contained in
it

Not Guilty’ Verdict

"There were numerous reasons why
we could not let him go, so the pow-
ers to be decided to do away with him.
Being the people involved, it was up
to us to come up with a plan and
execute it."

One of the Beret officers, Captain
Budge E. Williams, explained his at-
titude toward the affair (as quoted by
the October 5 New York Times):

"I regard all enemies as dangerous.
When you find one, you kill him.
That's what they pay me for, not to
worry about his social problems."
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Brazil

The Debate Over the Elbrick Kidnapping

[The following statement, received by
us from Brazil, presents the position of
the Partido Operario Comunista (Com-
munist Workers party) on the kid-
napping of U.S. Ambassador C. Burke
Elbrick and the new repressive mea-
sures undertaken by the dictatorship.
The translation is by Intercontinental
Press.]

The spokesmen of the dictatorship
can say anything they want now. They
can say that "the government is master
of the situation,” that it is going "to
shoot the subversives,” that the fifteen
persons released are banished, and that
their liberators are being tracked down.
The bourgeois press can slander the
revolutionists and proclaim the dicta-
torship's "humanitarian” motives.

But the truth is that the dictatorship's
Independence Week celebration, which
was planned to demonstrate the mili-
tary power of the bourgeoisie, was
dominated by a feature that was not
on the program, and which the
"gorillas” did not bargain for. In ex-
change for the American ambassador,
fifteen revolutionists were snatched from
prison cells and torture. Everyone in
this country and abroad learned about
the clandestine struggle being waged
and the affronts the military dictator-
ship has been obliged to swallow.

Now, after its fright, anxiety, and
humiliation, the dictatorship is talking
big again. It has already announced
2,000 jailings, special tribunals, and
the institution of the death penalty. This
is natural. In our unequal struggle, we
revolutionists are just beginning to win
momentary or partial victories. We can-
not win the war at one blow. After the
assauits of the revolution, the reaction
is resuming the offensive and trying
to give the impression that it dominates
the situation as securely as before.

This is the way it is after a victorious
strike. The bosses do everything pos-
sible to eliminate the leaders and take
back their concessions. This is the way
it is after an insurrection that does not
go all the way to overthrow the regime.

October 13, 1969

This is the way it is after every in-
dividual action by the vanguard. But
it is these actions, apparently check-
mated by the reaction, which awaken,
teach, and mobilize ever broader
masses, who resume the struggle on
ever ascending levels.

So the repression can mobilize all
its police dogs now, its American detec-
tives and gangs of torturers. Obviously
the revolutionists will do their best to
stay out of the clutches of the police.
But the most important thing, what
the repression cannot in any way hide,
is the feeling that has been created of
demoralization among its own forces
and of confidence in the power of the
revolution. This is our principal gain
and we must exploit it to the fullest.

A "Moral” Problem?

The method the bourgeoisie is using
to try to discredit the courageous ac-
tion of the ALN [Accdo Libertadora
Nacional - National Liberation Action]
and MR 8 [Movimento Revolucionario
do 8 de Outuuro— October 8 Revolu-
tionary Movement*] is that of moral
outrage. "Blackmail," the magazine
Veja screamed indignantly, though it
has no qualms about making its pages
available every week as a sounding
board for the demoralized regime's
most primitive propaganda campaigns.
"Blackmail" is the tune struck up by
the entire bourgeois press on this con-
tinent from Uruguay to Mexico and
Peru.

All the bourgeois press condemns this
method of applying pressure as im-
moral. The MDB [Movimento Demo-
cratico Brasileiro— Brazilian Demo-
cratic Movement] and CNTI have
joined in this chorus despite the dif-
ficulties put in their way by the gen-
erals.

The jailing of the fifteen political pris-
oners, as well as several thousand
others held in the dungeons of a regime
that has no program but repression
and exploitation, is not immoral.

* Named for the date of Che Guevara's
murder. — IP.

The jailing of twenty metal workers
in Rio de Janeiro, who put up an op-
position list in their trade-union elec-
tions, is not immoral.

The imprisoning of hundreds of stu-
dents for maintaining their own organi-
zations is not immoral.

The jailing of two workers who or-
ganized last year's strikes in Minas
Gerais and Sdo Paulo is not immoral.

Torturing Sergeant Lucas to the point
of death is not immoral, nor the murder
of Marquito, nor the murder of Father
Henrique.

Faithful to the hypocrisy of lib-
eralism, these moralists only approve
of methods that can be defeated by the
dictatorship. It would be "moral" for
the revolutionists to appeal cordially
to the American ambassador to inter-
cede in favor of releasing the political
prisoners and putting an end to the
repression. The natural outcome of
such an episode—the jailing of the in-

genuous petitioners —would also be
"moral.”
For these bourgeois moralists, a

worker who goes to his boss politely
to explain his aspirations is moral,
and one who joins with his comrades
to struggle for his demands is immoral.

In a nutshell, the methods by which
the exploited can defend themselves
from the blows of reaction and attack
so that the oppressor power cannot
repress them are "immoral.”

But it will not be necessary to argue
on this level. In much more concrete
matters, the outraged liberals who op-
pose the "blackmail” involved in the
kidnapping of the ambassador have
not a word to say against the routine
methods of the - repression— torturing
prisoners to the point of death to ex-
tort confessions.

The press always refers euphemis-
tically to "rigorous" questioning, but it
never says what the "rigor" consists of —
that is, "the talking stick," tearing out
fingernails, applying electric shocks to
the genital organs, etc. This also
is blackmail—the police get a lead on
the whereabouts of a fighter in return
for giving momentary physical relief.

But there is a great difference between
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these two forms of extortion, and this
difference reflects the distance between
two world views. Between bourgeois
morality — which in theory opposes all
violence but in practice accepts the most
sordid methods, and proletarian
morality which advocates and follows
methods conducive to ending exploita-
tion—there is an abyss, the abyss be-
tween decadence and liberation.

It is the task of the whole revolu-
tionary left to expose all the hypocrit-
ical buffoonery by which the reaction-
aries and the bourgeois opposition in
unison are trying to discredit an action
that demoralized them all.

Importance of the Action

We have already said that we do not
agree with characterizing the present
armed actions as the expression of a
revolutionary war in this country. "Rev-
olutionary war" is a precise term which
has a precise meaning. "War" means
the existence of two armies and "rev-
olutionary' means a class confronta-
tion expressing the fundamental contra-
diction in the society in question.

Thus, revolutionary war is not in
progress in this country. The workers
in the cities and countryside do not
yet have an army of their own. The
present armed actions of the vanguard
are useful insofar as they prepare the
way politically for arming the revolu-
tionary social forces.

Obviously the kidnapping of the am-
bassador, important as it was, could
not alter this picture. What, then, was
the significance of this action? We can
say that its importance was not limited
to that of the fifteen fighters of the left
who were set free. Certainly the release
of these fifteen militants was very im-
portant.

Some of them — like Gregério Bezerra
who was tortured in the streets of Recife
in April 1964 —have been imprisoned
since the coup. Others have played an
important role in the struggles that
have taken place during the rule of
the dictatorship— Dirceu, Wladimir
[Palmeira], and Travassos of the stu-
dent leadership; Ibrahim in the strike
in Osasco; Zaratini, who was impris-
oned and tortured along with the peas-
ants in Pernambuco; Sergeant Onofre;
and many others.

But as important as the fifteen pris-
oners released may be, it was not the
simple sum of their individual courage
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that gave the Elbrick kidnapping the
significance it had.

Still more important than the release
of these fifteen comrades was the
manner of their release. That is, the
main achievement of the operation was
the great encouragement it gave the
workers, and the great demoralization
it sowed in the regime and its repres-
sive apparatus.

Today the dictatorship has an-
nounced introduction of the death
penalty and the most furious repres-
sion. This is a desperate attempt to re-
cover its morale, to give a demonstra-

Dirt and Grime Front

tion of force, and to offset the blow it
has suffered by instilling fear in the
masses.

It is a futile attempt. The revolution-
ists are not frightened by any of the
reactionaries’ threats. And we know
now, more than ever, that the dicta-
torship cannot rely on any popular
sympathy. We will know how to mo-
bilize the workers to put an end to this
system of terror and poverty once and
for all. The death penalty they have
enacted will be turned irremediably into
a sentence of death against them them-
selves.

September 10, 1969

Bigger and Better Vacuum Cleaners

Relief is in sight for the denizens of
the world's dirtiest city, New York. The
other capitals of our globe may well
sit up and take notice, for what may
be shaping up here is a prototype of
the city of the future.

One of the big sources of dirt and
grime in New York, according to the
experts, is the dust from buildings be-
ing torn down.

Harold Romer, director of the field
services for the Department of Air Re-
sources, has announced that an experi-
ment costing $120,000 is projected to
see if this source of air pollution can't
be eliminated forever.

What is envisioned is two types of
plastic enclosures. Smaller buildings
will be enclosed completely in a bubble
that will then be inflated with a blower.
As the building comes down, under the
hands of the wreckers, the dust-laden air
will be allowed to escape through a
filter. The filter will catch the dust.

For larger buildings, sheets of plastic,
maybe ten feet square, will be attached
to a scaffolding around the condemned
building. This would put a sealed blan-
ket around the building, according to
Mr. Romer, "with the exception of the
top, which would be left open for the
intake of air."

Powerful blowers would suck air in
through the top, while at the ground
level a huge vacuum cleaner-like de-
vice would collect the clouds of dust in
a monster bag.

Mr. Romer said that up to now build-
ing contractors have taken a "standoff-

ish position" on the plastic enclosure
suggestion, claiming that it would be
expensive.

With the $120,000 made available by
the federal government, Mr. Romer
hopes to show that in practice the
scheme will be worth its cost in terms
of "improving the quality of the city's
air."

The idea sounds so brilliant, in fact,
that it is to be hoped it can be tried
for the city as a whole. One big plastic
bubble for the entire island and its
suburbs.

And the same for all the surrounding
cities, otherwise New York's giant rotors
might draw in their dust.

Some problems are foreseeable, of
course, such as disposing of the city
dust bags, which can hardly be dumped
in any old wastebasket or garbage can.

Likewise people of fixed habits, in-
sistent on clinging to the "good old
days,” might find it difficult to adjust
to such an innovation as living in a
vacuum cleaner.

For instance, the constant roar of
the motors and the rush of air toward
the filters might be magnified by them
into a source of complaint until they
finally became used to it as part of the
overhead cost that must necessarily be
paid in return for the advantages of the
modern way of life.

Despite these negative features, it's
one of the best ideas yet proposed by
those with capitalist know-how who
have been pondering over the ever-
worsening problem of dirt and grime.
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