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Look Who’s Talking

France:

A Bonapartist Regime
Without a Bonaparte

Germany:

New Helmsman

for Capitalism

"A spirit of national masochism prevails, encouraged by an
effete corps of impudent snobs who characterize themselves as
intellectuals." — Spiro Agnew. See page 979.

Maoist Adventure
in Chicago

Political Situation in India

Intellectuals Condemn Ban on Mandel



American Way of Life

Orange County Jail

The new Orange County Jail in San-
ta Ana, California, near Los Angeles,
deserves to be considered as one of the
most fitting symbols yet produced of
the "free world.”

It does not have any visible bars.
That's right. A jail with not a single
bar to be seen.

In fact, the jail is beautifully designed
from the architectural point of view.
Molded in concrete, it consists of three
separate buildings suggestive of shoe
boxes and soap packages linked up
and cantilevered in a light and airy
way.

It could be taken for a modern
school or for an annex to the United
Nations.

The trick was to reduce the usual
windows to slots only seven inches wide.
Seven inches is the maximum separa-
tion permitted under California law for
bars used in windows.

For esthetic reasons, some of the
slots, which are thirty inches long,
were made horizontal instead of verti-
cal. The resulting pattern is a hand-
some variant of the swastika.

For safety reasons, the slots do not
open on the cells but on the corridors
manned by the guards.

Between the guards and the prison-
ers are walls of glass one-half inch
thick. These walls, since they are not
visible from outside the jail, have suf-
ficient bars to more than make up for
the lack of them on the external walls
of the buildings.

Thus the prisoners are actually kept
in heavily barred glass cages, which in
turn are enclosed in the stunningly de-
signed concrete screen.

The corridors are ingeniously con-
structed so that the guards can watch
the prisoners from two levels. The in-
mates are kept in four cell levels in the
two-story structures.

The prison has been designed for
1,800 inmates. They are segregated in-
to separate buildings according to sex.

However bleak life may be inside,
the "free world" can take pride in how
perfectly this architectural wonder meets
the elementary need of keeping up ap-
pearances.
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Nobel Prize Winner Among Petitioners

Intellectuals Demand End to Ban on Mandel

Dr. Salvador E. Luria of the Massa-
chusetts Institute of Technology [MIT],
who has just been awarded the Nobel
Prize in biochemistry, heads the nine
initiators of a petition being circulated
in academic and literary communities
throughout the United States protest-
ing the State Department's denial of
a visa to the Belgian Marxist econ-
omist, Ernest Mandel, a contributing
editor of Intercontinental Press.

Mandel was scheduled to debate the
former ambassador to India John Ken-
neth Galbraith at Stanford University
in Palo Alto, California, October 18.
He was forced to conduct the argu-
ment by tape and transatlantic tele-
phone when the State Department re-
fused to lift the ban on his four-day
visit. [See "State Department Bars
Ernest Mandel,” Intercontinental Press,
October 27, p. 939.]

The other sponsors of the petition
urging the U.S. authorities to rescind
the ban upon his entry are Richard
Falk, Professor of International Law,
Princeton University; Susan Sontag,
author and critic; Prof. Gabriel Kol-
ko, University of Buffalo; Prof. Noam
Chomsky, MIT; Prof. Robert Paul
Wolff, Columbia University; Richard
Poirier, editor Partisan Review; Prof.
Arno Mayer, Princeton University, and
Prof. Robert Heilbroner of the New
School for Social Research.

The petition is being circulated by the
Bertrand Russell Peace Foundation,
which is sponsoring, together with the So-
cialist Scholars Conference, a confer-
ence on "Agencies of Social Change:
Toward a Revolutionary Strategy for
Advanced Industrial Countries” at
Town Hall, New York, November 29.

Mandel and two other European so-
cialists, André Gorz, an editor of les
Temps Modernes, and Lucien Gold-
mann of the Sorbonne, are on the pro-
gram.

Mandel has also been invited to speak
in early December at six leading East-
ern universities; MIT, Princeton, Am-
herst, Vassar, Columbia, and the New

chool for Social Research. He has
also been invited to participate in an
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MIT-sponsored conference in Boston
on "Problems of Conversion from Mil-
itary to Civilian Production in the
Economy” with Professor Galbraith and
Dr. Luria.

The State Department has received a
spate of letters, calls, and telegrams
from university presidents, faculty
members, scientists and influential in-
tellectuals, demanding that Mandel be
permitted to fulfill these engagements.

They insist on the right of Ameri-
cans to hear his views in person as
well as to read his books and articles.

In a letter to the New York Times,
eight of the petition signers condemned
the "egregious violation of academic
freedom” in Mandel's case and called
upon the public to make Washington
reverse its decision.

Under similar pressures, the State
Department recently rescinded its bans
upon other European radicals and

upon the Mexican novelist Carlos
Fuentes.

Further protest actions are planned
if the government does not promptly
grant Mandel a visa.

Text of Petition

[The letter reproduced below, spon-
sored by the nine prominent intellec-
tuals listed in the article above, is being
circulated in academic and literary
circles throughout the United States.]

* * *

Ernest Mandel, the noted European
Marxist scholar, was barred from par-
ticipating in a conference organized by
the Graduate Students Association at
Stanford University, California, Oc-
tober 17-18, where he was invited to
debate Professor John Kenneth Gal-
braith of Harvard on "Technology and
the Third World." The United States
State Department denied him permis-
sion for a four-day visit without any
official explanation and persisted in its
refusal despite protests from Stanford,
Princeton, and Harvard faculty mem-
bers.

This is the latest of several such ex-
clusions over the past year. The most
publicized was the case of the Mex-
ican novelist Carlos Fuentes who, on
February 22, was prevented from dock-
ing in Puerto Rico. Even after pro-
tests by writers organizations, news-
papers, publishers and high former
government officials, formal permission
to enter was withheld from him. In
a March 5 editorial on this action, the
New York Times commented: "One
sure way to tarnish the United States
is for some bureaucrat to decide that
a writer, painter or other artist is an
'undesirable alien' because of his
works or beliefs . . . Congress ought
to re-examine and eliminate those pur-
poseless restrictions, which make the
United States ridiculous rather than se-
cure.”

The ban upon Ernest Mandel is es-
pecially arbitrary since he made a two-
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month tour of the United States last
September-October, when he spoke at
thirty universities from coast to coast.
There is no doubt about his scholar-
ly qualifications. He has an interna-
tional reputation in the fields of eco-
nomic history and theory. His major
work, Marxist Economic Theory, has
been published in many languages.
Upon its recent appearance in the
United States, Professor Robert Heil-
broner of the New School for Social
Research, wrote in the June 5, 1969,
New York Review of Books that "the
masterful re-presentation of Marxism
by Ernest Mandel is as welcome as it
will be indispensable.”

Yet the State Department decrees that,
so far as itis concerned, he is no
longer welcome in this country. As
scholars and American citizens, we can-
not permit "some bureaucrat to decide”
who we can or cannot hear any more
than what we should read. We are able
to read Mr. Mandel's books and arti-
cles. We likewise insist on our right
to hear him discuss these questions in
person.

Ernest Mandel has been invited to
speak at the Massachusetts Institute of
Technology, Princeton, Columbia, Am-
herst, and the New School for Social
Research in early December. He has
also agreed to participate with other
internationally esteemed scholars in-
cluding Lucien Goldmann and André
Gorz at a conference at Town Hall
in New York November 29 under the
joint auspices of the Socialist Scholars’
Conference and the Bertrand Russell
Peace Foundation on the subject of
"Agencies of Social Change."

We ask you to join with us in sign-
ing this petition urging the United
States State Department to rescind its
ban and give Ernest Mandel a visa
to come to this country for these en-
gagements.

The issue at stake transcends the
insulting treatment of a scholar of
Mandel's attainments or discrimina-
tion against his political beliefs and
associations. It concerns the right of
free communication and cultural ex-
change essential both to democracy
and fruitful scholarly activity.

We should act in this instance of in-
justice to call a halt to a policy that
the New York Times has rightly as-
sailed as "a vestige of the restrictive
era of the nineteen-fifties."
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France

A Bonapartist Regime
Without a Bonaparte

By Pierre Frank

Paris

For several weeks the situation in
France has been marked by consider-
able disarray in the leading circles in
both the economic and political realms.
The head of government has spoken
of a "malaise"; an important figure
like Edgar Faure,* of "disenchant-
ment"; the ministers have been indulg-
ing in mutual backbiting; deep lines
of cleavage have shown up in the
Gaullist parliamentary group.

Neither the devaluation of the franc
in August nor the strikes which have
continued without letup since the end
of the summer vacation are sufficient
to explain this situation. We are see-
ing something which goes much deeper
than anything previously experienced
in contemporary French society.

In 1958 capitalism used the crisis
provoked by the Algerian war to
install a "strong regime,” a Bonapart-
ist regime centered around the person
of de Gaulle. The objective was not
solely to find a solution to the war
in Algeria. In removing an impotent
parliamentary regime, the capitalists
sought to accelerate important trans-
formations in the economy (industrial
concentration, rapid wurbanization,
etc.).

Since this operation produced im-
mediate and substantial results for
big capital, these interests resigned
themselves to paying the overhead
costs represented by some of de
Gaulle's caprices. But in May 1968,
the French capitalists saw the other
side of the coin. While de Gaulle suc-
ceeded in stopping the movement at
the time, he lost the confidence of
the bourgeoisie.

The capitalists feared that as a
result of some of his whims or pig-
headed attitudes — like his refusal to

* De Gaulle appointed Edgar Faure min-
ister of education after the May-June up-
surge to direct the pacification of the uni-
versities. —IP.

devalue the franc — de Gaulle would
end by blowing up everything. So
the bourgeoisie seized the first op-
portunity to hang de Gaulle by his
own rope, forcing him to withdraw
from the government.

Following de Gaulle's ouster, the
Gaullist Pompidou was elected presi-
dent of the republic. At the same time,
a new cabinet was installed under the
leadership of another follower of de
Gaulle, Chaban-Delmas. The new
premier broadened out the govern-
ment and the parliamentary majority
to include other factions of the bour-
geoisie.

All this was done with scrupulous
respect for the constitution of 1958.
De Gaulle's high-handed manner was
dropped, to be replaced by more ac-
commodating relationships in the
political world.

Less than three months after elim-
inating de Gaulle with a finesse only
veteran political wheelers and dealers
are capable of, the gears of the po-
litical machine jammed; they no long-
er meshed with the political life of
the country.

What happened? However complex
the effects, the cause is very simple.

The 1958 constitution was tailor-
made for de Gaulle. The explicit pro-
visions of this Bonapartist constitu-
tion as well as the objective needs
of French capitalism require that the
president of the republic play a Bona-
partist role and not that of a figure-
head as in the two previous republics.

The history of France has known
Bonapartes and Bonapartist constitu-
tions, but no Bonaparte has ever
directly succeeded a Bonaparte; every
Bonapartist regime has ended in di-
saster (Waterloo and Sedan*).

Was it to be different in the case
of the Fifth Republic? The French

* Napoleon III and his army were cap-’

tured by the Prussians at Sedan.—IP.
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bourgeoisie was able to eliminate de
Gaulle with exceptional adeptness. But
all its adepiness has not been suffi-
cient to replace de Gaulle with an-
other "Bonaparte.”

A Bonaparte cannot be manufac-
ured. And no one can turn himself
into a Bonaparte on the spur of the
moment. Such a figure must have a
personality corresponding to certain
given historical and political con-
ditions.

So it took just a few weeks for it
to be realized that none of the post-

de Gaulle figures — Pompidou,
Chaban-Delmas, and  Giscard
d'Estaing . . . —had the makings of

a Bonaparte and that the whole team
together did not carry enough weight
to equal such a personality.

De Gaulle suppressed his own sup-
porters as well as the official opposi-
tion. His successors are proving to
be mediocre politicians, men of no
stature, who are not up to the offices
they hold and the problems they have
to solve.

This is the underlying origin of
the disarray that has struck the French
bourgeoisie, even if it itself does not
clearly realize this.

There are some who are nostal-
gic for de Gaulle, who wonder every
morning: "What would de Gaulle have
done in this situation?” And we are
witnessing the amusing spectacle of
a public controversy among the
Gaullists over whether or not they
should ask themselves this question.
However, a return of de Gaulle to
power is very unlikely, unless this
Bonaparte too wants his "hundred
days."*

Although, as we will see further on,
the present situation may persist for
quite a long time, everyone in France
is becoming increasingly aware that
the question of power will be posed.

In a recent press conference, Pom-
pidou himself, without anyone bring-
ing up the question, evoked the May
1968 events to add that under no cir-
cumstances would he step down. He
obviously could not say anything else.
But this by no means predetermines
what he would do if the going
got a little rough.

* The "hundred days" in which Napoleon
juled after escaping from Elba and before
v()eing defeated at Waterloo. — IP.
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The fact that the government in
power today has no authority is
not the only aspect of the situation
creating disarray among the bour-
geoisie, and it may not be the most
serious aspect for them.

Big capital put de Gaulle in power
to topple the archaic structures that

POMPIDOU. Didn't have the makings.

impeded its expansion.
structures were those linked to the
parliamentary system, primarily the
political parties, even though France
did not have a tradition of well-or-
ganized bourgeois parties like Great
Britain.

But in this area as in others, de
Gaulle destroyed what existed with-
out puiting anything in its place. As
can now be seen with glaring clarity,
the Gaullist party, the UDR [Union
pour la Défense de la République —
Union for the Defense of the Republic]
does not have the slightest ideological
cohesion; it was only an agglomera-
tion of rapacious individuals, who
began to close ranks immediately af-
ter de Gaulle's departure in an at-
tempt to postpone the inevitable melee
that will be fatal for them.

For all practical purposes not much
is left of the old traditional parties
of the bourgeoisie. The Indépendants

Among these

(the classical right) are breaking up;
the bourgeois moderates are frag-
mented and will have great difficulty
in forming a parliamentary bloc, even
leaving the individual deputies the
right to vote as they please; the
Radicals who left the defunct FGDS
[Federation de la Gauche Démocrate
et Socialiste — Federation of the Demo-
cratic and Socialist Left — a coali-
tion of right-wing Social Democrats
and liberals] are wandering like lost
souls.

Worse still, the Gaullist regime —
assisted by May 1968 — dealt a ter-
rible blow to the Socialist party. It
is not, moreover, easy to pinpoint
the position of this party and the
best course is to review the develop-
ment of the events.

In the aftermath of the December
presidential election in which Mit-
terrand, the candidate of the united
"left," including the Communist party,
forced de Gaulle into a runoff vote,
the Fédération de la Gauche Démocrate
et Socialiste was formed. It included
the Radicals, the SFIO [Section Fran-
caise de l'Internationale Ouvriere —
French Section of the Workers (Se-
cond) International, the main group-
ing of Social Democrats], some po-
litical clubs, and the Convention des
Institutions Républicaines [the Con-
vention of Republican Institutions, a

small formation led by Mitterrand].
This federation, as the participants
saw it, was to be a stage in the for-

mation of a new Socialist party,
a modern Socialist party, uniting the
entire "non-Communist left."

One of its objectives was to gain

a greater electoral and parliamentary
weight than the PCF [Parti Commu-

niste Francais — French Communist
party]l. The FGDS made middling
gains, without, however, achieving

this objective.
a deadline

Not without difficulty,
was set for convening

the founding congress of the new
Socialist party.
But May 1968 arrived and the

breakup began. The electoral de-
bacle the FGDS suffered in the June
1968 elections exacerbated the dis-
sension. The Radicals were the first
to leave the FGDS. The organization
fell dormant. However, the found-
ing congress of the new Socialist party
was nonetheless set for the begin-
ning of May 1969.

By a most uniucky chance, this was
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just the moment de Gaulle chose to
resign, thereby forcing a presidential
election. Then came a blowup over
choosing a candidate. The historians,
we may be sure, will have their work
cut out for them in explaining the in-
cidents and maneuvers accompany-
ing this event.

Finally, a new Socialist party was
formed, but Mitterrand and his Con-
vention refused to come in on the
deal. Some groups were still won-
dering whether they should join it. And
the new party itself lacked unity.

Guy Mollet withdrew from the
central leadership but he helped to
put an outsider, Savary, in his place.
Savary, who was not in the main-
stream of the old SFIO, had there-
fore to start out by trying to achieve
some degree of unity in this new So-
cialist party.*

As a result of this fragmentation,
the ™on-Communist left" suffered
considerable losses, which were no-
ticeable at the time of the presidential
elections. The Socialist candidate
Defferre received only 5 percent of
the vote, although the Socialist fol-
lowing in the country, while declin-
ing, is still greater than that figure.

This situation of a Socialist party
running out of steam and becoming
impotent is entirely new for the French
bourgeoisie. When capital found it-
self in difficulty in the past — in
June 1936 and in the aftermath of the
second world war — the Socialist party
represented a first-class political force,
whose roots in the working class were
strong in 1936 and still considerable
though diminished in 1945-47.

The result of this is that the French
bourgeoisie, which is so fragmented,
now finds the only organized mass
force facing it to be the PCF together
with the CGT [Confédération Générale
du Travail — General Confederation
of Labor, the CP-dominated wunion
federation)].

The French bourgeoisie in the per-
son of their effective political lead-
ers know very well that the PCF
has no intention of overthrowing the
capitalist system. They know very well
that the PCF is now a reformist party.

* The PSU|[Parti Socialiste Unifie — United
Socialist party] must also be included
among these forces. Its leaders dropped
the "leftism" they affected in the wake of
May 1968, seeking to involve themselves
in the inescapable orbiting of these differ-
ent fragments of "French socialism.”
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But they also know that this is not
their reformism.
They know that this party cannot

give them exactly the same guar-
antees given to British capitalism by
the Labour party and to German
capitalism by the SPD [Sozialdemo-
kratische Partei Deutschlands — So-
cial Democratic party of Germany]|.

The bourgeoisie know how to use
this party but do not have confi-
dence in it, and they will have to be
on the brink of an abyss before they
will entrust the PCF with ministerial
posts. De Gaulle did this in the
postwar period, but that was de Gaulle
before whom even a Thorez snapped
to attention.

May 1968 provided proof positive
that the leadership of the PCF and
the CGT do not want to overthrow
the capitalist system. But this great
social crisis also caused difficulties for
this leadership. The working masses
revealed a considerable potential for
struggle. A revolutionary current to
the left of the PCF appeared and
threatened to outflank it.

Thus, this leadership felt the need
of presenting its line in a form that
would enable it to keep a better rein
on the masses. Recently Séguy, the
general secretary of the CGT, made
a speech which the bourgeoisie have
tried to use to raise a hue and cry
about subversion.

In substance Séguy said that the de-
velopment of the economic struggles of
the working class would end by rais-
ing political problems, that Pompidou
was certain not to finish out his seven-
year term, and that the question of a
"democratic alternative” would arise.

This democratic alternative is the

PCF's old line, that is, "unity of
the left" for "advanced democracy."
What was new, however, was that

while in May the PCF and the CGT
denied the existence of a far-reaching
movement posing the need for a po-
litical solution, now these peopie are
taking preventive action to popu-
larize their political solution.

The Communists are not the only
ones saying things like this. The sec-
retary of the CFDT [Confédération
Francgaise et Démocratique du Tra-
vail— French Democratic Confedera-
tion of Labor, the independent trade-
union federation], Deschamps, said
recently that if the government proved
incapable of meeting the workers'

demands, the CFDT would raise the
question of a change of government
and possibly of the system.

The PCF and CGT leaders can in-
dulge all the more freely in talk about
a "democratic alternative” in the
present situation. In the state th
"non-Communist left” is in, this alter-
native is still more illusory than in the
past and this gives the CP a pretext
for shifting the blame for the lack of
a political solution onto the Socialists.

To sum up, the French bourgeoisie
has no coherent political or combat
forces capable of driving back the
masses that are in motion at this time.
It findg itself forced to live from day to
day, taking advantage of the fact that
the leadership of the mass move-
ment is not pushing beyond the limits
of economic struggles.

Such a situation may, then, persist
even for quite a long time in its
present form, unless new elements —
a serious recession, an international
crisis, etc. — intervene to ignite the
powder keg.

This does not mean that no devel-
opments of any importance will occur
but it does mean that we are not
about to see a solution of any stability.
There is a crisis of leadership in
both of the fundamental classes of the
society and neither one of these crises
can be resolved quickly.

A new vanguard did, of course, ap-
pear in May 1968, but it, too, is
still quite fragmented. Most important-
ly, while its influence is quite wide-
spread among the youth, including
the young workers, this vanguard
stiil has a very narrow base in the
main body of the working class. The
present situation does not offer the
vanguard the advantages it had fol-
lowing the May 1968 crisis.

At that time, indeed, there was
above all the opportunity to garner
the fruits of the tremendous experience

that had just been undergone. At the
present time the danger exists that
because of their weakness the van-

guard forces will become scattered in
chasing after all the numerous eco-
nomic struggles.

The vanguard must try to utilize
its forces effectively by choosing care-
fully where and when to participate
and by concentrating its energies
there so as to increase its base in the
working class. But at the same tim
it must reach very broad masses with
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propaganda countering the illusory
and fallacious "democratic alternative”
with the socialist solution — that is,
organizing workers committees in the

‘Cannot Teach with

Members of Kenya's National As-
sembly in Nairobi, under pressure
from angry teachers, demanded Octo-
ber 2 that the government pay the
salaries of 10,000 teachers who had
not been paid for two months. Local
councils claimed that they did not have
the money to pay employees of local
schools.

In September some 40,000 teach-
ers threatened a nationwide strike if
their wages for July were not paid
immediately. The Finance Ministry
came up with the funds and the strike
was called off.

A dispatch from Nairobi in the Oc-
tober 3 Nationalist, published in Dar
es Salaam, Tanzania, reported that
at the beginning of October " . . five
local councils — ranging from Nyeri
just to the north of Nairobi to Homa
Bay on the shores of Lake Victoria

Canada

come and es-
regime based on such

great struggles to

tablishing a

councils.
October 17.

Empty Stomachs’

in the northwest — were again unable
to raise enough money to meet the
teachers salaries.”

On October 1 the teachers union
ordered its unpaid members to report
daily at county pay offices instead
of to their classes. One union state-
ment said: "The teachers are not on
strike, all we are doing is to pursue
our salaries for September.”

The Nationalist reported that mem-
bers of the National Assembly said
it was "appalling that Kenya was alone
in its apparent inability to pay teach-
ers, while it could find enough money
for extra payments for ministers."

One legislator, George F. Oduya,

declared October 2, "they cannot teach
when their stomachs are empty. When
a worker has worked you must pay
him.”

Riddell to Run for Mayor of Toronto

The League for Socialist Action/
Ligue Socialiste Ouvrieére [LSA/LSO]
nominated a slate of candidates Oc-
tober 10 for Toronto's municipal elec-
tions, topping its list with John Riddell
for mayor. Riddell is the LSA/LSO
organizer in Toronto.

The socialist slate is designed to fill
in uncontested positions in the list
adopted by the New Democratic party
[NDP], Canada's labor party, so that
voters will have the opportunity to
cast their ballots for labor and social-
/‘st candidates for all major municipal

posts.
In addition to a nominee for mayor,
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the LSA/LSO named four aldermanic
candidates. The Young Socialists nom-
inated six candidates for the Board of
Education.

The four running for alderman are
Joan Newbigging, an activist in the
women's liberation movement; Richard
Fidler, managing editor of the Workers

Vanguard; Harry Stone, a printer;
and Marlie Ritchie, an antiwar ac-
tivist.

"This is by far the biggest election
effort ever launched by the LSA or YS
in Canada,” the Workers Vanguard re-
ported October 20. "They decided to
make this all-out effort to fill out the

labor slate after the NDP, entering
the Toronto aldermanic race for the
first time, failed to nominate a full
slate, and refused to run under its
banner either a mayoralty candidate
or Board of Education candidates.”

At the nominating meeting, the can-
didates outlined the main issues of the
campaign. A central plank will be
opposition to the war in Vietnam and
an appeal to end Canadian complicity
in U.S. aggression in Southeast Asia.
A number of local issues were also
raised.

"Richard Fidler,” the Workers Van-
guard said, "a member of the executive
of the Ontario Tenants Association,
pointed out that rent took a larger
chunk of the income of Toronto tenants
than was the case for tenants anywhere
else in North America, and empha-
sized the necessity of an extensive mu-
nicipal low-cost public housing pro-
gram.

"Joan Newbigging outlined the dis-
crimination against women in this so-
ciety and stated that the first measure
introduced by a Toronto labor ad-
ministration must be equal pay for
women in City Hall itself.

"Harry Stone explained how only a
labor administration could take effec-
tive action against the businessmen
who are drowning the city of Toronto
in all forms of pollution.”

Representatives of Toronto's radical
and labor movement also spoke.

On October 15 John Riddell ad-
dressed a rally of 200 demonstrators
called by the Vietham Mobilization
Committee in solidarity with the Viet-
nam Moratorium in the United States.
Riddell scored Mayor William Den-
nison for his attacks on the antiwar
movement.

Why Not Accept Thieu's Offer?

President Nguyen Van Thieu of the
Saigon puppet regime is not without a
certain sardonic humor. When told that
Nixon might want to withdraw more
troops from South Vietnam, Thieu said
he had no objections so long as the U. S.
footed the bill. "Give me a number,” he
told the press September 27, "and I will
give you a bill. If you help me adequate-
ly, all right."

The bill for leaving the troops there
is running at perhaps $3 billion a month.
If Thieu would consider it adequate to go
on the Pentagon payroll at half that price
in return for his permission to withdraw
all the U.S. troops at once, wouldn't it
be worth making the deal?
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Bolivia

Ovando Nationalizes Gulf Oil

General Alfredo Ovando Candia an-
nounced the nationalization of the
Bolivia Gulf Oil Company October 17,
several hours after his troops had oc-
cupied the company's offices in La
Paz and its plant in Santa Cruz. The
$140-million enterprise is a subsidy
of the Gulf Oil Company.

Ovando's move came exactly two
weeks before Nixon's October 31
press conference when he is scheduled,
at long last, to announce his Latin-
American policy. The Bolivian junta,
which seized power September 26, has
said it is considering "the amount,
conditions, and methods" of compen-
sation to Gulf for the property.

Ovando, who has described his mili-
tary dictatorship as ‘"leftist national-
ism" and "fundamentally the same"
as the regime in Peru, has been under
heavy pressure at home to put up
an "anti-imperialist" front. The Bo-
livian economy has stagnated for
years. The rate of American private
investment in all of Latin America has
declined in recent years. Foreign "aid"
from Washington, which was increased
after 1961 in the Alliance for Progress
as an "answer" to the Cuban Revolu-
tion, has also been cut back.

In addition, the scandal of CIA in-
volvement in the Bolivian government,
especially in hunting down and exe-
cuting Che Guevara in October 1967,
had been damaging to the stability of
the preceding regime. Ovando was
head of the army under the late Bar-
rientos and was reputed to have given
the order to murder Che Guevara.

On the eve of his coup, Ovando
was accused by a right-wing journal-
ist of accepting a $600,000 bribe from
Gulf to protect its interests if he were
elected president in the scheduled May
1970 elections. Ovando suppressed the
story and the elections by toppling
President Luis Siles Salinas.

One of Ovando's first acts was to
assure Washington that Gulf would
not be nationalized, although he did
suspend the 1962 legislation, under
which the oil monopoly operated, in
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GENERAL OVANDO. Launches military
regime with effort to gain leftist qura.

order to renegotiate the division of the
profits.

Particularly embarrassing for the
dictator's new "leftist" image was Wash-
ington's haste to recognize his regime.
Diplomatic approval came through
in record time on October 10. An
October 11 Reuters dispatch said
the State Department "stressed that
its new policy of giving quick recog-
nition to military governments in
Latin America did not specifically im-
ply approval of such regimes.”

But in Bolivia it was noted that
this "new" policy did not seem to ap-
ply to governments such as Cuba or
North Vietnam or China. It was wide-
ly concluded that Ovando had made
a secret deal with Nixon to protect
U. S. interests in Bolivia.

During the first week of October,
more that 1,000 students marched on
Murillo Plaza, where the government
palace is located in La Paz, to de

mand that Gulf Oil be nationalized
without compensation.

The students held a rally before-
hand at the University of San Andrés
where they commemorated the second
anniversary of the death of Che
Guevara, and the Kkilling of Inti
Peredo September 9.

Carlos Nunez, writing from La Paz
in the October 16 issue of Prensa La-
tina, the Cuban government news
agency, described the meeting. (Pren-
sa Latina gives no date for the rally,
but it apparently took place October
8or9.)

"The wuniversity building, a few
blocks from the center of the city, had
its facade decorated with large por-
traits of Che and Major Guido Inti
Peredo, killed here one month ago in
circumstances that have still not been
completely cleared up.

"At noon in the auditorium, lead-
ers of the Bolivian University Con-
federation (CUB) and the local Uni-
versity Federation (FUL) in fighting
terms spoke of Major Guevara and
the continent-wide struggle against im-
perialism.

"During the day loudspeakers placed
in the building of San Andrés Uni-
versity broadcast revolutionary slo-
gans and songs about Che, along with
the demands of the university students
to the new regime. . . .

"Two hours later the 'march in de-
fense of natural resources' began, fol-
lowed by an improvised meeting in
Murillo Plaza. During the demonstra-
tion the students stoned the U.S.
Embassy and the U.S.-owned 'Bo-
livian Power Company' building. The
police used tear gas to break up the
demonstration.”

Ovando put on his best left face
for home consumption in announcing
the take-over. He described the seizure
as an ‘'engagement” by the army
"to assure the sovereignty of the na-
tion over the resources of the country
and to recover the natural riches cede
to foreign companies to the detri
ment of the national interest."
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Ovando spoke at an October 17

press conference, surrounded by his
newly appointed civilian ministers and
the principal military chieftains. The
October 19-20 Paris daily Le Monde
carried part of his declaration:
, "Faced with a foreign and antina-
tional conspiracy, fomented to shackle
the revolutionary process, the armed
forces have charged the government
with nationalizing the Bolivian Gulf
0Oil Company.”

As a further gesture, Ovando estab-
lished diplomatic relations with Ru-
mania, and a Rumanian trade dele-
gation arrived in La Paz October 15.

(On September 29 Ovando offered
to establish diplomatic relations with
Cuba if the Cubans would leave his
dictatorship alone and not encourage
revolutionary struggles against his
regime.)

Ovando has not indicated whether
the nationalization of other Amer-
ican properties is contemplated. The
United States Steel Corporation and
other American companies have in-
vested some $13 million in Bolivian
mines.

Other major U.S. firms operating
in Bolivia include the W.R. Grace
Company, First National City Bank,
Trans American Resources, Marine
Midland Grace Trust Company, Chase
Manhattan Bank, World Homes, and
Philipp Brothers.

In fact, Ovando is reportedly car-
rying on negotiations for Gulf to con-
tinue transporting and marketing Bo-
livian oil from the "nationalized"
fields.

The military regime also belies its
leftist facade by continuing to hold
dozens of political prisoners arrested
last July or at the time of the killing
of Inti Peredo. These include mem-
bers of Peredo's ELN [Ejército de
Liberacion Nacional— National Lib-
eration Army], and of the POR [Par-
tido Obrero Revolucionario — Revo-
lutionary Workers party — the Bolivian
section of the Fourth International].

But Ovando may have unleashed
forces that he cannot control. The
October 23 New York Times report-
ed that the government had been un-
able to persuade peasants northeast of
La Paz to return an American gold
_dredge they had seized October 17.

; Union members struggled with mili-
tary parade marshals during a gov-
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ernment-sponsored march October 20
called to celebrate the nationalizations.
One student told a correspondent of
Le Monde: "It is not the regime which
issued from the September 26 coup
that we support, but the decision that
it has taken. We are afraid, however,
of being betrayed again.”

The union federation, Central Obrera
Boliviana [COB — Bolivian Confed-
eration of Labor], has raised a series
of demands that go beyond the
present aims of the Ovando regime.

The October 22 Le Monde reported:

Avustria

"The workers' confederation demands
the nationalization of other Amer-
ican mining operations, of imports,
of the banks, and [calls for] the es-
tablishment of diplomatic relations
with all the socialist countries. They
also demand the expulsion of the mem-
bers of the American military mission,
of the Peace Corps, and of the Inter-
American Regional Labor Organiza-
tion [(Organizacion Regional Inter-
Americana de Trabajadores —ORIT —
the discredited affiliate of the Interna-
tional Confederation of Free Trade
Unions)."

CP in Crisis Over Czechoslovakia

Brussels

At a meeting held at the beginning
of October, the Central Committee
of the Austrian Communist party
[Kommunistische Partei Oesterreichs]
decided to bow to the pressure from
Moscow to support the invasion and
occupation of the Czechoslovak So-
cialist Republic.

The opposition nevertheless made
a strong showing. A motion that
would have required the party to con-
tinue to support the Dubcek tenden-
cy against the unreconstructed Sta-
linist Husak-Strougal group was de-
feated, with thirty-six votes against
but with twenty-four in favor.

The strength of the opposition de-
rives from the support it enjoys among
the youth and among Communist
trade unionists and shop stewards.

The opposition now fears that it may
face expulsion. The magazine Tage-
buch, considered to be the voice of
the opposition, is no longer being
handled by the party's printshop. A
new organization has been formed,
"Association of Friends of the Tage-
buch," to support the publication.

An indication of the more objective
attitude adopted by Tagebuch is
the review, published in the latest is-
sue, of the German edition of The
Young Lenin by Leon Trotsky. It
is so favorable that it amounts to a
reversal of the former stand on
Trotsky.

On October 13 the theoretical lead-
er of the opposition and the party's
most respected spokesman, the well-
known Marxist professor, Ernst Fisch-
er, was expelled because of his forth-
right stand against the invasion of
Czechoslovakia. [See Intercontinental
Press, "CPs Glum at Groveling of
Czech Stalinists,” October 27, p. 959.]

A few days later, some fifty promi-
nent intellectuals protested the expul-
sion. Another plenum of the Central
Committee was called for October 27-
28 to review the action taken against
Professor Fischer. ’

The official reason given for expel-
ling Fischer was his public appeal,
calling on the Austrian Communist
party to break with the Kremlin and
turn towards building a "new left" in
Austria.

The opposition within the Austrian
Communist party is composed of dis-
parate elements, ranging from right-

wing opportunists to sincere, revolu-
tionary-minded anti-Stalinists.
The right-wingers are, of course,

responsive to the pressure of bour-
geois public opinion. The left-wingers,
on the other hand, are acting in ac-
cordance with what they consider to be
the principles of Communism.

The crisis in the Austrian Commu-
nist party creates new openings and
possibilities for the revolutionary-
socialist movement in Austria.
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Trotskyism in Peking?

A Moscow "Theoretician” Exposes Maoism

By M.R. Whitney

"China in the Vice [sic] of Maoism"
is one of those Soviet literary pro-
ductions in the propaganda war
against Maoism designed to appeal
to adherents of the Kremlin of the
more sophisticated type, even if they
can't spell.

The article, written by one Fyodor
Burlatsky, was first published in Iz-
vestia. It has since been circulated by
the Soviet government, and an English
translation was made available in the
August 5 issue of Soviet News, pub-
lished by the press department of the
Soviet Embassy in London.

Burlatsky avoids the crudities of
similar articles issued by the Chinese.
He does not, for example, charge out-
right that the Peking regime has re-
stored capitalism or that it heads a
fascist state— charges which the Mao-
ists level at the Soviet bureaucrats.

"Events in China and the present pol-
icy and actions of the Chinese leaders,”
Burlatsky writes, "show that they are
striving to turn China into a force that
is openly hostile to the socialist com-
munity and to the cause of the securi-
ty of nations.”

Whereas the Maoists charge that
Moscow acts in open collaboration
with imperialism, Burlatsky limits
himself to claiming that "Peking's ac-
tions against the international com-
munist movement in practice merge
with the efforts of imperialism in
its struggle against the socialist
countries and the people's liberation
cause.”

The Kremlin author attempts to
explain the origins of the Sino-
Soviet rift. "Beginning from the late
1950's," he says, "Marxist-Leninist
parties had been voicing their concern
about the dangerous nature of the
processes taking place in China and
pointing to the increasing degenera-
tion of the leading group which
had wusurped all state power in
China and to the steadily growing
deformation of the social and po-
litical structure of the country.”

The end result of this process of
degeneration, Burlatsky asserts, was
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the creation of a
cratic dictatorship.”

At this point Burlatsky begins to
tread on what for a Soviet bureau-
crat must be rather thin ice. He tries
to explain the origin of the bureau-
cracy in China:

"The difficulties of industrialisation in
a country like China and the charac-
ter of the social forces which the rev-
olution leaned upon, in which peasants
and the petty bourgeoisie objectively
provided the basis, favoured the Mao-
ists in their struggle against scientific
socialism and favoured their petty-

"military-bureau-

bourgeois policy which became in-
creasingly intertwined with national-
ism."

This statement can, of course, be ap-
plied to the Soviet Union as well as
to China. It is, in fact, a simplified
plagiarism of the analysis of the Stalin-
ist regime in the Soviet Union made
by Leon Trotsky and the Left Oppo-
sition in the 1920s.

Having dipped into the arsenal of
Trotsky's revolutionary criticism of
bureaucratism, how will this Soviet
apologist use his find without hang-
ing himself?

Burlatsky cannot admit that the
Chinese Communist party was from
the late 1920s a petty-bourgeois bu-
reaucratic formation modeled on So-
viet Stalinism. That would be getting
too close to home. He is at least com-
pelled to explain the cordial relations
between Moscow and Peking in the
early days of the Chinese People's Re-
public.

Burlatsky invents a sudden "change"
in the character of the Chinese CP
after 1956. To "prove" this, he falls
back on the mystical power of Mao
Tse-tung to single-handedly mold the
entire party and nation to his whim.

"Ideological degeneration in the
Communist Party of China and the
People's Republic of China started
from the top, from the very summit
of the political pyramid on which
Mao Tse-tung had established him-
self. . . .

"This degeneration spread into the

bulk of the military and political
cadres grouped around Mao Tse-tung
and then penetrated into various strata
of Chinese society, as well.

"This process developed soon after
the Eighth Congress of the Commu-
nist Party of China in 1956 . . ."

At this point Burlatsky lapses into
idealism, as he is unable to show any
concrete change in the relationship of
forces, either in the outside world, or
in China itself, that precipitated this
supposed turnabout in 1956.

(The Chinese, of course,
similar problem in dating the
italist restoration” in the Soviet Union.
As good Stalinists, they are compelled
to conjure up a counterrevolution in
1953-56, after the death of Stalin —
although all of the basic policies of the
present Soviet  government were
evolved during the consolidation of
the Stalinist bureaucracy in the twenties
and thirties. Neither side can admit
the truth: that the narrow national
interests of each of the Stalinist bu-
reaucracies preclude international rev-
olutionary cooperation. )

have a
"cap-

Having avoided the rope in this
neat way, Burlatsky turns to a prag-
matic criticism of current Maoist prac-

tice. Here he scores a few obvious
points:
"All power is concentrated in the

hands of a select circle while the Mao
cult has developed into downright
idolatry." Again, "The Army is de-
clared to be the basic and, in effect,
sole support of the proletarian dic-
tatorship.”

In passing, the Soviet author im-
plies that in the internal factional dis-
pute in China, the Soviet Union gives
at least critical support to the wing
headed by Liu Shao-chi, identifying
this group as the "internationalist
forces" in the Chinese CP:

The Maoist "slogan of 'purging the
party of people who follow the cap-
italist road' [the Maoist designation
for members of the LIU faction] ir
reality means destroying the oppd
nents of the personal dictatorship of
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Mao and Maoism and the extermina-
tion of the party's internationalist
forces."

One aspect of the Maoist program
particularly nettled our champion of
*he privileged Soviet ruling strata. This
~as the Maoist insistence on wage-
leveling and reliance on moral rather
than material incentives.

"So," Burlatsky exclaimed, “they
try to cause strife between the poor-
est and least cultured of the peasants
and the middle peasants, between the
unskilled labour recently recruited
from the countryside and veteran
workers, between the young people
and their seniors, and so on.

"The intellectuals, against whom all
the social resentment which has ac-
cumulated because of the flops in Mao-
ist policy is channelled, are subjected
to particularly sadistic persecution.”

On this last point Burlatsky might
have drawn a comparison with the
treatment of dissident intellectuals in
the Soviet Union — where they are
sentenced to long terms in labor
camps and in places of remote exile
for their views. He did not provide
any details on the type of "sadistic
persecution” preferred by the Chinese
leaders, thereby making such a com-
parison more difficult for his readers.

As to Mao's theoretical justification
for the persecution of intellectuals and
other strata, Burlatsky cites "the no-
torious thesis of the 'continuous’ sharp-
ening of the class struggle." He does
not mention that the author of this
thesis was Stalin, and that it has
never been officially repudiated by his
own government.

On this score Burlatsky avoids crit-
icising the Maoists on their most vul-
nerable point: their defense of the cult
of Stalin.

Here he might be expected to win
some sympathy from the Soviet peo-
ple who suffered under the despot.
In the international Communist move-
ment as well, he could be expected
to gain support from anti-Stalin-
ist currents. This would not even vio-
late the bureaucratic orthodoxy of the
Kremlin, inasmuch as the "de-Stalin-
ization" initiated under Khrushchev
has never been formally disavowed.

It is significant, then, that this
Kremlin scribe never once mentions the
name of Stalin.

. On the other hand, he does come
with a Soviet answer to Mao's
charge that the Kremlin bureaucrats
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are the "new Tsars." He suggests,
indirectly, that the Maoists are new
emperors. In the process he hints that
the Chinese state may be some kind
of "state capitalist” system and not
a workers state at all.

"China had in the past a tradition
of state ownership,” he writes, "which,
however, was used in the interests of
the exploiting classes. No wonder then
that Chiang Kai-shek's government,
far from trying to abolish this tradi-
tion, on the contrary, did all it could
to promoteit. . . .

"The purpose of a socialist economy
is to fulfil the requirements of the
working people, to ensure, as Lenin
said, the full welfare and free com-
prehensive development of all mem-
bers of society. This comprises the
fundamental difference between a so-
cialist economy and any other type of
economy.

"When this aim is deformed, how-
ever, when a bureaucratic authority
succeeds in making the economy serve
its nationalistic and aggressive pur-
poses, what then?"

Yes, what then, Burlaisky?

It is when he coimes to Maoist for-
eign policy that Burlatsky steps on
the banana skin. Up to this point
he has argued that the Maoists are
petty-bourgeois bureaucratic nation-
alists. Now, he asserts that they are
too internationalist—that, in fact, they
are Trotskyists!

A few paragraphs are worth quoting:

"The present Maoist policy, both do-
mestic and foreign, as worked out by
the Ninth CPC Congress, is based on
the thesis of the impossibility of the
victory of socialism in China without
the victory of the world revolution.

"The report by Lin Piao, who quoted
Mao Tse-tung, said:

"From the point of view of Lenin-
ism, final victory in one socialist coun-
try not only requires the efforts of the
proletariat and the wide popular
masses of the given country, but also
depends on the triumph of the world
revolution and the ligquidation of the
exploitation of man by man through-
out the entire world, which will lead
to the liberation of the whole of man-
kind.’

"No special effort is needed to find
the ideological sources of the thesis of
the impossibility of victory of social-
ism in one country. It has already
long been known, not only in our

party but throughout the entire com-
munist movement, that this was pre-
cisely the thesis with which Trotskyism
attempted to attack Leninism in our
country, tried to turn the party away
from the solution of the tasks of eco-
nomic and social construction and
tried to push our country on to the
road of adventures and provocations.”

Here Burlatsky appeals to preju-
dices that at once ring the bell for os-
sified and unthinking supporters of
the Soviet bureaucracy. For the Mao-
ists, of course, to be called "Tiotsky-
ist" is the ultimate in insults; this is
a term they have flung at the Khrush-
chevists in their "dialogue.” But what
impression can it make on anyone
else?

There is an obvious contradiction
between labeling the Maoists "nation-
alists" and labeling them "Trotskyists,”
and Burlatsky can't have it both ways.
Which are they?

The truth is that the Maoists are no
more internationalists than their So-
viet counterparts. And just as little
are they Trotskyists.

Burlatsky makes no further attempt
to "prove" this point. Instead he
sums up his criticism of Maoist for-
eign policy this way:

"It is no accident that the Maoists
conduct a policy of international prov-
ocations, of artificially stepping up
tension in relations with other coun-
tries, of constantly presenting their
neighbours with territorial and other
claims.”

Throughout his article, Burlatsky
seems to have done little more than
take a list of charges made by Peking
and say, "You're another!”

As for his last point, charging Pe-
king with a policy of international
provocations, artificially stepping up
tension, and presenting their neigh-
bors with territorial and other claims,
Burlatsky forgets that living in a glass
house makes it inadvisable to throw
stones at others.

For instance, what about the Soviet
invasion and occupation of the
Czechoslovak Socialist Republic?

Faceless Bureaucrat

The Hungarian Communist party pa-
per Nepszabadsag reported recently that
in a test of youths in a Budapest industrial
school, some 96 percent did not know
the name of the country's premier, Jenoe
Fock.

971



Hailed by Hsinhua

A Maoist Adventure in the Streets of Chicago

The massive turnout for the October
15 Moratorium against the Vietnam
war was in striking contrast to the
October. 8-11 demonstrations held in
Chicago by the Students for a Dem-
ocratic Society [SDS], once regarded
as the largest radical youth organiza-
tion in the United States. While mil-
lions participated in the antiwar Mor-
atorium, only a few hundred as-
sembled for the ultraleft confronta-
tions in Chicago that SDS strategists
projected as the opening battle of the
American socialist revolution.

The Chicago fiasco showed how rap-
idly the disintegration of SDS has
progressed since its national conven-
tion in June. At that time a minority
of the organization, meeting in a
rump caucus session, expelled the
majority of the convention delegates
who were members of the pro-Maoist
Progressive Labor party [PL] or of
the Worker Student Alliance [WSA],
which supports PL. Both the "major-
ity" and the "minority” claim the SDS
name, although it is generally con-
ceded that the convention minority, in-
cluding the national office staff, are
the "real" SDS.

The main issues in the split were
PL's growing organizational strength
and its political sectarianism, includ-
ing its rejection of black nationalism,
its condemnation of the North Viet-
namese for having entered the Paris
talks, and its characterization of the
Cuban leadership as "petty-bourgeois
adventurers."

Since June the "real" SDS has under-
gone several more splits. The "ma-
jority," which still controls the nation-
al office, is the Revolutionary Youth
Movement I or "Weatherman" faction
(the name comes from a line in a
popular song, "You don't need a
weatherman to know which way the
wind blows" — critics of SDS have been
quick to agree). This group calls on
workers to give up their "white skin

privilege," dismisses GIs who will not
join their demonstrations as "pigs"
(police), and proclaims the virtues

of revolutionary violence by a dedi-
cated paramilitary minority. The
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Weatherman grouping generally con-
siders itself to be Maoist.

The Revolutionary Youth Movement
II [RYM II], which recently split from
the Weatherman, is moving up fast
as the dominant tendency in SDS. In
general it shares the politics of RYM I,
although it condemns the Weatherman
faction for its adventuristic tactics.
RYM II includes a variety of political
positions, ranging from hardened ul-
traleftists to many newly radicalized
youth who want to reconstruct SDS
in its old "nonideological,” all-inclu-
sive form.

Other SDS splinters include the San
Francisco Bay Area Revolutionary
Union, which poses as the "true” Mao-
ists and which is attempting to resus-
citate the cult of Stalin.

Dozens of local SDS chapters have
disaffiliated from all the national fac-
tions. Many have dropped the name
SDS. Some have become antiwar com-
mittees or have affiliated to the Young
Socialist Alliance, the Trotskyist youth
organization in the U. S.

The PL-WSA SDS was not in evi-
dence in Chicago. RYM II and Weath-
erman were both there but could not
agree on common action. What took
place was described in the October 18
issue of the Guardian, an independent
radical newsweekly that until recently
was friendly to SDS but has criticized
its ultraleft turn.

"The Oct. 8-11 'invasion' of Chicago
organized by the Weatherman faction
of SDS — the one national action spon-
sored by the nation's largest white rad-
ical organization all year—fell flat on
its face,” wrote Guardian correspon-
dents Carl Davidson and Randy Furst.

"Aside from a few hundred hard-core
Weathermen and supporters, the 'kick-
ass' action was a fiasco. Many of
the demonstrations scheduled duringthe
four-day antiwar protest failed to take
place.

"The Weatherman 'mass march' Oct.
11 attracted no more than 200
people. . . . .and the action by Weath-
erman's womens' militia was stopped

before it

got off the

by police
ground. . . .

"After four days, virtually the entire
Weatherman group was in jail, some
with serious injuries. One of the few
Weatherman leaders still free said, how-
ever, that the action was a 'victory."”

The SDS leadership had predicted
that 50,000 persons would take part
in the October 11 "mass march."

The actions began with a rally in
Lincoln Park October 8. About eighty
helmeted Weatherman members and
about 200 of their supporters cheered
as a speaker denounced antiwar Gls
who would not join their "red army."
"He's got to join us or else he's a pig,"
the speaker said. The Guardian re-
ported what happened next:

"Chanting, 'Ho, Ho, Ho Chi
Minh . . ." the Weatherman group
marched out of the park. Many car-
ried clubs. The marchers, followed
by police, plainclothesmen and re-
porters, veered down Clark St. toward
Chicago's rich 'Goldcoast' community,
running through the streets breaking
windows in buildings and cars. Al-
though Weatherman leaders carefully
instructed the group only to 'hit the
cars of the ruling class,” every car
in the area was smashed.”

For the next several hours the
Weatherman guerrillas were decimated
in unequal fights with heavily armed
police.

At one intersection, the Guardian
reported, “"demonstrators beat up a
taxi driver who left his car. On Wells
St. two bystanders were attacked by
the demonstrators.”

From this point on,
tions went downhill. In one case the
police opened fire, wounding several
youths. It became clear that no new
forces were arriving to replace the
large numbers who were arrested. The
adventure ended with some 290 per-
sons in jail (not all of them SDS mem-
bers) wunder $750,000 bail. One
Weatherman was charged with &
tempted murder. He is accused
striking a city attorney in the back

the demonstra-
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with a lead pipe, paralyzing him from
the neck down.

RYM 11 staged several peaceful rallies
during the confrontations, but all were
dispirited and none brought out more
‘than 2,000 persons.

All of the SDS factions abstained from
building the antiwar Moratorium the
following week.

The revolutionary-socialist weekly
the Militant summed up the Chicago
experience in its October 31 issue:

"Although all the major factions of
SDS now declare themselves to be
revolutionaries, they virtually ignore
the fundamental lessons contained in
decades of revolutionary struggle.
They have not absorbed the fact that
revolution is a process, that it takes
time and patient work to win the
masses of people to a revolutionary
perspective, that the only way the peo-
ple will be won to this struggle is
around concrete political issues which
challenge the system.

"Instead of joining with masses of
people in struggle and educating them
on the basis of the issues they are
moving on, the ultralefts stand in
grand isolation, issuing ultimatums
to the masses. . . .

"This abstention from the real strug-
gle stands in stark contrast to the role
which is being played in this move-
ment [against the Vietnam war]
by revolutionary socialists of the
Young Socialist Alliance and the So-
cialist Workers Party, who worked ac-
tively to build the Moratorium. On
Oct. 15, speakers for the YSA and
SWP appeared at scores of meetings
and rallies, where they were able to
present their socialist ideas to literal-
ly tens of thousands of people. And,
in area after area, their participation
gave the Moratorium a militant
character it would not have had
if left in the hands of the liberals."

The timing of the Moratorium helped
to dispel the effects of the Chicago
disaster, but it is certainly true that
the ruling class has used the SDS ac-
tion to picture revolutionists as
advocates of mindless and purpose-
less violence. In this sense SDS's tac-
tics are a disservice to the revolution-
ary movement as a whole in the United
States and were repudiated as such not
.only by the majority of organized left-
/wing groups but by the thousands of
radical youths who expressed their
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opinion by avoiding Chicago October
8-11.

At least one tendency besides the
Weatherman group did not share this
assessment, however. Hsinhua, the
official news agency of the Maoist
regime in China, expressed the view
October 12 that "the reactionary U.S.
ruling circles were scared out of their
wits by the brave actions of the young
people {in Chicago]."

Hsinhua cited with approval a shout
by one group of demonstrators: "The
only direction is insurrection, the on-
ly solution is revolution."

But lest the Weatherman leaders get
the idea that they have been recognized
as the "true" Maoists, it should be
noted that the dispatch does not men-
tion SDS by name; and the same issue
of Hsinhua carries a lengthy greeting
to Chairman Mao on Chinese Nation-
al Day from the chairman of the Na-
tional Committee of the Progressive
Labor party.

—Macpherson in the Toronto Star

Peril in Trade War

In an address to the eleventh world
congress of the International Federation
of Forwarding Agents Associations in
New York September 29, Theodore C.
Sorenson, a former Democratic adviser
to the White House, warned that a trade
war could have disastrous effects on the
NATO alliance.

It was unrealistic, he held, to expect
the United States to carry the whole bur-
den of preventing a commercial war.

Sorenson was particularly exercised
over "those European practices and pref-
erences that discourage or discriminate
against American exports . . ."

This wunfair competition, he said, is
"making all the harder the task of those
in this country who believe in trade ex-
pansion.”

The press did not report whether he
condemned those American practices and
preferences that discourage or discrimi-
nate against European and Japanese ex-
ports, thus making harder the task of
those in Europe and Japan who believe
in trade expansion.

Down the Drain

By 1970 the Vietnam war will have
cost the American public somewhere be-
tween $100 and $150 billion.
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Peru

A

To the Factories and Fields!

By Hugo Blanco

Let's consider some key sentences
in the Transitional Program, one of
our party's fundamental documents,
written by Leon Trotsky:

"It is necessary to help the masses
in the process of the daily struggle to
find the bridge between present de-
mands and the socialist program of
the revolution. This bridge should in-

Mexico

clude a system of transitional de-
mands, stemming from today's con-
ditions and from today's conscious-
ness of wide layers of the working class
and unalterably leading to one final
conclusion: the conquest of power by
the proletariat.”

Again: "It is necessary to establish
this firm rule: self-isolation of the ca-

Prisoners Appeal for Martin Dozal

Mexico City

Martin Dozal's comrades in Lecum-
berri prison have become alarmed over
his physical condition as he continues
his hunger strike.

On October 9 they made an urgent
appeal to the judges in charge of his
case to meet his demand; namely, a
trial in accordance with the provisions
of the constitution.

Dozal, a twenty-five-year-old Poly-
technic School teacher, was arrested
in connection with the student protests
in the summer of 1968 and has been
held in prison for more than a year
without being brought to trial or being
sentenced.

The appeal for Dozal was signed by
the members of the political prisoners’
rotating press committee — the inter-
nationally famous novelist José
Revueltas, Martin del Campo, and
Pablo Alvarado Barrera. The decla-
ration gave the following description
of Dozal's situation:

"Martin Dozal's physical condition
has now deteriorated to an alarming
degree. His liver is functioning abnor-
mally. It has swollen considerably
and indicates a danger of cirrhosis.
There is frequent vomiting, acute
gastritis, and muscle and stomach
pains.

"Martin Dozal began his
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hunger

strike on September 26 as a means
of appealing to the judges responsible
for his case, His Honor Eduardo Fer-
rer MacGregor and His Honor Benito
Pliego y Pliego, to make a decision.
His case is still being held open. These
judges have not even bothered to reply
or even acknowledge receipt of his
appeals.

"This state of affairs cannot continue.
We appeal for a rapid solution. We
appeal to these judges to grant a re-
ply in the case of our companero Mar-

tin Dozal. It would be criminal to
permit any more delay, even for one
day."

The political prisoners' press commit-
tee stressed that international protests
were vitally needed in Dozal's case.
The campaign in Mexico has been
weakened by the fact that during this
period the university and Polytechnic
students are on vacation and scattered.

The committee asked that letters and
telegrams supporting Dozal be sent to
the following officials:

Lic. Gustavo Diaz Ordaz, Presidente
de México, Palacio Nacional, Mex-
ico 1, D.F.; Lic. Alfonso Corona del
Rosal, Regente del Distrito Federal,
Departamento Central (Zo6calo), Mex-
ico 1, D.F.; and Lic. Luis Echever-
ria, Secretario de Gobernacion, Awv.
Bucareli y Calle General Prim, Mex-
icol,D.F.

pitulationist variety from mass trade
unions, which is tantamount to be-
trayal of the revolution, is incom-
patible with membership in the Fourth
International."

Trotsky said this at a time wher{
"Trade unions, even the most power-
ful, embrace no more than 20 to 25

percent of the working class, and at
that predominantly the more skilled
and  better paid layers."” In other

words, the trade-union movement was
not as important as it is today.

In these words we see in a complete-
ly clear way how Trotskyism ap-
proaches the workers' struggle: It
starts from the immediate, concrete
problems of greatest concern to the
masses; it starts from their present
level of consciousness, in order to raise
it to ever higher levels.

This is not "syndicalism,” nor "econ-
omism,” since it does not engage in
these struggles to become lost in them,
since it utilizes them as a means of
educating the masses, since it elevates
them by degrees.

Nor is it spontanéism, since although
it joins the '"spontaneous" organiza-
tions, supports the "spontaneous" de-
mands, the "spontaneous" struggles,
it does not do so in order to follow
spontanéism but to bring these orga-
nizations, these struggles, these de-
mands, consciously to ever higher lev-
els pointing toward a socialist revolu-
tion.

The Transitional Program thus re-
plies clearly to the fakery of the petty-
bourgeois propagandists who de-
preciate  participation in the current
struggles of the masses, in their cur-
rent organizations; who depreciate the
struggle for immediate demands over
which the masses feel most concerned.

Thus Trotskyism replies to those
who talk and talk about revolution
without doing anything, those who
elaborate and elaborate extremely in-
genious plans for "armed struggle”
but who disdain the daily struggle of
the masses.

Peruvian Trotskyism, organized in
the FIR [Frente de Izquierda Revo-
lucionario — Revolutionary Left Front],
repeats once again its slogan: To the
factories and to the fields.

To the mass organizations, basically
the unions and communities.

Start by paying attention to the cur
rent, immediate, concrete struggles.
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Mexico

’A Sinister Provocation

Mexico City

One of the most sinister of the daily
provocations to which the political pris-
oners in Mexico City have been sub-
jected occurred in September. An
anonymous declaration, disseminated
by the American news agency UPI,
was attributed to the political prisoners
mentioned in it. The complete text of
this declaration was as follows:

"WE DEMAND THE RELEASE OF
THE FOLLOWING POLITICAL
PRISONERS:

"1. CARLOS SEVILLA GONZALEZ

"2. ELIDE GORTARI

"3. JOSE REVUELTAS

"4, HEBERTO CASTILLO

"5. DEMETRIO VALLEJO

"6. VALENTIN CAMPA

"7. GILBERTO RINCON GALLAR-

DO

"8. VICTOR RICO GALAN

"9, OTHON SALAZAR

"10. RAFAEL ESTRADA VILLA

"11. ADAN NIETO

"12. DANZOS PALOMINO

"13. ROLF MEINERS HUEBNER

"14. LUIS TOMAS CERVANTES

CABEZA DE VACA

"UNLESS THESE POLITICAL
PRISONERS ARE RELEASED BE-
FORE OCTOBER 2 (TWO) OF THIS
YEAR AND ALLOWED TO TAKE
ASYLUM IN THE COUNTRY OF
THEIR CHOICE, THOSE RESPON-
SIBLE FOR THE MASSACRE OF
TLATELOLCO, DIAZ ORDAZ, MAR-
CELINO BARRAGAN, LUIS ECHE-
VERRIA, CORONA DEL ROSAL,
WILL SUFFER THE ACTION OF
PEOPLE'S REVOLUTIONARY JUS-
TICE.

"SEPT. 69" *

Besides being disseminated by UPI,
this little note turned up in the form
of a letter in many homes in the Feder-
al District, just as dozens of other
"documents” slandering and defaming
the student movement of last year were
circulated by mail under pseudonyms

* This note was handwritten, all in cap-
jtal letters, presumably in order to make
it more difficult to identify the handwriting,.
—IP.
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which only slightly concealed the pro-
vocative machinations of the Diaz Or-
daz regime’s police forces.

A few days later, another note be-
gan circulating, apparently in reply
to the first. The second note was signed
by a clandestine "organization" -call-
ing itself the "Boinas Rojas de Net-
zahualcoyotl [the Red Berets of Net-
zahualcoyotl], in honor it would seem
of the Aztec emperor and lawmaker.
The crudest thing in all this was that
the political prisoners also received a
copy of the note from this organiza-
tion. The text was as follows:

"IF THE THREATS IN THE
ANONYMOUS NOTE THAT YOU
SENT TO UPI, A COPY OF WHICH
IS ATTACHED, ARE CARRIED OUT
AND IF PRESIDENT DIAZ ORDAZ,
GENERAL MARCELINO GARCIA
BARRAGAN, DR. LUIS ECHEVER-
RIA, DR. CORONADEL ROSAL, OR
ANY OTHER OFFICIAL OR THEIR
FAMILIES SUFFER ANY HARM TO
THEIR PERSONS OR PROPERTY,
YOU, YOUR FAMILY, AND THE
PERSONS LISTED AND THEIR
FAMILIES WILL PAY THE PRICE
YOUR ACTIONS DESERVE WITH-
IN 24 HOURS."

This obvious and shameless provo-
cation was probably motivated by the
regime's fear of an occurrence like the
kidnapping of the Yankee ambassador
in Brazil and the subsequent release
of fifteen political prisoners in that
country.

The innumerable Mexican political
forces, assisted by the CIA (judging
from the style of the UPI involvement),
wanted to move early to forestall any
such action by issuing a warning that
there would be harsh reprisals against
the political prisoners and their fam-
ilies and friends.

The overwhelming majority of the
prisoners in Lecumberri (102 out of
107)* immediately issued a news re-

* Demetrio Vallejo and Valentin Campa
did not sign the statement because they
are being held in another prison in San-
ta Marta Acatlita.

DIAZ ORDAZ. Witch-hunter in chief.

lease advising the public of a number
of pertinent facts. This release, dated
October 1, said the following:

"The persons who 'will pay the price’
are those who have visited the pris-
oners threatened and have been put
down on the list attached to this
cowardly warning. This is all the more
obvious inasmuch as in some cases
you can still read this heading in the
photocopy we received — 'was visited
by the following persons'! From this
it can easily be deduced that those who
sent this threat got their information
and probably their orders from the
police offices that receive copies of the
lists of persons visiting the political
prisoners.

"The political prisoners in Lecum-
berri categorically deny the imputa-
tion that they authored the anonymous
note delivered to UPI and declared that
this is the first time they ever heard
of its existence. In fact, everything
indicates that both the anonymous note
and the threat from the 'Boinas Rojas
de Netzahualcoyotl' are simply part
of a new provocation. We do not know
what the objectives of this provocation
are but they could very well be to pre-
pare the ground for some assault on
our persons or- that of our relatives
and friends.

"We demand that an investigation be
opened to clarify the source and ob-
jectives of the threats that have been
directed against us; that those persons
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who received information as to the
names and addresses of our visitors
be identified;; that the relationship be
established between those persons and
the 'Boinas Rojas de Netzahualcoyotl';
that the activities of this strange or-
ganization and the various police
forces of the country, including the mil-
itary police be investigated; that the
relation between this organization and
the other foreign police and terrorist
organizations like the CIA and the
FBI be probed; that the relationship
of this organization to the recent acts
of provocation and terrorism which
have taken place in this city be inves-
tigated; that it be investigated whether
this organization had anything to do
with drawing up the declarations which
many of those imprisoned because of
their participation in the student move-
ment were  forced to sign; that the re-
lationship be investigated between this
organization and the manifold tortures
many of the prisoners have been sub-
jected to; that the relationship between
this organization and the acts of prov-
ocation carried out during the student
movement, such as the machine-gun-
ning of schools, the destruction of
vehicles, etc., be investigated;that the
relationship be probed between this or-
ganization and the gutter press, like
El Sol de México, La Prensa, and El
Heraldo, which have distorted the news,
creating a climate of violence;- that
the relationship between this organiza-
tion and the public officials encharged
with our trials be investigated.

"We demand this investigation with
the understanding that as long as these
points are not entirely clarified, we
will hold the officials of the various
government bodies that received copies
of our visitors' lists responsible for
anything that might happen to our re-
latives, our friends, or ourselves.”

The importance of the provocation
lies in the fact that it indicates the
emergence in embryonic form of a
terrorist organization linked to the au-
thorities. Only through such collusion
could the terrorists have obtained the
political prisoners' visitors list.

How such paramilitary organiza-
tions operate has been shown in Gua-
temala, where the Mano Blanca
[White Hand] and similar organiza-
tions waged a campaign of violence
and intimidation against the masses.

There is great danger that such a
process will develop here unnoticed
by the vanguard of the student move-
ment and its international allies.
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Lebanon

Helou Stirs Up a Hornet's Nest

Reports October 26 indicated that
Arab revolutionists were still holding
three police stations in Tripoli, Leb-
anon's second largest city. The New
York Times carried a picture of a po-
lice station in Beirut flying the flag
of the Palestinian freedom fighters.

The liberation forces were also re-
ported to have seized the city of Bint
Jbeil and the nearby village of Deir
Mimass in the south of the country.

Police stations throughout the small
Mideast state were reported isolated and
heavily guarded. Dispatches from

Western correspondents left no doubt
that substantial sectors of the popula-
tion had joined in the resistance of the
which the pro-

Palestinian guerrillas,

New Zealand

imperialist government of President
Charles Helou is attempting to suppress.

The Beirut government announced
that it held Syria responsible for Fatah's
occupation of the village of Yanta, six
miles from the Lebanese border. Both
the Israeli and U.S. governments have
hinted that they would regard interven-
tion from other Arab states as grounds
for occupying the country.

Other Arab states denounced Helou's
crackdown on the guerrillas. Moscow
decried the U.S. threat of intervention.
It was evident that an attempt to bol-
ster the threatened Lebanese regime in
its confrontation with Arab national-
ist forces could extend and deepen the
crisis.

Call for Antiwar Actions November 15

Demonstrations have been scheduled
in several New Zealand cities to coincide
with the November 15 march on Wash-
ington against the Vietham war.

The protests will focus on demands for
the immediate withdrawal of New Zea-
land troops from Vietnam, the severing
of ties with the U. S.-dominated SEATO
and ANZUS military alliances, andthe
cancellation of proposed "Omega" instal-
lations for guiding U.S. Polaris sub-
marines.

Socialist Action, a revolutionary-so-
cialist fortnightly published in Welling-
ton, reported October 15:

"In Christchurch the Progressive Youth
Movement (PYM) and the Radical Stu-
dents Alliance (RSA) are planning aral-
ly on November 15 at the Student Union
in the town, with folk singers, speakers
and at least four blues bands. They are
being helped by the University Fabian
Society and the Ecological Revolution-
ary Association (ERA).

"In Wellington |[the capital] the Uni-
versity Socialist Club is hoping to or-
ganise a similar activity, and will def-
initely hold a march to Parliament and

a demonstration, in co-operation with the
Wellington Committee on Vietnam. The
COV is also planning to do a consider-
able amount of propagandising by
means of letterboxed pamphlets and ads
in the daily press. Also, the Wellington
PYM has promised to help build Novem-
ber 15. The PYM has been picketing the
D. L C. building, which houses the Dip-
lomatic Mission of the Saigon regime,
every Friday night for the last four
weeks.

"The candidate for the Socialist Action
League, George Fyson, whoisstanding
in Wellington Central, is making Viet-
nam and November 15 the first point
in his programme.”

A call for the November Action, issued
by the Student Mobilization Committee
to End the War in Vietnam of the U. S,,
has been reprinted in the newsletter of
the Medical Aid Committee for South
Vietnamese People (NLF Areas), and is
being circulated across the country. So-
cialist Action added:

"Reports of plans from Auckland and
Dunedin have not yet reached Welling:
ton, though itis expected that demonstral
tions will occur there also.”
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Social Democratic Chancellor

New Helmsman for German Capitalism

By Gerry Foley

Social Democratic leader Willy
Brandt was elected chancellor of West
Germany October 21 by a vote of 251
to 235 in the Bundestag, the lower
house of parliament. He won three
votes more than the required major-
ity.

Brandt will head a coalition gov-
ernment - of the SPD - [Sozialdem-
okratische Partei Deutschlands — So-
cial Democratic party of Germany and
the FPD |[Freie Demokratische Partei
Deutschlands — Free Democratic par-
ty of Germany, a small independent
bloc of liberals and conservatives].

FDP leader Walter Scheel became
minister of foreign affairs and is re-
garded as the No. 2 man in the new
government. His party received 5.7
percent of the vote in the September
29 elections — only about 1 percent
more than the neo-Nazis led by Adolf
von Thadden — and has thirty seats
in the Bundestag.

The formation of the Brandt cabinet
marked the first change of the party
in power in the history of the
German Federal Republic. Despite its
long-established reformism, the little
that remained of the SPD's socialist
traditions and trappings made it sus-
pect to German big capital through-
out the postwar period.

Moreover, in the period of the
Economic Miracle, the German capital-
ists had no need of a demagogic par-
ty. Their preferred instrument of rule
was the reactionary clericalist Christian
Democratic party, described by the
party's parliamentary whip Rainer
Barzel in the 1961 elections as "the
only political association that places
itself under God's command.”

The formation of a government in
which the SPD is the largest compo-
nent was taken in Washington as
marking the emergence of a capitalist
two-party system similar to the Amer-
ican model. There is some truth to
this conclusion.

. First, the SPD has gone far along
he road to transforming itself from
a workers party into a bourgeois elec-
toral machine. The last vestiges of the
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BRANDT. Tears of joy over trust placed
in him by German capitalist ruling class.

party's old socialist principles were
liquidated by the Bad Godesberg par-
ty congress a decade ago. By partic-
ipating in a coalition government dom-
inated by the Christian Democrats
since December 1966, the SPD proved
that it was totally integrated into the
system of capitalist politics.

The election of an SPD chancellor
indicated that the party leaders' long-
sought goal of becoming a respect-
able and fully accepted part of
the German political establishment was
at long last attained.

In its October 22 issue, the New
York Times described the rejoicing
among the Social Democrats as the
new cabinet was sworn in:

"Mr. Brandt's tears started when his
party deputy, Herbert Wehner, came
up to embrace him. Mr. Wehner, whose
10-year-old strategy of broadening the
party base paid off with victory, al-
so wept. . . .

"One of Mr. Brandt's first acts as
the first Social Democratic Chancellor
of the Federal Republic was to light

a cigarillo. In the hall outside, Mayor
Klaus Schiitz of West Berlin, a Brandt
protegé, grinned broadly and said:
"That's the way real revolutions take
place.””

Schiitz gained some international no-
toriety in February 1968 for his in-
nuendo that the participants in the
European youth  demonstrations
against the Vietnam war in West Ber-
lin were depraved types. He called on
the people of the city to "Get a good
look at these characters, right in the
eye." ¥

The architect of the new "modern”
SPD, Herbert Wehner, is an ex-
Stalinist.

A second probable reason for the
new status of the SPD in bourgeois
eyes is that with the fading of the
Economic Miracle and the increasing-
ly numerous strikes occurring in the
country, the West German bourgeoi-
sie may have felt the need for a gov-
ernment with a fresher, younger, less
worn-out image — and with more direct
influence on the union bureaucrats.

Brandt is a far more engaging fig-
ure than the stodgy Christian Dem-
ocratic leaders, if only because of his
record as an antifascist refugee — a
rare distinction in the top German
political circles.

Furthermore, the new chancellor's
history as a radical youth who "mel-
lowed" might not be entirely to his
disadvantage in Germany today.
Brandt was briefly a member of the
SAP [Sozialistische Arbeiter Partei —
Socialist Workers party, a long de-
funct centrist grouping which split to
the left from the SPD in the prewar
period. ]

It became clear immediately after
the coalition agreement was reached
that the unions and the workers were
expected to make sacrifices for the
privilege of having a Social Democratic
government.

The SPD's assumption of the prin-

* See "Behind the Shooting of Rudi
Dutschke,” by Gisela Mandel in World
Outlook (now Intercontinental Press),
April 26, 1968, p. 369.
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SCHEEL. Holds Brandt on a short leash.

cipal governmental responsibility
through a backroom deal with a
small bourgeois grouping could not
help but usher in a new stage in the
degeneration of German Social De-
mocracy. In fact, the FDP seemed
to be determining the main lines of
the new cabinet's social policy.

As an essential condition for join-
ing the coalition, the FDP demanded
that the Social Democrats drop their
program of worker participation in
industrial management. The SPD
moved immediately to bring the union
bureaucracy into line.

The West German weekly Der Spiegel
wrote October 13: "To appease the
suspicious union bosses and their en-
tourages, SPD chief Brandt sent his
traffic minister [designate] Leber on
a tour. For four hours last Tuesday,
this ex-chief of the Building, Stone,
and Earth Workers Union argued with
his colleagues.

"With the help of his successor in
the Building Workers Union, Rudolf
Sperner, and the mine workers' lead-
er Walter Arendt who aspires to a minis-
terial portfolio, Leber sought in the
IG-Bergbau {Industrie Gewerkshaft
Bergbau — Mine Workers Union} head-
quarters in Bochum to make it clear
to the functionaries that insisting on
the codetermination demand would
endanger the inauguration of the first
Social Democratic Chancellor of the
postwar period."
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Only feeble protests, Der Spiegel re-

ported, were raised by the DGB
[Deutsche Gewerkschaftsbund — Ger-
man Union Federation] chief Heinz

Oskar Vetter and the Chemical Work-
ers chief Karl Hauenschild. Vetter
complained, "We unionists must have
a free hand."

Der Spiegel noted, however, that
in the end the union leaders accepted
the conditions of the coalition without
a murmur.

Lastly, the SPD-FDP government
may represent an occasion for the West
German ruling class to experiment
with a more independent foreign pol-
icy. The militant "front-line-of-the-
free-world” stance maintained by the
successive Christian Democratic gov-
ernments greatly restricted capacity for
maneuvering.

Now increasing intraimperialist eco-
nomic competition seems to be arous-
ing an interest in bolder diplomatic
moves.

As foreign minister under the pre-
ceding Christian Democratic-dominated
coalition government, Brandtwas asso-
ciated with a more flexible attitude in
regard to the East European workers
states and a willingness to abandon
West Germany's formal territorial
claims on its neighbors. There has
also been a nationalist trend in the
FDP favoring a détente with the So-
viet bloc so as to strengthen the coun-
try's international political position.

The clause on policy toward East
Europe in the coalition agreement was
as follows: "The SPD and FDP favor
guaranteeing the territorial integrity of
all our neighbors and the inviolabil-
ity of the demarcation lines, the bor-
der lines, and the frontiers in the East
through binding agreements on the re-
nunciation of force and the threat of
force until a final settlement by a peace
treaty."”

On assuming office, Brandt changed
the name of the ministry for "Gesamt-
deutsche Fragen" [All-German Ques-
tions], which expressed the Bonn re-
gime's claim to represent all of Ger-
many, to the ministry for"Innerdeutsche
Beziehungen" |Intra-German  Rela-
tions).

It was hinted that the new govern-
ment would drop the old policy of re-
fusing to recognize East Germany as
a sovereign state and withholding dip-
lomatic relations from any country that
recognized the Pankow government.
This policy has been becoming increas-
ingly untenable in recent years.

The indications that Brandt would fol-
low a more independent course inter-
nationally aroused some concern in
Washington. However, the influential
New York Times editorial staff writer
C. L. Sulzberger advised the America(
leaders to keep the expected shifts in
German foreign policy in perspective:

"As the new regime consolidates its
position it may show itself less eager
to endorse all major U.S. diplomatic
attitudes and more subject to pressures
for de-emphasizing NATO's military
aspects — although Brandt fully real-
izes his nation's integrity depends on
that alliance. . . .

"Come what may, one can expect
change both in the form and substance
of Bonn's diplomacy and an attempt
to raise the stature of the political
dwarf to that of the economic giant."

Japan

H-Bombs in Okinawa

U.S. B-52 bombers based on Oki-
nawa have been carrying H-bombs on
regular patrol missions in the vicinity
of China and North Korea, the Jap-
anese news agency Kyodo cabled Oc-
tober 23.

The agency claimed to base its re-
port on "reliable sources” in Okinawa.
According to these sources, the B-52s
fly out of Kadena air base at 2:30 p.m.
in a six-plane formation, always ac-
companied by KC135 refueling tankers,
The first two planes in the formation
are believed to carry the H-bombs.

The Kyodo report touched off a wave
of protest on the American-occupied
Japanese island where the bombers are
based. Even Chobyo Yara, the lib-
eral chief executive of the Ryukyu
chain, which includes Okinawa, de-
clared: "I am very shocked. I do
not know why patrols have to be car-
ried out, but they are desirable
neither for Okinawa nor for the peace
in Asia." Yara said that he would de-
mand withdrawal of the bombers.

The Okinawa Reversion Council,
which demands return of the island
to Japan, has called for a strike No-
vember 13 — the same day the second
round of fall antiwar actions is sched-
uled to begin in the U.S. — to prote‘\
Tokyo's complicity in the continued use
of the territory as a military base.
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United Antiwar Action on November 13-15

S

N

sy Joseph Hansen

The most important bit of news from
Washington last week was the report
that the two groups organizing mass
antiwar demonstrations in the United
States in mid-November had agreed
to support each others' efforts.

On October 21, spokesmen of the Viet-
nam. Moratorium Committee and the
New Mobilization Committee to End
the War in Vietnam said they saw no
conflict between their activities.

Sam Brown, speaking for the Viet-
nam Moratorium Committee which or-
ganized the giant October 15 demon-
stration, said there was no split between
the two groups. Instead, "there is a dif-
ference in emphasis.”

Brown's stand was of special impor-
tance in view of the heavy pressure
exerted from right-wing sources to in-
duce the Vietnam Moratorium Com-
mittee to try to challenge the New Mo-
bilization Committee.

A key component of the New Mo-
bilization Committee, the very active
Student Mobilization Committee to End
the War in Vietnam, had already ap-
pealed for common action. At a press
conference in Washington October 20,
Carol Lipman, executive secretary of
the student antiwar organization, an-
nounced full support of "all antiwar
activities," including the second national
moratorium November 13 and 14 and
the New Mobilization Committee's
*March Against Death” in Washington
and San Francisco on November 15.

Thus it appears certain that the two
groups will pull together for three days
of antiwar demonstrations only one
month after the biggest demonstration
ever seen in America.

In face of the clamor in the streets
for immediate withdrawal of the troops,
Nixon is floundering. He made a try
at witch-hunting, assigning his vice-
president and toady Spiro T. Agnew
to run up the trial balloons.

Waving Hanoi's letter of solidarity
with the American people in their op-
position to the war, Agnew demanded
that the Vietham Moratorium Commit-
“e "repudiate” this "shocking intrusion
&o the affairs of the American people."
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ixon Caught in Bind

After being repudiated himself, he
tried a new tack. In a speech October
19 in New Orleans, he said of the anti-
war moratorium: "A spirit of national
masochism prevails, encouraged by an
effete corps of impudent snobs who
characterize themselves as intellectuals.”

He also accused American youth of
overwhelming themselves "with drugs
and artificial stimulants.”

Agnew needs a better broom to sweep
back the tide. On October 23, News-
day, a Long Island journal, printed
an interview in which Agnew admitted
that his own daughter, Kim, had
wanted to, march on October 15 with
a black arm band.

"I wouldn't let her," said Agnew. "She
was unhappy for a day, but she got
over it."

Hubert Humphrey, the head of the
Democratic party, was in there with Ag-
new. On the eve of the October mora-
torium, Humphrey appealed to the
country to oppose the demonstrations,
because "We have only one President
at a time, and I think the worst thing
we can do is try to undermine the efforts
of the President."

Humphrey followed this up October
15 with a much-needed explanation. He
had promised Nixon, he said, that he
would never say, "You are the man
who lost the war."

Humphrey continued: "As head of the
Democratic party—and, by God, I am
the leader of the party—1 didn't want
him to worry about me stabbing him in
the back later."

Nixon, of course, stabbed the voters
in the back when he welched on his
promise to end the war in Vietnam.
Humphrey can understand that. It's
routine in the trade.

Still trying to maintain his now worn-
out strategy of bidding for time while
he continues Johnson's policy of pur-
suing the war in Vietnam and seeking
some kind of settlement like the one
in Korea, Nixon has been reduced to
improvisation on almost a week-
to-week basis. His projected November
3 speech is an example.

This was announced in hope of de-

flating the October 15 demonstration
by promising to review the situation
in Vietnam. That implied he was about
to make some substantial concessions.

The American people paid no atten-
tion, pouring into the streets on October
15 by the millions.

Now the congressmen of both parties
and the entire bourgeois communica-
tions media have centered full atten-
tion on the projected speech.

What will Nixon say? All kinds of
rumors are circulating. These range
from announcing a unilateral cease-
fire and the withdrawal of 300,000
troops to a demagogic restatement of
his "hold tough" and "give me more
time" position, sweetened perhaps with
another token withdrawal.

In Washington it is reported that
Nixon, when he announced the speech,
had no idea of what he would say. He
wanted only to puncture the October
15 moratorium and throw the doves
in Congress off balance.

According to John W. Finney, writing
in the October 26 New York Times,
Nixon, "in all probability,” has not yet
decided what to say. "He is caught,
some observers believe, in a self-created
dilemma. Unless he offers a dramatic
new proposal, such as a specific plan
for withdrawal of all ground combat
troops or a ceasefire, he risks
alienating not only the expectant doves,
but an electorate which shows signs
of deepening impatience with current
Vietnam policy."

It can be added that if he concedes,
this will constitute an immense victory
for the antiwar forces, testifying in par-
ticular to the efficacy of mass demon-
strations in the streets. The lesson will
not be lost on the American people.

And if he refuses to concede, the anger
of the masses will mount all the higher
precisely because they were led to expect
something big.

Escalation to "Sophisticated” Level?

In a press interview September 28, Pres-
ident Nguyen Van Thieu said that his
regime has enough manpower to carry
on the war in Vietnam if U.S. troops
were to be withdrawn but lacked the fire-
power. This, Thieu suggested, could be
made up by Nixon.

What Saigon needs, Thieu explained,
is "more sophisticated weapons, like atom-
ic warfare."

A surprised reporter asked, "More so-
phisticated weapons like what, sir?”

"Like atomic weapons,” Thieu replied,
"something like that."
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Documents

The Political Situation in India

[At a meeting in Bombay the first
week of June, the Central Commit-
tee of the Socialist Workers party, the
Indian section of the Fourth Interna-
tional, adopted the resolution printed
below. We have taken it from the
July 15 issue of Marxist Outlook, the
fortnightly journal of the SWP.}

* * *

The broad political trends that
emerged in the country after the gener-
al elections in March 1967 continued
to be reflected in the mid-term elec-
tions held in four states of West Ben-
gal, Uttar Pradesh, Bihar, and Pun-
jab in February 1969.

In West Bengal, the left-dominated
United Front emerged victorious as
against the Congress and other capital-
ist parties, indicating a new stage of
radicalization of masses of workers,

urban petty bourgeoisie, and rural
poor in the state.
In U.P. {Uttar Pradesh], the Con-

gress managed to win a majority in
the Legislature as in 1967 (a major-
ity which it subsequently lost because
of defections) but the Jan Sangh, the
Hindu communal party, suffered a
set-back yielding its position as the sec-
ond largest party in the state to the
Bharatiya Kranti Dal [BKD], a for-
mation of the Congress defectors.

In the Bihar Legislative Assembly,
the Congress has emerged as the
largest single party and has formed
a precarious coalition government
with the support of regional capitalist
parties and independents.*

The Akali Dal and the Jan Sangh
alliance has emerged as the ruling bloc
in the Punjab Legislature.

These political trends can be summed
up as follows:

(1) the growing disintegration of the

* Since the adoption of this resolution,
the coalition government led by the Con-
gress Party in Bihar has fallen. A non-
Congress coalition government which suc-
ceeded it lasted only a few weeks. Now
Bihar is under President's rule.
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Congress as the dominant national
party of the capitalist class, creating
new problems of political stability of
the bourgeois rule both at the Centre
and in the various states; (2) the fail-
ure of the traditional workers parties
to project a real class alternative to
the capitalist rule — despite the radi-
calization of the masses in several
states, particularly in Kerala and
West Bengal — thanks to their increas-
ing involvement in opportunist parlia-
mentary manoeuvres and multi-class
coalitions with capitalist and even re-
actionary communal parties; and (3)
relative consolidation of extreme right-
wing capitalist parties like the Jan
Sangh, Swatantra Party, Akali Dal,
BKD, Dravida Munnetra Kazhagham
(DMK) in certain regions.

The leadership of the Congress Par-
ty has realized that its monopoly to
hold office at the Centre and in dif-
ferent states has disappeared and it
is reconciled to the idea of "sharing
power" with other "like-minded" par-
ties.

There are, however, two distinct
tendencies within its leadership, pur-
suing two separate strategies: a "con-
servative" wing, represented by lead-
ers like S. K. Patil, favours the idea
of a coalition of the Congress with
rightist capitalist parties like the Jan
Sangh, Swatantra, BKD, DMK, etc.
(extended up to the Praja Socialist Par-
ty [PSP] but excluding the Communist
parties), while a so-called "liberal wing"
associated with Prime Minister Mrs.
Indira Gandhi and her middle-class "so-
cialist" hangers-on, both inside and
outside the Congress, favours a "left-
oriented,” Congress-led coalition with
"left" parties, including the Samyukta
Socialist Party [SSP], PSP, Commu-
nist Party of India [CPI] and the Com-
munist Party of India (Marxists)
[CPI(M)].

These differences among capitalist
politicians centre round the tactic of
preserving the stability of their class
rule at the Centre in the context of
a growing crisis experienced by the

capitalist class as a whole. At one
stage it appeared as if the Congress
leadership itself would break up on
this issue, but a split has been averted
for the time being, both wings hav-
ing given up the talk about "polariza-
tion" of forces among themselves b
cause of the common fear that a spli
would completely destroy the Con-
gress as a national party at the pres-
ent juncture.

Although the two rival wings have
temporarily reconciled their differences,
there is no guarantee that such ad
hoc arrangements would prevent the
differences erupting again.

From a revolutionary Marxist stand-
point there is nothing to choose be-
tween the so-called right-oriented co-
alition and a left-oriented coalition at
the Centre, both of which subserve
the needs of the -capitalist rulers
of India and their imperialist allies.

In fact the experiments of national
coalitions in underdeveloped coun-
tries like Indonesia, Iraq, and Ceylon
have amply demonstrated that the
ruling bourgeoisies of these countries
have utilized the association of tradi-
tional left parties in governments to
disorient the masses from the path of
struggle and eventually to establish
their own naked class dictatorships.

There are no immediate prospects of
a rightist coalition emerging at the

Centre. But the reactionary bour-
geois parties, notably the Jan Sangh,
Swatantra, BKD, have initiated at-

tempts to integrate themselves under
the banner of a united party to face
the threat posed to the capitalist sys-
tem by the emerging struggles of work-
ers and peasants and growing radi-
calization of the masses.

The attempt of the bourgeoisie to
create a strong alternative political
party has not succeeded so far.

It should be noted, however, that
the Indian bourgeoisie has been able
to preserve a parliamentary facade of
its class rule during the last two de-
cades — unlike the bourgeois rulers
of other newly independent countries
who have been forced to resort to mil-
itary or semi-military dictatorships
openly backed by the armed might of
U. S. imperialism.

This has been further facilitated by
the role of the traditional workers par-
ties which have themselves sunk deep
into the quagmire of parliamentary cre-
tinism and have helped divert mas
discontent into parliamentary channels.-
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The present manoeuvres of the cap-
italist parties, and their middle class
and "left" allies, are still being con-
ceived within the existing capitalist
constitutional framework.

- The failure of capitalist rule to re-
~Solve any of the basic problems of
the masses, either in the urban or
the rural areas, is giving rise to new
struggles of workers, petty-bourgeois
wage earners, students and the youth,
as well as the rural poor, who are
the main victims of the present capi-
talist "underdevelopment."

These struggles, for the present, are
without any positive direction and are
limited to pressure tactics aimed at
achieving minor reforms or winning
concessions for the masses within the
capitalist framework.

The general strike of the Central
Government employees last year, for
example, could have brought about
a nation-wide confrontation of the
entire working class in common ac-
tion against the bourgeois state; but
the gigantic struggle was betrayed by
traditional leaderships of the working
class.

The isolated struggles of workers in
different states are sabotaged by the
refusal of the leadership to coordinate
them on a nation-wide scale. This
can also be said of the struggles of
teachers, bank employees and other
sections of white-collared employees.

The student strikes in various uni-
versities for educational reforms and
against corrupt practices of education-
al authorities have been allowed to dis-
sipate into blind protest campaigns in
the absence of a positive anti-capital-
ist leadership to coordinate them.

The struggles of the rural poor, es-
pecially of the agricultural workers, for
land and tolerable living conditions are
easily suppressed by the bourgeois
state in the absence of an effective

leadership of the urban proletariat.

to intervene on their behalf.

Threatened as it is by a mass up-
surge, the Indian bourgeoisie, which
is already facing an unprecedented cri-
sis on the political and economic fronts,
might move in the direction of dis-
carding its parliamentary rule and re-
sorting to a military dictatorship.

But the recent mass upsurge in Pak-
istan which toppled the Ayub regime
r?s proved to be a damper to such a

ove. It also showed that a military

dictatorship in itself is not a way out
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of its crisis for the bourgeoisie in un-
derdeveloped countries.

The ruling class in India, before
resorting to the extreme step, might
try out other alternatives of its class
rule, i.e., either a left-oriented co-
alition at the Centre, or should it prove
to be short-lived, a right-oriented co-
alition. These manoeuvres, however,
cannot save capitalism from its inev-

_itable doom.

The revolutionary Marxists must
counter these manoceuvres with the slo-
gan of a "Workers' and Peasants' Gov-
ernment."

The unstable character of the cap-
italist economy, subjected to pulls and
pressures of international capitalism,
is also reflected in the unstable char-
acter of all the traditional bourgeois
parties which are undergoing a pro-
cess of splits and disintegration.

The various capitalist parties them-
selves, torn between different region-
al loyalties, lack a truly national out-
look. A new phenomenon is the emer-
gence of regional chauvinistic forma-
tions like the Shiv Sena in Maharash-
tra and separatist movements in Telan-
gana and other regions.

While the reactionary capitalist par-
ties exploit regional sentiments of the
masses to disrupt the unity of the ex-
ploited masses, the traditional left par-
ties in their anxiety to subserve their
short-sighted electoral objectives also
encourage regional chauvinist forces.

Only a positive intervention of the
revolutionary proletariat on the basis
of an anti-capitalist socialist pro-
gramme can prevent or combat these
disruptive and divisive forces.

The traditional left parties can hard-
ly be distinguished from traditional
bourgeois parties in their opportun-
istic parliamentary practices. The In-
dian "left" is undergoing a process of
disintegration and differentiation. The
reformist socialist parties, SSP and
the PSP, for example, have had a
series of splits in recent years. Nei-
ther of them can be considered a se-
rious challenge to the bourgeois state.
Attempts to unite them into a single
"democratic socialist” party have mis-
fired.

The two traditional Stalinist parties,
the CPI and the CPI(M), despite their
mutual differences on questions of tac-
tics, have degenerated into social-dem-
ocratic defenders of the bourgeois par-
liamentary order, both being commit-

ted to the "parliamentary road to so-
cialism.”

The role of the two CPls in the so-
called "United Front" governments in
Kerala and West Bengal bears ample
testimony to their utterly opportunist
class-collaboration policies.

The theoretical justification for the
multi-class, left-sponsored coalitions is
provided in the case of the CPI by
its programme of anti-imperialist and
anti-feudal "national democratic revo-
lution,” to be accomplished by the
proletariat in India in alliance with
the national bourgeoisie, and in the
case of the CPI(M) by the pro-
gramme of a "people's democratic rev-
olution" also to be achieved in alliance
with the national bourgeoisie, but un-
der the hegemony of the proletariat.

In practice, however, both parties
pursue the policy of defending bour-
geois property relations, because their
immediate goal is consolidation of cap-
italism and not its liquidation.

After the break-up of the united CPI,
the "Marxist" wing initially adopted pro-
Peking positions in the Sino-Soviet ide-
ological polemics while the Dangeite
CPI pursued its line of subservience
to the Soviet bureaucracy. Since the
1967 general elections, however, the
CPI(M) has been criticized by the Mao-
ist leadership of the Chinese CP  as
a '"neo-revisionist" party and the
CPI(M) has also now adopted an an-
ti-Peking stance.

The CPI(M) has openly criticised the
the decisions taken by the Chinese CP
at its recent ninth Congress.

There has been also a move initi-
ated by the Soviet bureaucracy to
bring the two CPs in India closer and
bring about their eventual merger in-
to a single party subservient to the
international strategy of the Soviet gov-
ernment. These attempts have so far
failed to yield any positive results be-
cause of the bureaucratic organization-
al practices of both the parties.

The opportunist role of the CPI(M)
and its left allies in the "UF" [United
Front] ministries of Kerala and West
Bengal — in the name of placating
their bourgeois allies like the Muslim
League and the Bangla Congress—
has caused a great deal of frustration
among the militant cadres of the par-
ty. The outcome has been the emer-
gence of adventurist pro-Maoist groups
labelled by the capitalist press as "Nax-
alites” in different states.

Some militant dissident cadres of the
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CPI(M) have, however, oriented to
the Trotskyist movement represented by
the SWP in various states.

The formation of the "third" Com-
munist Party of India (Marxist-Lenin-
ist), openly owing its allegiance to
Maoism, is a projection of the revolt
of a section of the militant cadres of
the CPI(M) against its opportunist
leadership, inspired no doubt by the
leadership of the Chinese CP.

As opposed to the parliamentary cre-
tinism of the CPI(M), the so-called
"Naxalites" advance the adventuristic
and unrealistic programme of armed
guerrilla action of the rural poor in
the villages against the state.

But politically the Naxalites accept
the CPI(M) programme of an anti-im-
perialist and anti-feudal "people's dem-
ocratic revolution” based on a four-
class bloc of the proletariat, the mid-
dle class, the peasantry and the non-
monopolist national bourgeoisie, and
reject the programme of a socialist rev-
olution for India.

The basic strategy of the Maoist
groups appears to be that of build-
ing a party that subserves the foreign
policy exigencies of the People's Re-
public of China; but different ten-
dencies among them have so far failed
to integrate themselves into a united
national party because of their differ-
ences on tactical questions like boy-
cott of parliamentary elections, rel-
ative role of the working class in the
revolutionary movement, etc.

All this is an indication of the bank-
ruptcy of the traditional Stalinist par-
ties, either pro-Moscow or pro-
Peking, to project a revolutionary
leadership of the Indian working class
capable of accomplishing a socialist
revolution which alone can provide a
solution to the multi-sided problems
of the Indian masses.

As for the smaller or regional Marx-
ist parties like the RSPI [Revolution-
ary Socialist Party of India), the SUC
[Socialist Unity Centre], etc,, their
political positions can hardly be dis-
tinguished from their bigger left part-
ners in the so-called united fronts.

The RSPI, for example, rejects in
theory at least the parliamentary road
to socialism and accepts the pro-
gramme of a socialist rewolution for
India, but in practice it refuses to break
with the multi-class UF ministries in Ka-
rala and West Bengal which serve as
defenders of capitalist property.
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The traditional left parties in an un-
derdeveloped country like India, it
must be recognised, cannot enjoy the
luxury of being the reformist agents
of the bourgeoisie as in the case of
their "social democratic” counterparts
in the advanced capitalist countries be-
cause of the inability of the Indian
bourgeoisie to make any concessions
to the masses.

In their squabbles for distribution of
the spoils of office within the parlia-
mentary framework, the left parties
behave no better than the -capital-
ist parties; they subordinate their ac-
tivities on political and ideological
fronts to the exigencies of the parlia-
mentary fronts.

In contrast to this, revolutionary
Marxists believe that activities on the
parliamentary front should be com-
pletely subordinated to the needs of
class struggle outside.

In the contest of the emerging strug-
gles of the masses, however, there
are bound to be further processes of
differentiation among the traditional
left parties whose leadership will come
into increasing conflicts with their mil-
itant rank and file. All the attempts
of these parties to find a modus vi-
vendi among themselves as appen-
dages of the capitalist system, in the
name of operating a "parliamentary

India

democracy," are bound to fail.

There is indeed a great deal of
"confusion” in left politics. But one
positive gain is the open debate now
taking place in every left party, al-
though in a chaotic manner, abov*
the tactics and strategy of the revés,
lutionary movement. There is a search
for a revolutionary alternative among
the militant cadres of traditional work-
ers and left parties. They are learn-
ing from the experiences of mass move-
ments that the basic problems of the
masses — of growing unemployment,
worsening poverty, etc, inevitable
under an underdeveloped capitalist
economy — can be resolved only by
making a clean sweep of the decadent
capitalist system by means of a so-
cialist revolution led by the working
class.

The present "ideological confusion”
in the working-class movement can be
resolved only in the process of new
united struggles of workers, the rural
poor, and the radical youth which
will throw up a revolutionary leader-
ship guided by the experiences of the
Fourth International which has kept
alive the banner of revolutionary
Marxism-Leninism in spite of the be-
trayals of the traditional Stalinist and
social-democratic parties on a global
scale.

Indira Gandhi’'s Camp Followers

Two of India's three Stalinist par-
ties are under fire for openly support-
ing V.V. Giri, Prime Minister Indira
Gandhi's candidate, who was elected
president of India last August 19.

Both the pro-Moscow Communist
party of India [CPI] and the formerly
pro-Peking Communist party of India
(Marxist) [CPI(M)] endorsed Giri's
candidacy. Their invocation of the
Stalinist dogma that it is justified to
support the "liberal” bourgeoisie against
the reactionaries was made more dif-
ficult by the fact that Giri's opponent
was also a member of the same rul-
ing Congress party. But this did not
stop the two CPs from applying the
same class-collaborationist policy that

has proved so disastrous for work-
ing-class movements, from the Span-
ish Civil War to the Indonesian de-
bacle in 1965.

Under India's electoral system there
is no popular vote for the presidency.
Instead, an electoral college, com-
posed of all members of parliament
and of state legislatures, casts ballots
which are tallied in a complex sys-
tem based on preferential weighting.

Giri, the candidate of the "left" wing
of the ruling Congress party, was
opposed by the official Congress par-
ty standard-bearer, Neelam Sanjiva
Reddy. The final outcome was a clos~
one — 420,077 votes for Giri again&
405,427 for Reddy. A large bloc of
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votes was cast for Giri by the so-called
United Front governments in West
Bengal and in Kerala. Both are dom-
inated by the CPI(M), with repre-
sentation from other parties ranging
from the CPI to liberal bourgeois
Aroups.

One sharp criticism of the stand taken
by the CPs came from the Revolution-
ary Socialist party, a left-centrist par-
ticipant in the West Bengal United
Front. The RSP staged a procession
in Calcutta September 12 to present
an open letter to Prime Minister Indira
Gandhi during her visit to West Ben-

gal. In a press conference, Makhan
Paul, the secretary of the RSP's
West Bengal State Committee, out-

lined his party's objections to the be-
havior of its coalition partners. The
September 12 Calcutta Hindusthan
Standard reported:

"The recent measures taken by the
Prime Minister, Mr. Paul said, created
confusion among some of the fra-
ternal Left parties which, directly or
indirectly served to aid the Congress
leadership in its effort to mislead the
masses about the actual political sig-
nificance of the so-called 'Socialist and
Leftist upsurge' taking place in the

Congress.
"The CPI and its fellow-travellers
were - eagerly coming forward to

clasp the hands of the so-called pro-
gressive Congressmen under the lead-
ership of Mrs. Gandhi. They had of-
fered to politically cooperate with Mrs.
Gandhi's faction in the Government
and outside. Even the question of
forming a united front and a na-
tional democratic coalition with pro-
gressive Congressmen was being free-
ly talked about."

This class-collaborationist approach
was not limited to the pro-Moscow par-
ty. The RSP leader continued:

"The CPI(M), on the other hand,
while formally discounting the pos-
sibility of its participating in any such
coalition Government, talked of wait-
ing for the 'progress of differentia-
tion and contradictions inside the
Congress' and took wup a rather
shamefaced attitude of responsive co-
operation. This kind of thinking on-
ly served to confound the masses po-
litically and actually helped the Con-
gress in deceiving them, Mr. Paul
said."

J(The RSP spokesman did not ex-
plain his own party's participation in
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the multiclass coalition government in
West Bengal, nor did he identify the
source of the CPs' policy in the pro-
gram of Stalinism.)

Criticism of this kind elicited a hasty
"left" justification from the two CPs,
now that the election was safely behind
them.

The same day the RSP letter was
made public, Promode Dasgupta, a
well-known spokesman for the CPI
(M), told a rally in Midnapore that
his party's support for Mrs. Gandhi
was nothing but "the support of the
hangman's noose to the condemned
convict."

Meanwhile in Bombay, B.T. Rana-
dive, a member of the CPI(M) Polit-
buro, said at a public meeting that
Mrs. Gandhi had "no special love for
socialism” and that her step to nation-
alize the major banks last July was
a "hoax" designed to consolidate her
personal position in the Congress par-
ty.

The CPI also tried to dissociate it-
self from its electoral activity. The
September 17 Calcutta Statesman re-
ported:

"On Tuesday [September 16] the CPI
leader, Mr Biswanath Mukherji, said
his party had never called Mrs Gandhi
progressive, though it had supported
some of her actions such as the na-
tionalization of banks and opposition
to the rightist candidate, Mr Reddy,
in the Presidential poll."

But these declarations do not square
with what the two CPs were saying
during the election.

In July the CPI(M), the more "left"
of the two CPs, announced that it would
defend the present government against
any parliamentary move from the right
to bring it down. The party invoked
the classical reformist argument that
Indira Gandhi represented a "lesser
evil" than her opponents inthe Con-
gress party, and should therefore be
supported. The July 23 Calcutta
Statesman reported:

"Mr P.Sundarayya,the CPI(M)'s gen-
eral secretary, declared at a Press
conference in Calcutta on Tuesday that
his party would oppose any no-confi-
dence motion against the Prime Min-
ister, if it was directed against her
latest policy announcements. . . .

"While apparently pragmatic in its
current outlook, the party made a
considerable exercise in its statement
on the 'immediate political situation’

in explaining why the Prime Minister's
faction in the Congress Party required
to be supported against 'the greater
enemy', to quote Mr Sundarayya, rep-
resented by 'the Syndicate [Congress
party right wing] clique.’

"He said that whenever conflicts arose
in the ruling party it would be 'our
task to isolate the greater enemy.'"

Sundarayya released to the press a
political resolution adopted at a meet-
ing of the party's Central Committee
that had just concluded. This docu-
ment prepared the way for the CPI
(M) to cast its votes for the "progres-
sive" bourgeois candidate for president.
It said:

"It is in the interest of the democrat-
ic forces that they combine at every
stage to foil the attempts of extreme
reaction to secure strategic positions.
It is necessary in this background
that the official Congress nominee for
Presidentship [Reddy] be defeated so
that the clique is weakened."

The CPI(M) went so far as to de-
clare August 15, on the eve of the
election, that it would call a one-day
general strike in West Bengal if San-
jiva Reddy were elected. And the
United Front government which it dom-
inatés gave public support to Giri's
candidacy.

One of Giri's first acts after the re-
turns were in was to send his thanks
to Jyoti Basu, the leader of the CPI
(M) in West Bengal.

"The President-elect, Mr V.V. Giri,"
the Statesman reported August 21,
"has expressed his gratefulness to the
West Bengal Chief Minister, Mr Ajoy
Mukherjee, and the Deputy Chief Min-
ister, Mr Jyoti Basu, for securing for
him a large margin of votes . . ."

On August 22 Sundarayya reiterated
his party's pledge to vote with the In-
dira Gandhi faction in parliament
against any motion of nonconfidence
proposed by her opponents on the
right. He said that the CPI(M) was
not prepared to enter any formal co-
alition, however. The party's Polit-
buro did adopt a resolution hailing
Giri's election victory.

The CPI(M) voted in the West Ben-
gal cabinet to declare August 25 a
legal paid holiday to celebrate the
event.

The CPI was even more effusive.
They held a meeting in Calcutta Au-
gust 21, addressed by Ranen Sen,
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secretary of the West Bengal CPI. The
Hindusthan Standard reported:

"Addressing the rally the speakers
emphasised that Mr Giri's victory was
the victory of the progressive forces
against the reactionary capitalist and
monopolistic elements. It was not the
victory of any single man but the vic-
tory of the masses of India."

All that, and in an election where
the masses were not even allowed to
vote!

Sen even criticized those parties in

the coalition that showed less elation
over Indira Gandhi's success than
seemed called for:

"Mr. Ranen Sen said some parties
did not express their jubilation at the
victory of Mr. Giri though they sup-
ported him in the Presidential elec-
tion as they thought that he and Mr.
Reddy belonged to the same reaction-
ary group. But they were wrong. Mr.
Giri's victory denoted the victory of
the progressive forces against the re-
actionary elements."

The World’s Biggest Electric Chair

The inhabitants of Clam Lake, a
settlement of seventy-five persons in the
Chequamegon National Forest in
northern Wisconsin, are alarmed over
a U.S. Navy project so highly class-
ified that top officials have even
stamped newspaper clippings about
it as "secret.”

At first sight, the alarm in Clam
Lake appears unreasonable. It in-
volves only two antennas.

But the antennas are highly unusual.
First of all, they are each fourteen
miles long. Secondly, up to now at
least $28 million has been put into
the project, which includes a trans-
mitting station. Thirdly, the final
antenna grid might be 150 miles
wide and 150 miles long and would
cost from $2 billion to $10 billion.

A $10-billion broadcasting station
is somewhat more than Clam Lake
needs.

Still odder is the power rating of the
antennas already up — 2.4 million
watts. The largest commercial ra-
dio stations in the U.S. are limited
to 50,000 watts.

The current thrown into the two
"Project Sanguine" antennas electri-
fies nearby metal objects and can up-
set telephones, television sets, and
even household lighting in the area.

When protests began to be heard
about the strange antennas, the navy
ordered a study from Hazleton Labo-
ratories, Inc.,, of Falls Church, Vir-
ginia. The laboratory noted:

"It has been shown that there can
be pronounced effects on the longev-
ity, body weight, growth, behavior,
central nervous system, reproduction,

etc., in animals as well as effects on
plant development from ultrahigh
frequencies.”

While little work has been done in
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the effects of low fre-
quency ranges, which is what these
antennas are designed for, "there
may be some effect on sperm produc-
tion . . ."

In suggesting further study, the
laboratory observed: )

"The antenna will be enormous and,
therefore, many people, domestic and
farm animals, fish, insects, earthworms,
birds and indigenous plant life will
all be exposed to its fields for very
long periods of time unless they are
killed by it, are removed, or, in the
case of free-ranging animals, are
driven out by noxious effects. Of
course, it may be that the fields will
be totally benign."”

What is the purpose of the monster
antennas? Officials are not talking.
It has leaked out, however, that the
White House or Pentagon could order
signals from such a transmitter to Po-
laris submarines cruising in the worid's
oceans with nuclear missiles. The
long wave lengths penetrate the ocean
water to great depths. The submarines
would not have to surface for in-
structions.

Moreover,
ly unjammable.
builds a larger,
transmitter.

But while "the enemy” is doing that,
the navy will have extended the grid.
Eventually it is expected to cover most
of northern Wisconsin, where approx-
imately one million people live.

Local opposition arose out of fear
that the project will drive away game
and fish and electrify everything in
sight. The campaigners say that the
navy is going to turn the forests into
"the world's biggest electric chair."

Also, they argue, the project is
part of the arms race and it is high
time to stop this insanity.

investigating

the signals are practical-
Unless "the enemy”
more powerful

Free Enterprise on Rise in USSR

Such an upsurge in burglaries has oc-
curred in the Soviet Union that the Mos-
cow police are doing a land-office busi-
ness in a burglar-alarm that connects
directly with police headquarters.

The fee is $3 a month for the service,
and it is easily available. Apparently
it operates through a sensitive electron-
ic device attached to the telephone in
such a way that no one, not even t]
subscriber, can detect it.
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