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Sea Life Disappearing

Oceans Can’'t Take It

Dr. John H. Ryther of the Woods
Hole (Massachusetts) Oceanographic
Institution takes a bleak view of the
possibilities of farming the seas to
provide huge sources of protein.

In a telephone interview published
in the October 4 New York Times,
he said that on the basis of two de-
cades of studies made on voyages
by the institution's research vessels,
90 percent of the world's oceans must
be proclaimed "a biological desert,"
and the remaining areas "are prob-
ably being fished to a maximum ef-
ficiency now."

Moreover, domestic waste "is being
discharged at a fearful rate from ur-
ban areas into conveniently close ma-
rine dumping grounds.”

This is "leading in extreme cases
to the gradual but certain death of
commercially useful marine animals,
and leaving the waters undesirable
if not repugnant.”

A still more alarming report was
made by Jacques Yves Cousteau,
famed for his underwater films, upon
stopping at Monaco at the end of
September after studying almost all
the oceans in a three-and-a-half-year,
round-the-world cruise.

"Pollution has become so extensive,"
he said, "that we estimate that 40 per-
cent of marine life has disappeared.”

The researchers on the Calypso,
which he commands, found that pol-
lution is causing the disintegration of
coral reefs, that entire species of aquat-
ic animals are becoming extinct.

A striking fact, he cited, is that thou-
sands of tuna die each year from
swallowing metal bottle caps dumped
in the ocean.

Landlord Requires Due Notice

When a resident of a municipal housing
project in the English city of Wolverhamp-
ton died recently, the project's housing of-
fice sent her survivors a bill for
one month's rent. Grounds for the claim,
according to the London Sunday Times
of October 4, were that the woman "had
not given notice to quit her tenancy.”

Better Than DDT?

Since 1967, 132 persons in the United
States have been killed by the insecticide
parathion.
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Workers Reported to Have Seized Tin Mines

Bolivia — Another Revolution Like Santo Domingo?

By Gerry Foley

"What has happened in Bolivia is,
at least for the moment, rather like
the revenge of the revolution smoth-
ered in Santo Domingo in 1965,"
Latin-American expert Marcel Nieder-
gang wrote in the October 9 issue of
Le Monde.

"It must be noted,"” Niedergang point-
ed out, "that the liberal officers are a
definite minority in the Bolivian army.
It is the alliance of these officers with
the student organizations and the
Workers Federation and not the num-
ber of tanks or military units which
they control that enabled General
Torres to win out. In the Dominican
Republic in May 1965 the liberal of-
ficers were also only a small hand-
ful. The uprising and the support of
the left parties had brought them to
the verge of victory. They were
stopped short by the intervention of
some 40,000 soldiers sent by the
United States to prevent the develop-
ment of 'another Cuba.’"

The popular explosion touched off
by an abortive rightist military coup
October 4 might also be regarded as
the "revenge" of the Bolivian revolu-
tion of 1952.

The recent events indicate that nei-
ther the betrayals of the reformist re-
gime brought to power by the rev-
olution nor the military dictatorships
following the Barrientos coup in 1964
succeeded in effectively suppressing the
process initiated eighteen years ago.

Reports in the international press
indicate that the popular mobilization
in Bolivia has equaled the one in the
Dominican Republic in power and ex-
plosiveness, possibly exceeding it in
scope. The Bolivian masses have mo-
bilized not in just one city but in cities
and towns throughout the country,
including some tin-mining areas.

In the week following the defeat of
the right-wing military faction headed
by General Rogelio Miranda, several
relatively small articles appeared in
inconspicuous places in the New York
Times, all of them slanted to portray
"lawlessness" on the loose in the An-
dean country.

"Marxist students and urban guer-
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TORRES: Is image 'leftist' enough to di-
vert masses from moving forward?

rillas virtually have destroyed Boli-
via's national police force during the
last few days and are imposing areign
of terror on the nation,” New York
Times correspondent Malcolm Browne
wired October 10 from La Paz.

"Students armed with rifles, pistols,
and submachine guns have taken over
civilian police headquarters through-
out Bolivia, burning police files and
forcing the resignation of high offi-
cials. . . . Terrorism and assassina-
tion have become routine."

A Reuters dispatch buried in the
October 16 issue of the Times report-
ed: "Left-wing workers seized the coun-
try's tin mines last night [October 14],
expelled police guards and announced
that they intended to reorganize the
state mining corporation.”

Furthermore, it appears so far that
the "liberal" General Torres, swept to
power by the mass mobilization, has
made little progress in harnessing the
popular forces. "General Torres, it
seems, refuses to proceed hastily to
purge the ranks of the armed forces
or make the transfers which alone

could assure his survival in power,"
Philippe Labreveux wrote from La
Paz in the October 11 issue of Le
Monde. "The Bolivian Labor Federa-
tion, which has been denied the arms
it demanded from Torres, fears that
the president's vacillation will even-
tually throw him into the hands of
the 'fascists.’

"In fact, the federation and the forces
grouped around it are not yet settled
in their attitude toward the Torres
government. They canceled a meeting
for Friday [October 9] that had been
scheduled to demonstrate their sup-
port.”

The leadership of the mass mobiliza-
tion that blocked the rightist coup was
demanding a type of regime very dif-
ferent from the new '"liberal” junta set
up by Torres. In the October 13 Le
Monde, Labreveux reported: "The pop-
ular forces were demanding first of
all recognition of a 'political com-
mand' composed of workers, students,
and left political parties, which have
formed a 'popular parliament,’ it is
claimed. In short, they wanted to es-
tablish the 'dual power' demanded by
the Bolivian Trotskyists. But this de-
mand outraged all the officers somuch
that it could not be accepted.”

The French correspondent indicated
that two factors prevented the mobil-
ized masses from going all the way
to establishing their own government:
(1) an as yet unresolved political
struggle among the left forces; (2)
the survival of the military machine.

With regard to the situation on the
left, Labreveux wrote: "Forged in the
fire of last week's events, the "political
command' is torn between the different
forces that compose it—the Workers
Federation, the student federation, the
peasants of the Independent Bloc, the
MNR [Movimiento Nacionalista Revo-
lucionario — Revolutionary Nation-
alist Movement, the demagogic party
that gained power as a result of the
1952 revolution], the Communists and
the Trotskyists, a medley of opinions
and shadings.”

The opportunist elements of the left
seemed to be lining up behind Torres
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as the last bulwark against the devel-
oping revolutionary process. "The
former president of the Revolutionary
Nationalist Movement (reformist),
Siles Suazo declared Saturday [Octo-
ber 10] that the country was still 'sit-
ting on a powder keg.' Returning from
exile to lead his movement, he never-
theless maintained his support for the
government, which, he said, 'is the
only possible immediate solution in
view of the threat of a bloodbath.’
That is also the opinion of Juan Le-
chin, general secretary of the Bolivian
Workers Federation [Central Obrero
Boliviana — COB)," according to La-
breveux.

On the other hand, although the
army has withdrawn to its barracks
in face of the mass mobilization, it
apparently remains substantially in-
tact. The threat of a new military
coup serves as counterpressure to the
demands of the popular forces.

"Of course the right-wing officers
have lost their leader, General Rogelio
Miranda, who took refuge in the
Argentine embassy," Labreveux com-
mented in the October 11 issue of Le
Monde. "But the 'putschists,’ thwarted
by the boldness of General Torres and
the vigilance of the labor unions, still
have forces in the capital and prov-
inces whose importance is hard to
evaluate. . . . In the provinces, with
the exception of the Cochabamba gar-
rison, the officers have not yet clearly
defined their position."”

In view of the threat of a right-wing
countercoup and the fears of the re-
formists Labreveux suggests, the left
"reduced its demands to three points
that they consider essential —raising
the wages of the miners to the pre-
1965 level; a general amnesty and
repeal of the repressive laws, and fi-
nally a purge of the armed forces.

"This last demand assumes crucial
importance in the eyes of the civilians.
They generally distrust military men
and remember the misadventures of
General Ovando, who became ‘'the tool
of the fascists.”"

The demand of the left forces to
crush the right wing in the army
strikes directly at the essential support
of the bourgeois state in Bolivia. The
military machine was painfully re-
built, following its destruction in the
1952 revolution, by the U.S. "aid"
establishment and native proimperial-
ist forces. The bulk of the officer corps
is "right wing." Torres himself played
a leading role in the campaign against
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the guerrillas led by Che Guevara, a
U.S. supervised "counterinsurgency"”
operation.

For Torres, the still uncontrolled
mass mobilization constitutes a mortal
threat. His first problem is to over-
come the divisions within the military
and, as rapidly as possible, then re-
build its repressive capacities. On the
other hand, after the experience of
the past five years, even the most
opportunistic sections of the left have
little choice, if they hope to remain
in popular favor, but to demand curbs
on the military caste.

Despite the formidable pressures of
the mobilized masses, Torres has re-
sisted taking any decisive measures
against the right wing of the army.
On assuming power, Torres promised
that General Rogelio Miranda would
be given a "post commensurate with
his military rank.” The three generals
composing the junta set up by Miran-
da have not been removed from their
posts. Even former minister of the
interior, Colonel Miguel Ayoroa Mon-
tana, who continued to resist Torres's
authority, has not been removed from
the army. He is supposed to be "trans-
ferred” to another post.

Nevertheless, the reactionary ex-
chief of the Bolivian repressive forces
took refuge in the Uruguayan em-
bassy. He may have believed that
Torres could not protect him from the
armed popular units reportedly still
operating in La Paz.

Torres has "obviously not carried
out the purge of the army desired by
left political circles,” Labreveux noted.

The precedent of the April 1965 rev-
olution in Santo Domingo has another
aspect that should be noted. Washing-
ton intervened in Santo Domingo after
the Constitutionalist officers facilitated
arming the people. The Johnson ad-
ministration sent in U. S. troops when
it looked like the right-wing generals
and, along with them, the entire mili-
tary apparatus upholding the capital-
ist state appeared doomed. Perhaps
Washington would not have inter-
vened militarily if it had thought there
was a possibility for the Dominican
military caste to save itself.

In any case, in the current situation
in Bolivia the State Department let it
be known that it would continue to
recognize the Bolivian government on
the basis that the army was still in
control. "Robert J. McCloskey, the
State Department spokesman, said
that the new administrator [General

Torres] had come into power through
'institutional action' by the Bolivian
armed forces,” the New York Times
reported October 14.

The American authorities seemed to
appreciate the difficulties of Torres's
position, hence their readiness to give
him considerable room for maneuver.

The New York Times, which speaks
for a weighty sector of the American
capitalist class, wrote in an editorial
October 12: "This leftward thrust in
South America, propelled in part by
a powerful anti-Yankee sentiment, is
certain to cause problems for the
United States. They are not problems
that can be solved or eased by inter-
vention of any kind— direct or indi-
rect, overt or covert, military or eco-
nomic. Here will be a period in which
the northern Big Brother, in his own
long-run interest, must absorb unfair
blows, resist the urge to retaliate, and
maintain whatever ties are possible
and such assistance as seems practical
when it is requested.”

Writing from La Paz October 16,
Malcolm Browne described a new for-
bearance on the part of the imperialist
authorities: "In the face of growing
anti-American terrorism and assaults
on United States property condoned
by the La Paz Government, the United
States has decided to turn the other
cheek toward Bolivia.”

There seemed to be two reasons for
Washington's cautious approach: (1)
the situation has deteriorated so far
in Bolivia that it could only be re-
trieved by a full-scale occupation of
the country; (2) present circumstances
make massive intervention extremely
difficult politically, if not impossible.

The failure of the U.S.-backed Mi-
randa coup showed not only the in-
effectiveness of indirect intervention in
the present situation in Bolivia but its
danger. This attempt, in fact, touched
off the explosion. In the October 9
issue of Le Monde, Marcel Niedergang
put the blame on U.S. ambassador
to La Paz, Ernest V. Siracusa.

"In La Paz, with hundreds of Amer-
ican functionaries and ‘'advisers' at
his command, Siracusa tried to bring
the Ovando government back 'to the
straight and narrow.' It must be ad-
mitted that he was very close to suc-
ceeding. But in wanting to press his
advantages, win more quickly and
completely, obtain the replacement of
the indecisive General Ovando by a
more resolutely pro-American general
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like Lechin Suarez, Siracusa played
the role of the sorcerer's apprentice.
He indirectly brought the left-wing
forces that had been on the defensive
since May back to the fore.”

In the New York Times "Week in
Review" section, October 11, Malcolm
Browne described the advanced state
of decay of the capitalist system in
Bolivia and the total failure of the
local bourgeoisie to develop any firm
base.

"Eighteen years ago, a polyglot mob
of politicians, leftist militants, tin min-
ers, students and Indians took up
arms against the Bolivian army and
ended by smashing it. In some re-
spects history seemed to be repeating
itself during the past week. Some kind
of civilian revolution had taken place
and some of its leaders were the same
as in 1952. . . .

"There were fears that a period of
anarchy and violence lay ahead in
Bolivia, and fears too that the nation
might end up as a Marxist state. But
more disturbing to many Bolivians

was the thought that their country
had basically accomplished nothing
during the past decade, and remained
as unstable as ever."

Time magazine indicated in its Oc-
tober 19 issue that Torres was pushed
forward at the last minute to save the
military caste from being overwhelmed
by the popular mobilization and that
his coup was only a token gesture:
"After meeting with Ovando, General
Torres sped to a military base outside
La Paz and quickly rallied left sup-
port. When leftist air force pilots flying
vintage Mustang fighters strafed the
presidential palace — taking care to
fire only into the air—it was all over."

The fact that the events in Bolivia
have been so strikingly played down
in the American press, in contrast to
previous revolutionary developments
in Latin America, indicates the polit-
jcal difficulties for Washington in inter-
vening.

The upheaval in Bolivia coincides
with Nixon's "peace” offensive and the

Resistance Spredds Against Witch-hunt

American elections. The development
of the movement against the Vietnam
war has created an entirely different
situation on the home front from the
one facing Lyndon Johnson in April
1965.

Furthermore, the countries surround-
ing Bolivia, especially Chile, are also
moving leftward. The State Depart-
ment may well have decided that it
was tactically advisable to concentrate
attention on the situation in Chile for
the time being, making Bolivia second
in priorities.

Still the question remains how much
U.S. imperialism can concede in Bo-
livia if the mobilization continues and
gains in energy. At what point will
Wall Street decide that a showdown is
inescapable?

"'T hope the soft touch turns out to
be worth it," the proprietor of a small,
American-owned business said,” ac-
cording to Malcolm Browne October
16. "'It sure wasn't worth it in Cuba,
and South America seems more like
Cuba every day.""

Trudeau Imposes Police Rule in Canada

By Robert Dumont

Toronto

OCTOBER 18 —More than 300 peo-
ple have been jailed in massive po-
lice raids across Quebec since the Oc-
tober 16 proclamation by the federal
government of the War Measures Act.
About 4,000 troops, backed up by
12,000 police, are occupying the prov-
ince and the federal capital, Ottawa.

As we write, university campuses
in Montreal and Quebec City have
been closed down by students protest-
ing the military occupation, and a
campaign to free those who have been
jailed is being mounted by Quebec
civil liberties forces with the active
help of key trade unions.

Among those arrested, who include
a cross section of the political and
trade-union leaders, writers, and art-
ists in the left, are two leaders of the
Ligue Socialiste Ouvriére [LSO— So-
cialist Workers League], the Quebec
Trotskyist organization. The arrest of
Arthur Young and Penny Simpson

is a direct blow to the LSO's cam-
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paign for the Montreal mayoralty in
the October 25 civic election. Young
and Simpson are official publicity
agent and treasurer, respectively, of
the LSO's candidate, Manon Léger.
Also arrested are two candidates for
Montreal city council representing the
Front d'Action Politique [FRAP — Po-
litical Action Front], a trade-union-
backed political party contesting the
civic election for the first time.

Among the detainees are at least
five officials of the Confederation of
National Trade Unions [CNTU], in-
cluding the president of the CNTU's
Montreal Central Council, Michel
Chartrand. At least thirty-five mem-
bers of the Parti Québécois, the mass
independentist party, are also believed
to be detained. The authorities have
released no lists of those arrested. No
charges have been laid; no court ap-
pearances scheduled. The arrests are
still continuing. At last reports, today,
the police acknowledged a total of
596 separate raids so far.

This marks the beginning of a mas-
sive offensive by all levels of govern-
ment in Canada against the growing
nationalist movement for an indepen-
dent Quebec.

The current crisis was sparked by
the kidnapping October 5 of James
Cross, the British trade commissioner
in Montreal, by members of the Front
de Libération du Québec [FLQ—Que-
bec Liberation Front], a terrorist or-
ganization which has been function-
ing intermittently since 1963. In re-
cent years, self-professed members of
the FLQ have been tried on criminal
charges involving hundreds of bomb-
ings, arson, and a couple of killings.
It is estimated that more than a hun-
dred "Felquistes" [FLQers] are or have
been serving jail terms for periods
of up to life imprisonment.

The demands of Cross's kidnappers,
communicated to the Quebec and fed-
eral governments via radio stations,
included the immediate release of a
number of political prisoners, later
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determined at twenty-three, and their
transport to either Cuba or Algeria;
payment of a "voluntary tax" of
$500,000 in gold bullion; the imme-
diate rehiring of 450 mail delivery
truck drivers indirectly fired by the
federal government last spring in a
change of post-office contracts; and
publication in the mass media of a
"political Manifesto."

The FLQ Manifesto, reprinted with-
in a few days in all the major news-
papers in Quebec and Canada, is a
stirring requisitory of the frustrations
and resentments of the Québécois, this
oppressed nation which constitutes
one-third of the present population of
Canada. The statement solidarizes
with the massive struggle in recent
years for a French unilingual Que-
bec; it denounces the bosses, both
English Canadian and French Cana-
dian, and the "Roman Capitalist
Church," and it calls for "workers pow-
er," the "fotal independence of the Qué-
bécois united in a free society purged
forever of its clique of voracious
sharks, the big bosses and their va-
lets who have made Quebec their pre-
serve of cheap labor and unscrupu-
lous exploitation.”

Until the last Quebec election, April
29, it says, the FLQ had "thought
it worthwhile to support and work
in the Parti Québécois"— a bourgeois
party — but the victory of the Liberals
under Robert Bourassa had convinced
them that only the workers are capa-
ble of making the revolution. The
Manifesto concluded with a rather
vague call to the workers to take pow-
er: "don't wait for a miracle organiza-
tion . . ." :

As an eloquent denunciation of ob-
vious and deeply felt injustices and
national humiliations, the Manifesto
is well-calculated to strike a respon-
sive chord among many Québécois.
However, the paucity of its program,
the absence of any concrete proposal
capable of mobilizing the workers in
mass action, reveals the severe po-
litical limitations of the FLQ and its
adventurist emphasis on individual
terror.

The LSO has consistently opposed
the FLQ's methods in the Quebec left,
and counterposed its own program
which projects politicalization of the
workers through their class organiza-
tions, the trade unions, around the
demand for a labor party.

From the beginning, the federal and
Quebec governments took a hard
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stand against any significant conces-
sions to the FLQ demands. Instead,
they launched a massive manhunt for
the kidnappers and their hostages.
Within five days more than fifty peo-
ple had been arrested and detained
for intensive questioning; among them
a young lawyer, Robert Lemieux, who
has been an active defender of Que-
bec's political prisoners and who was
designated by the FLQ as their go-
between with the authorities.

On October 10 events took a new
turn with the FLQ's second kidnap-
ping. This time the victim was a prom-
inent Quebec politician, Labor Min-
ister Pierre Laporte, a candidate ear-
lier this year for the Liberal party
leadership and the author this sum-
mer of an emergency bill that broke
the strike of thousands of construc-
tion workers.

From his hidden incarceration, La-
porte wrote to Premier Bourassa: "De-
cide—my life or my death ... The
success of this manhunt would be my
death warrant.”

The Quebec government responded
by naming a negotiator October 12
to meet with Lemieux. But on the
same day the federal government be-
gan to move troops into Ottawa, os-
tensibly to guard politicians and gov-
ernment buildings.

While authorities played for time,
the crisis atmosphere was escalated
dramatically. Montreal's mayor Jean
Drapeau canceled all public appear-
ances. John Robarts, the Conserva-
tive premier of Ontario, the neighbor-
ing and richest province, rumbled
ominously: "It's war—total war . . .
We have to stand and fight."

Prime Minister Pierre Trudeau de-
nounced critics of his call-up of the
military as "weak-kneed bleeding
hearts,” who "don't like the looks of
an army."” He was quoted as adding,
"All T can say is go on and bleed."

On Thursday, October 15, Ottawa
ordered troops into Montreal and Que-
bec City, the provincial capital. Tru-
deau canceled his scheduled state visit
to the Soviet Union. Premier Bourassa
made his "final" offer to the FLQ—
the province would recommend parole
for five of the twenty-three political
prisoners and safe passage for the
kidnappers to Cuba or Algeria. (Also
Ottawa's External Affairs Minister
Mitchell Sharp later revealed that the
prisoners in question were eligible for
parole anyway.)

Meanwhile, however, Quebec polit-
ical opinion had begun to recover
from its initial numbness in the face
of these startling developments to
which it had been a passive spectator.

As the troops rolled into Quebec's
cities, leaders of the three big labor
federations with a combined member-
ship of 600,000, together with Par-
ti Québécois leader René Lévesque,
the head of the Quebec cooperative
movement, and the leading newspaper
publisher, issued an appeal to the gov-
ernments to meet the FLQ demand
for the release of the twenty-three po-
litical prisoners.

The CNTU's Montreal central coun-
cil representing 60,000 workers passed
a motion supporting the views of the
FLQ Manifesto.

Media interviews with the man in
the street revealed considerable sup-
port for the FLQ views. (An October
11 election rally of 1,000 supporters
of the Front d'Action Politique had
given a standing ovation to FRAP
leader Paul Cliche when he said that
insofar as the objectives of the FLQ
are the taking of political and eco-
nomic power by the Quebec workers,
he supported the FLQ, and that the
violence he condemned was that of
the system.)

A tumultuous mass meeting on Oc-
tober 15 at the University of Mont-
real passed motions for a general stu-
dent strike in support of the FLQ
demands, endorsed the FLQ's Man-
ifesto, and decided to launch "a pub-
lic information campaign to extend
the solidarity between the people and
the 'patriotes' of the FLQ."

Following a similar meeting at the
University of Quebec campus in Mont-
real, students occupied the adminstra-
tion offices and pledged to keep the
campus shut until all the demands
of the FLQ were met. Other meetings
were scheduled for the next day at
many of the forty junior colleges and
in some high schools.

A showdown was shaping up. As
the deadline for the government's "fi-
nal" offer to the FLQ expired at 3:00
a.m. on Friday, October 16, Mayor
Drapeau and Premier Bourassa, act-
ing in accordance with obvious pre-
arrangement, informed the govern-
ment of an "apprehended insurrection.”
At 4:00 a.m., the federal cabinet in-
voked the War Measures Act, cancel-
ing the civil liberties of all Canadians
until April 30, 1971. By the time par-
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liament met at 11:00 a.m. to discuss
this drastic measure, more than 150
persons had already been arrested,
most of them in predawn raids; by
midafternoon the number was 250.

A word about the War Measures
Act. Hitherto only proclaimed in time
of war, this act permits the cabinet
to assume virtually unlimited civil and
military powers on the sole basis of
its belief that "war, invasion or in-
surrection, real or apprehended, ex-
ist . . ." These arbitrary powers in-
clude censorship, arrest, detention, ex-
clusion and deportation, transport of
persons and things, the disposal of
property, etc. Violations of its pro-
visions may involve fines of up to
$5,000 and/or imprisonment for five
years.

Under this act thousands of Japa-
nese Canadians were transported from
the West Coast to concentration camps
in the interior of Canada during the
second world war and their property
was expropriated. The first victim to
be jailed under the act in 1939 was
a leader of the Canadian Trotskyist
movement.

But it is true to say that until Oc-
tober 16 few Canadians were aware
that the government had at its disposal
what one newspaper described as the
most far-reaching emergency legisla-
tion of any western capitalist coun-
try. Commentators looking for par-
allels could cite only the British emer-
gency laws employed against the Irish
insurrection in 1920.

Accompanying the October 16 proc-
lamation was a regulation banning
the Front de Libération du Québec
"or any group of persons or associa-
tion that advocates the use of force
or the commission of crime as a means
of or aid in accomplishing govern-
mental change in Canada."

The regulations provide that in any
prosecution, evidence that a person
ever attended a meeting of the banned
organization or communicated its
statements, is "in the absence of evi-
dence to the contrary, proof that he
is a member of the unlawful associa-
tion." The regulations also endow po-
lice with virtnally unlimited powers
of arrest without warrant.

Detainees under the act can be held
up to twenty-one days after arrest with-
out knowing the charge against them,
and up to ninety days without trial.

In a hysterical speech widely played
up in the press, Manpower Minister
Jean Marchand tried to justify this
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Draconian legislation to the House of
Commons on October 16. He referred
to an alleged secret police report which
claims that the FLQ, with admittedly
slightly over 100 members, "are in-
filtrated in all the vital places of the
province of Quebec, in all the key jobs
where all the important decisions are
made.

"If we had not acted, the separation
of Quebec would have been a fact, a
month or a year from today."

But Justice Minister John Turner
indicated more precisely the nature of
the "apprehended insurrection.” He
cited the kidnappings, a recent in-
crease in bombings and dynamite
threats, "and, more disturbing, a type
of erosion of the public will and the
feeling among some sincere people
that an exchange of prisoners for the
victims of the kidnappings would
somehow ease the situation.”

He continued: "I might say, too,
that the recent call to public mani-
festation by men like [Charles]
Gagnon, [Pierre] Vallieres and [Mi-
chel] Chartrand established and esca-
lated the whole coming together of an
infiltration of FLQ doctrine in certain
areas of society in Quebec—in the
unions, among universities, in the
media. . ."

It was the government's fear of this
mass movement, beginning to devel-
op against the repression and the mil-
itary occupation, that led the govern-
ment to invoke the War Measures Act.

The leaders of the New Democratic
party [NDP— Canada's labor party]
criticized the government for invok-
ing the War Measures Act; instead,
they say, it should have sought
stronger criminal law from parlia-
ment. But they miss the point— the
War Measures Act was used precisely
because it enabled the government to
bypass parliament, and thus gain the
element of surprise. The immediate
effect intended by the mass arrests
has been to decapitate the mass move-
ment, incapacitating those most likely
to provide its leadership.

Attempts are now being made to
use the October 17 shooting of
Laporte by the FLQ to whip up a
campaign against ‘"revolutionary”
groups in general. There is a danger
that corresponding measures might be
included in special enabling legislation
that the government has promised to
bring before parliament in the near
future.

Some bourgeois spokesmen, among
them former Prime Minister John
Diefenbaker, have called for a bill
similar to the old Section 98 of the
criminal code passed during the 1919
Winnipeg general strike and wuntil
1938, when it was repealed, used to
outlaw the Communist party.

Because the arrests and other mea-
sures under the War Measures Act
have so far been confined to Quebec
and its immediate vicinity (Ottawa),
public reaction in English Canada to
this wholesale attack on civil liberties
is still very muted. Outside Quebec,
with the exception of minor incidents
of police harassment, even the revolu-
tionary left has so far been left un-
molested. The government would seem
to be trying to avoid provocations
that could mobilize English Canadian
opinion against it, and thereby inhibit
the relatively free hand it enjoys
against Quebec.

Sympathy for the Québécois inde-
pendentist movement among English
Canadians outside the radical left is
almost nonexistent; the bureaucratic
leadership of the trade unions and
the NDP, linking their fate with that
of the bourgeois state, are inveterate
opponents of independentism. There
is little understanding even of the Qué-
bécois right of self-determination.

But crucial to English Canadian
public reaction will be what happens
in Quebec itself. The toleration of
Ottawa's oppression of Quebec is
largely based on a misapprehension
that the current crisis is entirely the
work of a small band of adventurists,
unrepresentative of the Québécois
feeling.

Yet as it becomes obvious that the
new antinationalist offensive, far from
checkmating the independentist move-
ment, has given it a whole new thrust
and perspective— and this is certain—
opinion in English Canada as well
will become increasingly polarized
with respect to the Quebec question.

Some of the more astute observers
in the bourgeois press are already
uneasily drawing attention to the pos-
sible repercussions of the deep-going
infuriation of Québécois at the feder-
al military occupation and repression.
Claude Arpin of the Toronto Tele-
gram noted October 17 that Bouras-
sa's calling in the army "will likely
go down in history as his biggest
blunder." In Arpin's view it "may
have assured the eventual success in
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this province of a separatist Parti
Québécois.”

Broadcaster-journalist Peter Des-
barats noted in the Toronto Star the
ambivalent feelings of some with re-
spect to the new political situation
ushered in by the kidnapping crisis:

"I have spoken to many Québécois
this week who are torn between their
humanitarian instincts [toward the
hostages] and this subconscious pride
in the final shattering of the old lamb-
like image of Jean Baptiste [patron
saint of French Canadal."

Moves to fight the repression are
now underway. In Quebec a special
meeting of the executives of the Free
Labor Federation has denounced the
military occupation and repression,
and called a special plenary meeting
of their supreme body in Quebec City
for Wednesday, October 21, "to decide
on means of action to save this democ-
racy in Quebec.” Civil liberties activists
have formed a Front Commun de la
Liberté [Common Front for Freedom]

Canadian Trotskyist Statement

= e

with the active help of the CNTU. It
may be contacted at 1001 Rue St.-
Denis, Montreal.

In English Canada protest demon-
strations took place at a number of
campuses on October 16 immediately
following the proclamation of the War
Measures Act. Other actions were held
in many cities over the weekend—
1,000 persons participated in Van-
couver, 800 in Regina, 300 in Win-
nipeg, 500 in Toronto, 100 in Ottawa,
80 in Saskatoon. Mass meetings are
scheduled in Edmonton, Fredrickton,
London, and other centers. The per-
spective now is to build this develop-
ing opposition into a massive cam-
paign for immediate repeal of the War
Measures Act and all the repressive
legislation, and for the immediate
withdrawal of federal troops from
Quebec.

The Canadian Trotskyists of the
League for Socialist Action and the
Young Socialists are in the forefront
of these actions.

Repeal the War Measures Act!

[The following statement was issued
October 18 by the League for Social-
ist Action/Ligue Socialiste Ouvrigre,
the Canadian Trotskyist organization.]

* * *

The League for Socialist Action/
Ligue Socialiste Ouvritre, itself a vic-
tim of the sweeping, arbitrary pro-
visions of the War Measures Act, calls
for the immediate repeal of this and
all similar repressive legislation. We
protest in the strongest terms this bru-
tal violation by the Trudeau cabinet
of the democratic rights of all Cana-
dians.

The act in effect suspends the opera-
tion of civil liberties throughout this
country. In addition to the unrestricted
power it gives the government and its
police to censor publications, arrest
persons, and otherwise restrict or
abolish individual liberties, the act has
already been interpreted by the com-
bined Quebec police forces as a license
to ban the distribution, even the pos-
session, of tracts or other "political
documents,” and to arrest "anyone in

896

possession of posters,
pamphlets of a political
(Toronto Star, October 16).

The wide-ranging provisions of the
act, according to unnamed "officials"
cited in the press, could include the
banning of not just the FLQ, but "any
association which any policeman
judges guilty of planning revolution-
ary change" (Toronto Star, October
16).

Already leading members of the
Ligue Socialiste Ouvriére have been
arrested and are being held incom-
municado, including Arthur Young
and Penny Simpson, respectively of-
ficial publicity agent and campaign
treasurer of Manon Léger, the candi-
date of the LSO and the Ligue des
Jeunes Socialistes for the Montreal
mayoralty.

We protest this crude attempt to de-
prive the people of Montreal of the
right to acquaint themselves with a
socialist program and a democratic
alternative in the current civic elec-
tions. Manon Léger's campaign is
based on the demand for an indepen-
dent socialist Quebec. Is it a crime to

stickers, or

nature”

speak out for French unilingualism
and a workers government in these
elections?

Who is to say that the victims of this
act will be limited to those whose views
may be described as revolutionary?
Even prior to the application of the
War Measures Act the officers of the
Front d'Action Politique, the trade-
union-backed party, were raided re-
peatedly, as much as three times in
one day. Hundreds of persons have
been arrested and held incommuni-
cado. Lawyers' files have been seized.
The daily press reports that "tons of
literature” have been carted away.

The LSA/LSO does not advocate
violence to achieve its aims. We do
not agree with the methods employed
by the Front de Libération du Québec.
Socialism will not be brought about
by kidnapping people or by killing
ministers of the government. Socialism
in Canada will only come through
the intervention of the working class,
conscious of the necessity of socialism.
Far from educating or mobilizing the
masses, individual terrorism confines
them to the role of passive spectators
while exposing its practitioners to vic-
timization by the state which has a
vast repressive apparatus at its dis-
posal.

Prime Minister Trudeau has claimed
that the FLQ kidnappings were "the
opening play" in the current escalation
of violence and counterviolence. But
the roots of this crisis are to be found
in the national oppression of the Qué-
bec nation— the violence that is visited
upon the Québécois every day by the
capitalist system in the form of un-
employment, poverty, the constant vi-
olation of the most elementary demo-
cratic rights, including the right to
work in one’s own language.

Shock and grief are understandably
expressed at the killing of Monsieur
Pierre Laporte. But how much protest
have we heard from the rulers of this
country against the geriocide of the
Vietnamese people, or the recent
bombings of Palestinian refugee
camps in Jordan? The ruling class of
Canada and Quebec are part and par-
cel of the same system of organized
violence that is responsible for these
atrocities. The present rulers of Quebec
are guilty of mass violence in their
opposition to the legitimate movement
for national rights of the Québécois.
They have passed laws to protect the
language privileges of the English mi-
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nority. Attempting to repress the grow-
ing mass movement, they have legis-
lated severe restrictions on civil
liberties, including bans on demon-
strations, laws permitting search and
arrest without warrant, etc.

In recent days it was becoming clear
that wide layers of the Quebec popu-
lation were beginning to mobilize once
again against the police repression
and in support of their national rights.
Mass student meetings and leading
figures in the trade-union movement
expressed their sympathy with the na-
tionalist and anticapitalist views in the
FLQ Manifesto. To Mssrs. Drapeau,
Bourassa, and Trudeau, this consti-
tuted "apparent insurrection.”

Through their mobilization of the
military, mass arrests, and the sup-
pression of all civil liberties, the au-
thorities are engaging in counter-
terror, the ultimate expression of their
own political bankruptcy.

The wide range of persons arrested
under the War Measures Act— trade-
union leaders, professors, students,
journalists, lawyers, even a popular
singer — indicates how thoroughly the
government seeks to suppress the

popular views of the Québécois, the
actual and potential leadership of the
nationalist movement. In a supreme
irony, in the name of defending democ-
racy, the authorities have erased our
democratic rights.

But their attempt to intimidate the
Québécois, to stop the growing tide of
national revolt, shall not succeed.

All those interested in the defense of
civil liberties must unite and rally to
the defense of those victimized by the
current repression in Quebec. We must
defend all the political prisoners whose
ranks are now swelled by hundreds
arrested under Trudeau's proclama-
tion.

Meetings, rallies, demonstrations
should be held at every campus, and
every trade union, in every constitu-
ency club of the New Democratic
party, in community organizations, in
the antiwar movement, to discuss this
serious threat to our civil liberties. A
massive campaign must be launched
to:

Withdraw Federal
Quebec!

Revoke and Abolish the War Mea-
sures Act and All the Repressive Laws!

Troops from

'‘Resigned Equanimity’ in Washington

Canada and China Establish Relations

Canada and the People's Republic
of China announced October 13 an
agreement to establish diplomatic rela-
tions. In the communiqué, Canada
acknowledged that the Communist re-
gime is "the sole legal Government of
China."

The agreement followed twenty
months of negotiation. The negotia-
tions were protracted because of Otta-
wa's reluctance to recognize China's
sovereignty over Taiwan. A compro-
mise was finally reached by Prime
Minister Trudeau's administration
"noting" the Chinese claim without ei-
ther approving or disapproving of it.

The agreement brought to fifty-three
the number of countries that have
recognized the government of one-
fourth of the world's population. In
the October 14 New York Times, Ter-
ence Smith wrote that U.S. adminis-
tration officials had "conceded that the
Canadian move might prompt other
nations to recognize the Communist
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Government." Belgium and Italy were
considered two leading possibilities.

Over the past seven years, Canada
has found a large and profitable ex-
port market in China, chiefly for
wheat, of which Canada produces a
surplus. Total Canadian exports to
China in 1969 came to $122,000,000.
Trudeau clearly hoped that the recog-
nition agreement would help prospects
for expanded trade. The October 14
New York Times reported:

"Since 1963 Canada has sold more
than 500 million bushels of wheat to
China. The second three-year contract
expired one year ago. This was fol-
lowed by a supplemental one-year
contract calling for sale of 86 million
bushels, deliveries of which [are] now
being completed. Last week a Cana-
dian grain mission left for Peking to
conclude new arrangements, and offi-
cials speculated that today's announce-
ment of diplomatic relations might ex-
pedite the transaction.”

Canadian Secretary of State for Ex-

ternal Affairs Mitchell Sharp told the
House of Commons:

"We have already indicated to the
Chinese in our . .. discussions our
interest in setting up cultural and edu-
cational exchanges, in expanding
trade between our two countries, in
reaching an understanding on consul-
ar matters and in settling a small
number of problems left over from an
earlier period."

With the predictable exception of
Chiang Kai-shek's regime, the estab-
lishment of Chinese-Canadian rela-
tions aroused little comment from
other governments. Terence Smith
wrote that the Nixon administration
accepted the decision with "resigned
equanimity.”

"This low-key reaction is in sharp
contrast with the vigorous opposition
of earlier years. Under the Eisenhower
and Johnson Administrations, the
United States took vehement objection
to the idea of Canadian recognition
of the Peking Government.”

Although the Trudeau government
tried to present the recognition of Pe-
king as evidence of independence from
Washington, it is likely that Nixon
approved the move if he did not ac-
tively encourage it.

It must be increasingly obvious even
to the most conservative of American
capitalists that China is not going to
disappear simply because Washington
refuses to recognize reality. And it
must be even more obvious to them
that the markets in China now being
supplied with Canadian goods could
just as easily be filled by American
products.

This was hinted at by at least one
Canadian paper, the Toronto Globe
and Mail, which commented: "White
House officials probably see it [Cana-
dian recognition of Peking] as a help
in their own attempts to achieve a
meaningful dialogue with China."

A stumbling block to U.S.— China
diplomatic relations has been Wash-
ington's refusal to stop supporting the
Chiang regime on Taiwan. Trudeau
may well have been Nixon's proxy
in an attempt to discover how much
the Chinese leadership is willing to
compromise on this question.

Contribution by Dow Chemical
For the past forty years, the Dow Chem-
ical Company has dumped an average
of 200 pounds of mercury a day into
Lake St. Clair, which feeds into Lake
Erie. The total amount of poison comes
to 1,460 tons.
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Cease-fire Broken Again

Hussein Shells Four More Villages

Armed conflict flared again in north-
ern Jordan October 17 as King Hus-
sein's troops attacked Palestinian posi-
tions on the road from Irbid to the
Syrian border in violation of the truce
signed four days earlier by Hussein
and Fateh commander Yasir Arafat.

According to the guerrillas, a force
of sixty tanks shelled four villages
between Irbid and Ramtha. The com-
mandos fought back with mortars,
machine guns, and rockets.

All the terms of the October 13 Hus-
sein-Arafat pact have not yet been
made public, bu* it appears that both
sides made concessions, at least on
paper. The king abandoned his de-
mand for the disarming of the Pales-
tinian militia. He won agreement, how-
ever, for the first time, that regular
commando troops would not carry
arms in any Jordanian city except for
token units assigned to guard guer-
rilla offices or leaders.

Other provisions included recogni-
tion of the right of all commandos to
be tried by Palestinian military courts,
and the right of the Palestine Libera-
tion Organization to operate its own
broadcasting station and newspaper
free from Jordanian censorship.

The agreement recognized only
Fatech and the Palestine Liberation
Organization among the Palestinian
commando organizations. All other
groups are outlawed, including the
Popular Front for the Liberation of
Palestine [PFLP] and the Democratic
Popular Front [DPF). Fateh spokes-
men have said the ban is a dead letter
and will not be enforced, but there is
no indication that this is one of the
terms of the agreement.

There are still prices on thé heads
of Popular Front leader George Ha-
bash and DPF spokesman Nayef Ha-
watmeh. Habash, who was reportedly
out of the country during the civil war
in September, was back in Amman
October 12, according to an Associ-
ated Press dispatch.

Guerrilla control over the road to
Syria, now contested by the army,
was said to be part of a secret clause
in the Arafat-Hussein agreement. The
October 15 Christian Science Monitor,
for example, reported:
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"Though not spelled out in the pub-
lished part of the accord, it is under-
stood here [Cairo] that the guerrillas
will continue secure use of two main
supply routes.

"One runs from Dera in Syria to
Irbid in northern Jordan. It is about
35 miles long. The other is the long
overland route from Iraq, which can
be used for Chinese and other arms
reaching the Iraqi Persian Gulf port
of Basra."

But such agreements in the past
have been a prelude to new attacks
on the Palestinians by the Hussein
regime. Similar pacts—all promising
the guerrillas more than the present
one — were signed in November, 1968,
and February and June of this year.
The most recent agreement was
reached on September 15, the day
before Hussein declared martial law
and began shelling the Palestinian ref-
ugee camps. Ten days later Arafat
and Hussein signed the Cairo accord,
ending the nine-day civil war.

Nayef Hawatmeh, in an interview
granted in the north of Jordan to a
correspondent of the Beirut newspaper
Al Nahar, criticized the September 25
Cairo agreement:

"We accept the ceasefire and the end
of the military regime,” he was quoted
as saying in the October 11 Paris
daily Le Monde, "but we think that
the clause concerning the return to
civilian rule is not formulated clearly
enough. We demand the formation of
a national government inasmuch as
the Cairo accord recognizes the con-
tinued rule of the Jordanian authori-
ties who were responsible for the Sep-
tember massacre and who do not de-
serve the slightest confidence.

"The objective of the Jordanian au-
thorities is clear: to put the fedayeen
between the Israeli hammer and the
Hashemite anvil.

"If the fedayeen leave the cities, the
militia will keep its arms. This is a
condition that the Central Committee
will never abandon. The battle isn't
over. We haven't been wiped out and
we won't be wiped out.

"The liberation of Palestine requires
a solid national base. Amman can be-
come that base. Amman is the Hanoi
of the Palestinian revolution.”

White Students Protest Apartheid Laws

Thousands of white students in South
Africa are continuing their support
for nineteen Africans recently "banned"
by the government of John Vorster.

The nineteen are part of a group of
twenty-two whose continued imprison-
ment without trial produced wide-
spread student protests last May.
Those demonstrations forced Vorster
to promise that the prisoners would
either be tried or released.

Nineteen were acquitted in Septem-
ber. (One prisoner, Benjamin Ramotse,
was convicted.) But following the trial,
the defendants were banned. This ac-
tion under South African law allows
the government to restrict arbitrarily
freedom of movement, attendance at
meetings, place of residence, etc., of
anyone it considers dangerous.

White students in Johannesburg re-
sponded to the government's action
with a protest demonstration on Octo-
ber 8. The London Observer's cor-

respondent Stanley Uys estimated that
2,500 students participated.

At the university in Cape Town,
the Students' Representative Council
announced it was withdrawing its sup-
port for the annual rugby match be-
tween Cape Town and the Afrikaans-
speaking University of Stellenbosch.
The action was taken to protest the
fact that only whites are permitted to
play on the rugby teams.

Cape Town University has included
Africans on other teams. Uys report-
ed that on October 9 ". . . the annual
inter-varsity sports derby between the
medical schools of Cape Town and
Stellenbosch universities was called off
after Stellenbosch had announced that
it could not field teams for certain
events . . . in which Cape Town had
included coloured players.”

At least one English-language pa-
per, the Rand Daily Mail, has given
editorial support to the student pro-
tests.
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Under Indira Gandhi’'s Rule in West Bengal

Police Mobilized Against Rebel Peasant Movement

By Ranjan Roy

Calcutta

Since the imposition of president's
rule after the fall of the United Front
government in West Bengal in March,
the police and military repression has
become more intense. The central gov-
ernment under Indira Gandhi is now
trying to break the back of the militant
workers and peasants movements by
the use of threats and torture.

To demoralize the cadres of the left
parties, the Indira Gandhiregime has
unleashed the armed CRP (Central Re-
serve Police), armed security police,
and military forces in different indus-
trial belts, cities, and rural areas where
militant employees, workers, students,
and poor peasants are resisting the
onslaught of the mill owners, jotedars
(big landlords), corrupt and oppres-
sive university authorities, and gov-
ernment bureaucrats.

Under pretext of putting down Mao-
ist ultraleft terroristic activities, the
CRP are continuing a murderous cam-
paign against young militant Maoist
students who, in turn, have now
adopted retaliatory measures against
the police. At present the main targets
of the bourgeuis regime represented
by Indira Gandhi's faction of the Con-
gress party are the activists of the
CPI(M) [Communist party of India
(Marxist)], the Maoist CPI(ML) [Com-
munist party of India (Marxist-Lenin-
ist)], and the Trotskyists of the Social-
ist Workers party [SWP-—the Indian
section of the Fourth Internationall].

The Trotskyists in West Bengal are
very few in number, but they have
made an impact among the poor agri-
cultural people in certain rural areas,
particularly in the district of Bankura.
In the village areas of that district,
they have concentrated on organizing
the poor and landless peasants into
the Palli Shramik Krishak Sangh
[PSKS—Village Workers and Tillers
Union), which is led by Jagdish Jha
and other cadres of the SWP.

Since 1969 the PSKS has led several
movements for wage increases and
has urged collective farming on the
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INDIRA GANDHI: Ordered attack on Trot-
skyist peasant leaders in Bankura.

lands illegally held by the jotedars
with the collaboration of corrupt ad-
ministrative officials and the police.

Even before the fall of the reformist
United Front ministry [in which the
portfolios of home —i.e., police —and
land and land-revenue belonged to the
Stalinist CPI(M) leaders], the PSKS
became the target of police repression.
Since the imposition of president's rule
this repression of the Bankura peas-
ants has become worse.

Already 120 warrants have been
issued against militants of the SWP
and PSKS. Jagdish Jha has been
arrested and released on bail several
times.

The police are framing incredible
charges against Jha and others asso-
ciated with him. They oppose granting
bail when these militants are brought
to court, and if bail is granted they
arrest them again on new charges.

The public reaction to this sort of
repression has given the PSKS a tre-

mendous influence over the rural peo-
ple. Whenever the police try to arrest
a worker from the rural belt, they are
resisted by the young men of the area.

To arrest Jha in the last week of
August, the police had to take him
in the middle of the night and transfer
him to a faraway police station with-
out letting anyone know of his arrest.
[See Intercontinental Press, October 5,
1970, page 813.]

The latest attack on the rural move-
ment occurred September 27 at Kalna,
where members of the West Bengal
unit of the SWP had gathered to dis-
cuss organizational problems. On that
date for the first time armed Central
Reserve Police forces entered the areas
where the PSKS is a dominant orga-
nization. The central government thus
indicated its fear of the accomplish-
ments of the Trotskyists in the rural
areas.

Intellectual as well as rural members
of the SWP West Bengal unit have also
become the target of the Indira Gandhi
regime. On August 17 Upendranath
Roy, a teacher at Matelli High School
in Jalpaiguri district, was arrested. He
was released on bail August 26, but
has been excluded from Matelli and
ordered to appear at the Jalpaiguri
police station once a week.

Roy is an intellectual Hindi author
and a regular contributor to Larai,
the organ of the West Bengal SWP.

U.S. Censorship Plan

The U.S. government has a plan for
imposition of press censorship when the
president declares a national emergency,
the New York Times reported October 9.
The identity of the man who would head
the censorship is itself a secret.

Under the plan, the press could not
tell the American public that they were
under nuclear attack without obtaining
the censor's approval.

The Times said that President Kennedy
had considered imposing censorship dur-
ing the 1962 missile crisis and that John-
son had weighed the same move at the
time of the invasion of the Dominican
Republic in 1965.
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With Moscow's Cooperation

Washington and Tel Aviv Saved King Hussein

The United States and Israeli gov-
ernments agreed on a plan of joint
military intervention in the Jordanian
civil war to save the regime of King
Hussein. The plan was worked out
September 21 between President Nixon
and the Israeli ambassador in tele-
graphic communication with Tel Aviv.

The facts were gathered by Benja-
min Welles of the New York Times.
He interviewed officials of the State
Department, the Pentagon, "members
of the domestic and foreign intelligence
communities” in Washington, "Arab
and Israeli diplomats,” and "reports
of correspondents of the New York
Times with the Sixth Fleet, at the
United Nations and in Beirut, Cairo,
Jerusalem and Moscow." Welles assem-
bled the information in a long article
which was published in the October 8
issue of the New York Times.

According to Welles, the "plan en-
visioned an Israeli attack on the Syr-
ian [throughout the article, Welles calls
the Palestinian tank units Syrian] tank
forces that had entered Jordan if it
appeared that King Hussein's army
was incapable of stopping them. In
this event, the United States would
have used Sixth Fleet and other units
to safeguard Israel's rear and flanks
from Egyptian or Soviet attacks from
the Suez Canal area.”

The overriding concern of both the
Nixon and Golda Meir administra-
tions was to keep Hussein's pro-Amer-
ican regime in power. Both "assumed
he would be replaced [if the guerrillas
won] by a regime closely linked to
Moscow."”

Welles does not say so, of course,
but in reality the Moscow bureaucrats
cooperated with Washington and Tel
Aviv. The real fear of Nixon and
Golda Meir was that Hussein would
be toppled, unleashing revolutionary
forces beyond the control of all of
imperialism's agents, however "leftist"
their posture might be.

For the Zionist state, Welles's
sources frankly acknowledged that
maintaining Hussein in power was a
matter of national "defense.”

The planned intervention "was de-
fensive, it is stressed. At no time,
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GOLDA MEIR: Planned to send troops to
help keep Hussein on his throne.

sources here [in Washington] insist,
did Israel contemplate attacking any
targets except the two Syrian tank
brigades that had crossed the Jordani-
an border and had occupied the Ram-
tha-Irbid-Jarash triangle. Israel would
have attacked first by air; had this
failed she would have used ground
forces.

"None of the sources suggested that
Israel's action would have been other
than defensive — aimed, that is, at pre-
venting the overthrow of King Hus-
sein and his replacement by a militant
government backed by Moscow."

Nixon himself "assumed personal di-
rection of the intense diplomatic and
military activity as the crisis ap-
proached its climax." When the Hash-
emite "Nero" launched his attack on
the fedayeen September 17, Nixon
even took a public stand that in itself
constituted intervention in the internal
affairs of the Middle East.

"On that same day President Nixon,
talking to newspaper editors in Chi-
cago, said that the United States might
intervene if Syria or Iraq threatened
King Hussein's Government. While the

President's words were suppo.edly off
the record, The Chicago Sun-Times
printed his warning, and later Mr.
Nixon was said to have praised the
paper for giving his warning world
attention.”

By Sunday, September 20, Hussein's
regime was tottering. "A message from
King Hussein that day,” Welles wrote,
"asked the United States and Britain
to consider what quick military sup-
port they could send him. His appeal,
which some officials here termed 'pan-
icky,’ was made over an open, non-
confidential telephone line from the
palace to the United States chancery in
Amman, then ringed by armed Pales-
tinian guerrillas.” (Emphasis added.)

Nixon, however, began to run into
objections to the proposed interven-
tion from his European allies:

"On Monday, Sept. 21, the issue
clearly was whether the United States
should intervene to shore up King
Hussein's government and, simulta-
neously, to try to rescue the hostages
in guerrilla hands.

"The British Ambassador . . . called
on Secretary [of State] Rogers that
day to state that Britain would not
intervene militarily and to express
hopes that the United States would
not do so either.

"It was evident also that other West-
ern European governments would
have opposed such United States ac-
tion.”

But if the objection of his allies re-
strained Nixon from a direct Ameri-
can invasion, the Israeli government
was more than willing to substitute
its forces. Welles continues:

"So, instead, the decision was taken
to coordinate United States actions
closely with those of the Israelis, who
had already begun a partial mobili-
zation and movements of tanks to-
ward the northern part of the Jordan
River Valley."

The agreement on an Israeli inva-
sion, protected by the American Sixth
Fleet, was reached the same day.
Meanwhile Nixon continued what
Welles called a "balance of public and
private diplomacy— public rumors
about Sixth Fleet reinforcements bal-
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anced by private warnings to Moscow
to 'lean on' the Syrians; publicized
alerts of the 82d Airborne Division
and private intimations to King Hus-
sein that he had nothing to fear from
Israel on his flank."

The "private warnings to Moscow"
appear to have been among the most
successful of Nixon's ploys:

"On Sunday alarming reports con-
tinued to arrive from Jordan and Is-
rael, and Mr. Sisco [a U.S. assistant
secretary of state] called in Mr. Vo-
rontsov [the Soviet chargé d'affaires,
who was substituting for the ambas-
sador], to warn him of the danger of
Syria's action. Mr. Sisco is said to

‘The First Arab Soviet’

have implied that if the Syrians con-
tinued their invasion Israel would
probably attack. The United States
was calling on the Soviet Union to use
its influence to persuade Syria to pull
out."

Within a day, the Kremlin bureau-
crats announced their compliance with
Nixon's requests:

"On Monday evening, there was the
first glimmer of Soviet cooperation.
Mr. Vorontsov called on Mr. Sisco
to repeat Soviet warnings against 'all’
outside interference, to disclose that
the Soviet Union was in touch with
Syria and to urge the United States
to restrain Israel from intervening."

The results are well known. Whether
because of Soviet pressure or fear of
Israeli attack, the Syrian regime failed
to keep its pledge to aid the Pales-
tinian regime. Assured of whatever
American support he needed, and with
his rear kept secure by the Israelis,
Hussein sent his air force against the
Palestinian tanks and forced them to
retreat to Syria.

Further clashes between Husseinand
the fedayeen seem inevitable. As long
as the Soviet bureaucracy leaves Nix-
on a free hand, he will be ready to
intervene again —a move which could
engulf the Middle East in war that
might spread far beyond that region.

How the Press Reported Events in Irbid

By Les Evans

During the Jordanian civil war in
September, a number of reports ap-
peared in the Western press about
Palestinian commando forces setting
up popular councils in the north Jor-
danian city of Irbid. This development
was widely described as "the first Arab
soviet."

The most extensive coverage ap-
peared in the September 28 issue of
Newsweek magazine, published in
New York. Newsweek's Loren Jen-
kins reported:

"To replace the city administration,
the commandos set up on every street
'people’'s committees,” which in turn
elected members to larger district com-
mittees. These groups, composed of
commando commissars as well as
leading residents of Irbid who support
the Palestinian cause, held evening
meetings to discuss such matters as
the future organization of the city and
preparations for its defense. Although
they are similar in structure to the
local soviets that the Bolsheviks
formed in the early days of the Rus-
sian Revolution, the committees seemed
to be a relatively spontaneous re-
sponse to local events with no overt
influence from Moscow or Peking."

Jenkins said that the seizure of pow-
er was carried out under the leader-
ship of members of Fateh and of the
Democratic Popular Front for the Lib-

_eration of Palestine.
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"This week you are seeing the birth
of the first Arab liberated area,” one
commando leader told Jenkins. "You
could call it—and I prefer to call it—
the first Arab soviet."

The Newsweek article was quoted
at length by the Paris daily Le Monde
in its September 24 issue, but Le
Monde did not offer any independent
confirmation of Jenkins's observa-
tions.

Two of the earliest accounts of the
developments in Irbid appeared in the
Los Angeles Times and the Manches-
ter Guardian Weekly. Both papers had
reporters in Irbid on September 15,
just before Hussein's declaration of
martial law and his assault on the
Palestinians.

Joe Alex Morris Jr., in a September
16 dispatch that appeared in the fol-
lowing day's Los Angeles Times, gave
this description of the guerrilla take-
over:

"The Palestinian liberation move-
ment has seized control of this city,
the third largest in Jordan. Fortifica-
tions are being hastily erected to bar
any attempt by King Hussein's army
to take the city back.

"Irbid is being reorganized political-
ly by a Maoist who is the Jordan
political commissar of Al Assifa, the
military wing of the Al Fatah guer-
rilla organization. . . .

"Although life continues much as
normal, the Palestinians have in effect
established their own state within a
state here. . . .

"'The town is under our control,’
said Abu Hassan, the 30-year-old
political commissar for Al Assifa
throughout Jordan. He said the take-
over was the combined effort of all
the guerrilla organizations with the
exception of the Popular Front for the
Liberation of Palestine, which was sus-
pended from the central committee for
blowing up three airliners last Satur-
day. . ..

"Abu Hassan said the army could
be given transit rights if it stops ha-
rassing Palestinian units and turns
its face to the Israeli enemy.

"'"We are in the civil war,’ he added.
'We are the first free island in the
Arab world. Irbid is the pioneer.

"'The revolution is willing to coexist

with King Hussein,’ he said, 'if Hus-
sein studies and profits from the expe-
rience of Prince Sihanouk in Cambo-
dia.' . ..
"Meanwhile, a people’'s committee
has been set up on every street of the
town. District committees have been
formed from this lowest base, and a
meeting was scheduled today to set
up a central committee of the revolu-
tionary authority in Irbid.

"Abu Hassan declined to describe
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the committees as people's Soviets and
said the word smacked of foreign in-
fluence. 'We are building a new soci-
ety,’ he said.”

David Hirst, who was also in Irbid
September 15, had a different impres-
sion of Hassan's comments on the
use of the word "soviet." Writing in the
September 19 Manchester Guardian
Weekly, Hirst reported:

"Abu Hassan the chief political offi-
cer of Al-Asifan, the military wing
of the Al-Fatah guerrilla group, ex-
plained the revolutionary situation.

"'This week you may see the birth
of the first Arab liberated zone. You
could call it—and I prefer to call it
— the first Arab Soviet,' he said."

Hirst described the city:

"Irbid, the kingdom's third town, is
completely in the hands of the Pales-
tinian guerrillas, there is not a soldier
or policeman in sight, and the mayor
and other leaders appear to have gone
over to the guerrillas. The governor
—who has not—is a prisoner with the
chief of security in the police head-
quarters.

"When I visited him today, he and
a group of officers were sitting dis-
consolately under faded pictures of
King Hussein and his father, King
Abdullah, who died at the hands of a
Palestinian assassin.

"He put a brave front on things.
'‘Everything will be back to normal
soon,' was his only, embarrassed an-
swer to every question. It is difficult
to see how. He and 30-odd policemen
who have stayed in this loyalist re-
doubt are not under guard. There is
no need, so complete is the guerrilla
control. They cannot go out: they de-
pend on the guerrillas for food and
water.”

"Today," Hirst added, "delegates rep-
resenting about 200,000 people living
in Irbid and its region were called to
a 'Popular Congress' to debate the
future of Irbid: self-governing institu-
tions are in the making."”

Apparently the mass committees that
were established in Irbid were not set
up in other towns controlled by the
fedayeen. Eric Pace reported from Zer-
qa — Jordan's next-largest city after
Irbid —in the September 17 New York
Times:

"No collective government had been
set up here lately, as is said to have
been established in another important
town, Irbid."

To our knowledge no Western cor-
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respondents were in Irbid during the
fighting. Eric Pace was one of two
American reporters to enter the city
on October 2, after the cease-fire. In
a dispatch that appeared in the Octo-
ber 4 New York Times Pace reported:

"The city's streets were thick with
roadblocks and armed fedayeen, de-
spite the Amman radio's statement that
commando leaders here in the north
had agreed that their men should not
carry arms in the towns. . . .

"A six-hour car trip to Irbid from
Amman and back showed that King
Hussein's forces controlled only short
segments of the route. The comman-
dos had men and roadblocks along
much of the rest.

"'This is a liberated area now,' said
Abu Khaled, who is in charge of Ir-
bid's militia, or part-time fedayeen.
Speaking to the travelers outside his
heavily guarded office, he said his
men would never abandon theirarms.”

According to Pace, Khaled "said Ir-
bid was ruled now by a council 'rep-
resenting the masses' but that fedayeen
did not want day-to-day rule of Jor-
dan. He said the commandos would
rather fight Israel, but 'the army
forces us to come to the towns to de-
fend our masses.""

The correspondent who accompa-
nied Pace on this visit was William
Tuohy of the Los Angeles Times. In
a dispatch in the October 5 issue of
that paper Tuohy reported:

"Khaled said that a 'people's com-
mittee' was running the city. As for
the future, he said, 'it is up to the
people to decide.’

"'The king's army can come into
this city but only as private citizens,
not with their arms,' he declared.”

In the period immediately after the
cease-fire, the Palestinian leadership
insisted that the agreement recognized
their right to keep armed commandos
in Irbid and several other northern
cities. Joe Alex Morris Jr., in an un-
dated dispatch from Beit Ras that ap-
peared in the October 6 Los Angeles
Times, reported:

"It would appear that Hussein's au-
thority is not being restored in the
areas which were under Palestinian
control when peace broke out. Abou
Sami [a Palestinian leader in Irbid]
said this included Ramtha, Jerash,
Mafrak and Ajloun in addition to
Irbid.

"In other words, the duality of power
continues. King Hussein might have

restored his authority in Amman, at
great loss of innocent life, but the
seeds remain there for another con-
frontation.”

On October 5 Fateh leader Yasir
Arafat agreed to a commando with-
drawal from Irbid during a meeting
with Colonel Abdul Latif Dahab, a
Sudanese truce officer. The details
were worked out October 6 in a three-
hour meeting between the Palestinian
leader and Tunisian Premier Bahi
Ladgham held at Ramtha. The first
Palestinian wunits left Irbid the same
day.

Morris wrote from Ramtha in the
October 7 Los Angeles Times:

"Irbid was a bizarre scene, with the
Hittin Brigade [of the Palestine Libera-
tion Army] preparing to move out. . ..

"PLA officers said they were pulling
back to somewhere between Irbid and
Deraa, the Syrian frontier town. But
truce officers confirmed they were go-
ing all the way back to Syria. . . .

"The scene in Irbid was one of inde-
scribable confusion. Guerrillas are still
very much in evidence, but the army
is back there too. . . .

"The situation was quite different
deeper in the old Palestinian-held 'lib-
erated triangle.' In the towns of Ajloun
and Jerash, the rebels remained very
much in control and the army was
nowhere to be seen.

"At the same time, in both towns,
some degree of civilian government
had been restored. The 'Arab Soviet'
set up in Irbid —and long since for-
gotten —had not been repeated here.”

None of the published reports give
an adequate picture of what actually
happened in Irbid or the concrete na-
ture of the mass organizations that
were created there. It is to be hoped
that some of the participants will pro-
vide such an account which would be
read with great interest by revolution-
ists throughout the world.

The fact that mass councils were
established even for a short time indi-
cates the depth of the Palestinian re-
sistance struggle and the direction in
which it is moving.

London Rats Feel Right at Home

Rats and mice are moving into the new
London stock exchange building, reported
the October 4 London Sunday Times.
They "have even been seen scurrying be-
tween the feet of milling brokers on the
exchange floor."

The same article said that rodents have
also been reported in the House of Com-
mons.
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‘A Tribute to Russian Literature’

Solzhenitsyn's Acceptance of Nobel Prize

By George Saunders

The awarding of the 1970 Nobel
prize for literature to Aleksandr Sol-
zhenitsyn opens a new chapter in the
prolonged battle between the anti-Sta-
linist writer and the privileged bureau-
crats of the Soviet Union.

It will undoubtedly be the occasion
for another clash between the growing
Soviet movement for socialist demoec-
racy — the "democratic movement,” as
many of its adherents call it—and
the heirs of Stalin who wish to silence
all challengers of their privileged posi-
“tion.

Solzhenitsyn has accepted the prize,
stating that he regards it as "a tribute
to Russian literature and to our ardu-
ous history." A group of thirty-seven
Soviet oppositionists, including Pyotr
Yakir and Zinaida Grigorenko, have
hailed the award as an indication that
"the civic inspiration, philosophic
depth and high artistic craftsmanship
of the works of Solzhenitsyn are recog-
nized by the whole world." They de-
clared that "the humanitarianism of
the positions he has adopted and
which he consistently and courageous-
ly defends . . . fully deserve an award
of such high distinction.”

"We are proud of our literature," they
continued, "which, no matter what the
barriers, produces such first-rank
masters. In addition, we are prepared
for the awarding of the prize to be-
come another of those regular occa-
sions for continuing the badgering
which consistently takes place here
against him and which we consider
a national disgrace.”

The regime was not long in "con-
tinuing the badgering." On October
9, the day after the award's announce-
ment, Izvestia ran a statement by the
Soviet Writers Union recalling that it
had expelled Solzhenitsyn in Novem-
ber 1969 for "conduct unbecoming a
Soviet writer."

"It is deplorable,” the statement said,
"that the Nobel committee allowed it-
self to be drawn into an unseemly
game that was not started in the inter-
ests of the development of the spiritual
values and traditions of literature but
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was prompted by speculative political
considerations.”

The badgering continued October 14
when Sovietskaya Rossiya reported
a speech by Sergei V. Mikhalkov, a
Writers Union functionary who played
a key role in Solzhenitsyn's expulsion.

After praising orthodox writers,
Mikhalkov declared: "Unfortunately,
there also exist other writers, diamet-
rically opposed to the kind of which
I speak. You know about the award
of the Nobel prize to Solzhenitsyn . . .
We Soviet literary workers view this
as an international act of anti-Soviet
nature.”

Literaturnaya Gazeta, the Writers
Union weekly, on the same day con-
demned the Nobel prize committee for
referring to "the ethical force with
which he has pursued the indispens-
able traditions of Russian literature.”

"It is completely clear,” said the
weekly, "that in the given case, the
members of the committee, under the
expression 'ethical force,’ had an anti-
Soviet direction in mind."

Solzhenitsyn, as an eloquent defen-
der of the common man trampled on
by arrogant officialdom, has indeed
carried on and developed the ethical
traditions of Russian literature. The
fact that the tramplers nowadays are
Thermidorian labor aristocrats rather
than the grandees of bourgeois-czarist
times does not eliminate the need for
them to be exposed, nor does such
exposure make Solzhenitsyn "anti-So-
viet."

Just a few years ago, no less au-
thoritative a pro-Moscow organ than
World Marxist Review ran an entire
article praising One Day in the Life
of Ivan Denisovich. An international
award for Solzhenitsyn then would
undoubtedly have been hailed as a
great achievement of Soviet culture.

Now the Kremlin bureaucrats have
zigzagged back to defending the Stalin
heritage, instead of halfheartedly crit-
icizing it. But the international pro-
Moscow current shows signs of diffi-
culty in readjusting. The French CP
in its organ ['Humanité October 10

stated: "The paltry advantages that
the enemies of socialism will seek to
gain from this affair will quickly evap-
orate: the work of Solzhenitsyn will
endure." Whether or not one agrees
with his views, ['Humanité concluded,
there is no doubt of his stature as a
writer deserving such an award.

The American CP was unambiguous
in its adherence to the Kremlin's line
on this issue. Phillip Bonosky in the
October 13 Daily World not only saw
the award as "an obvious political
provocation in the spirit of the Cold
War," but added: "The quality of Sol-
zhenitsyn's works, judged solely from
a literary standard, does not warrant
such august recognition.”

What particularly infuriated this Sta-
linist spokesman was that the secre-
tary of the Swedish Academy de-
scribed Solzhenitsyn as "a son of the
Russian October Revolution, Lenin's
revolution, and [he] has never aban-
doned this spiritual paternity —it is
an essential part of his heritage and
character."

Bonosky termed this simple truth a
"blatant political provocation." "Thus,"
he blustered, "those opposed to Sol-
zhenitsyn's ideas — which are anything
but Leninist— are declared anti-Lenin-
ist. This of course is impudence, but it
also represents a distinct political line
— one that operated in Czechoslovakia
lately.”

Now it becomes clear. It is the echo
of the Czechoslovak democratization
implicit in Solzhenitsyn's work, and
in the Soviet democratic movement
of which he is a part, that disturbs
the American CP apparatus. In this
concern they mirror the feelings of
the Soviet bureaucratic caste, for
whom they still nurture such a sick,
blind loyalty.

The Swedish Academy, of course,
has not been won over to the cause
of "socialism with a human face,”
though it is symptomatic that it gives
lip service in that direction.

The point is: to the extent that polit-
ical speculation is involved, the oppor-
tunity to engage in it was handed to
the bourgeois propagandists on a sil-
ver platter by the Kremlin and its
supporters themselves. If the greatest
living Soviet author had not been per-
secuted and his works banned in his
own country, would international rec-
ognition of his merit have been harm-
ful to the Soviet leadership?
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Northern Ireland

Youths Battle Troops in Belfast, Derry City

Seething unrest in Northern Ireland
boiled over again into major clashes
September 26-28 in Belfast and Octo-
ber 10-11 in Derry City. British troops
occupying the six-county enclave
fought pitched battles against discon-
tented youths of both the Catholic and
Protestant communities.

The fighting in Derry City was
touched off by an ultrarightist Protes-
tant Unionist (Paisleyite) street meet-
ing in the Diamond area, which is at
the top of the hill in the predominantly
Protestant walled city.

The battle started with an exchange
of stones between a Protestant crowd
moving toward the Diamond and a
Catholic crowd coming up from the
Bogside, according to the Irish Times
of October 12. British troops inter-
vened and began pushing the Cath-
olics back toward the Bogside.

"Mr. Eamonn McCann, chairman of
Derry's Labour Party, made an at-
tempt to persuade the people to go
home, but instead they moved down
Waterloo street, just outside the Walls,
toward Waterloo place in the city cen-
tre, and then into William street, which
leads from the city centre to Bogside,"
the Irish Times reported. "There they
began stoning an Army command
post in Waterloo place, and soldiers
on an upper floor of a building in
Waterloo street.”

The troops tried to contain the out-
burst by sealing off the Bogside as
a wave of popular hatred washed
against them. "During the first five
hours of the rioting,” the Irish Times
continued, "the troops were largely im-
mobile. At one street junction they
stood behind riot shields while young
people, sometimes children of 12 and
13 years stoned them continually.”

After midnight the troops charged
up William Street into the Bogside.
"Altogether two companies totaling
about 170 men . . . advanced up Wil-
liam street behind a wall-to-wall fence
of riot shields. The shields took a bat-
tering from bricks, stones, bottles and
then petrol bombs. The rioters' mis-
siles included lengths of lead and iron
piping, bits of wood and planks, which
were taken from a building site.

"The amount and variety of missiles
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was the biggest since the Bogside bat-
tle of August 1969 . . ."

The insurgent ghetto dwellers report-
edly hurled sixty Molotov cocktails
at the troops. Forty soldiers were in-
jured, two seriously. There were six
casualties among the police and four
among the civilians.

In the early morning of October 11
a powerful bomb exploded in the gas-
works building near the Bogside. The
concussion rocked the ghetto, but for-
tunately the 800,000 cubic feet of gas
stored there did not explode.

The fighting in Belfast, two weeks
before the outbreak in Derry, began
when the British troops intervened to
halt provocative demonstrations by
Protestant crowds returning from a
football match. Tear-gas grenades
fired by the troops were met with
Molotov cocktails. Clashes continued
into the early morning of Sunday,
September 27. The troops gained con-
trol of the situation only after the inter-
vention of elite paratrooper units.

Seventy-seven soldiers were reported
injured and forty-seven civilians ar-
rested in Saturday's clashes.

Fighting resumed later in the day
Sunday when Protestant crowds at-
tacked a military post in the Snugville
Street area off the Shankill Road. Irish
Times correspondent Henry Kelly
gave this description September 29
of the scene following the battle: "The
tiny side streets around Snugville
street were under virtual state of siege
and every one of them was blocked
by Army barbed wire, with troops
stationed every ten yards.”

The massive military repression ex-
acerbated the frustration and bitter-
ness of the Protestant population.
Crowds gathered in Snugville Street
early Monday afternoon as barricades
went up at other places on the Shankill
Road.

"At about 3 p.m. copies of the Bel-
fast Telegraph were available on the
Shankill road with a report saying
that C.S. gas had been fired by the
Army shortly after 1 o'clock,” Henry
Kelly reported. "This was inaccurate
and had sprung from a misunder-
standing of a message from Army
public relations, but it caused a crowd
of about 3,000 to gather on the Shan-
kill road, and very rapidly the situa-
tion worsened. At 3.25 p. m. the Army
opened fire with C.S. gas on a crowd
of about 1,000 at Howard street . . .
At about 5 o'clock the Shankill road
looked like a battle field. ... One bar-
ricade was blazing and there was a
line of troops stretched across the
road.”

The seemingly uncontrollable rage
of the Protestant slum dwellers along
the Shankill road alarmed the Union-
ist establishment, which depends both
on British backing and the support
of the historically dominant Protestant
caste.

"What are the people in the rest of
this United Kingdom to think when
they see their Army—which is also
our Army — viciously attacked and
numerous soldiers injured?” Unionist
Prime Minister Chichester-Clark de-
manded September 28. If such inci-
dents continued, he said, British public
opinion would began to ask "Where
are the friends of the Army and the
upholders of law and order in this
community ?”

Washington Polluters Untouched

Although there have been 1,600 com-
plaints filed charging violations of Wash-
ington, D.C.'s law against air pollution,
no violator has ever been brought to
trial.
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Key Question Facing Latin-American Revolutionists

To Win, We Must Learn How to Reach the Masses

By Hugo Blanco

[Under the title, "Hugo Blanco An-
alyzes the Crisis in the Revolution,”
the following article appeared in the
September 21 issue of Vea y Lea, a
widely circulated weekly magazine
published in Venezuela.

[The translation is by Intercontinen-
tal Press.]

As an outcome to the failure of many
guerrilla campaigns to achieve their
objectives, Latin America is going
through a welcome stage of discuss-
ing the best roads to liberation.

But the lines being discussed are
not new. No matter in what novel
forms they are clothed, we can still
recognize the old positions of left
movements throughout the world.

One line is reformism. This is rep-
resented by the pro-Moscow Commu-
nist parties and like-minded group-
ings. They hold the positions that dis-
tinguished the reformism of the Second
International and of all periods.

The reformists' method for changing
society is based on making choices
within the bourgeois system in order
to obtain reforms which, as they see
it, will lead to our liberation. The
axis of their activity is not mobiliz-
ing the masses, but supporting sec-
tors of the bourgeoisie that they con-
sider "progressive."

The reformists' participation in elec-
tions as well as their capitulation to
regimes like the present military junta
in Peru are based on their confidence
that if properly supported these sec-
tions of the bourgeoisie will carry
out increasingly deep-cutting reforms
that will lead to socialism.

The reformists sometimes make use
of mass mobilizations. However, they
do not stimulate the masses toward
independent action but toward sup-
port or reinforcement of some sector
of the bourgeoisie, some opportunist
candidate, or some "progressive" mil-
itary officer.

They promote illusions in parlia-
mentary democracy. Their participa-
tion in elections does not differ es-
sentially from that of bourgeois can-
didates. They give the masses the idea
that by voting for the candidates they
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list, the people can solve all their
problems.

As the reformists see it, hiding the
truth is an ‘intelligent tactic." They
think that by doing this they are fool-
ing the enemy, while in reality it is
the masses they are deceiving.

In the recent period the failures of
the guerrillas and the reformist mea-
sures taken by governments like the
one in Peru have served to reinforce
the reformist current somewhat. Un-
fortunately, Companero Fidel has
helped to strengthen it by his support
to the military junta currently entrust-
ed with defending the capitalist sys-
tem in Peru.

Another recognizable line is ultra-
leftism. This takes the form of glori-
fication of urban or rural guerrilla
warfare (guerrillismo) and various
types of terrorism. The ultraleftists en-
gage in all these activities without any
regard for the mass movement.

A false interpretation of the Cuban
revolution, the discrediting of reform-
ism, and the weakness or absence of
Marxist parties were the causes that
gave rise to this current. Its essen-
tial social base is the middle class,
especially desperate student elements.

The ultraleftists have a profound
contempt for the mass movement. Be-
cause they have arrived at revolution-
ary conceptions they consider them-
selves far above the rest of the peo-
ple; they see themselves as the sav-
iors, as the messiahs of the people.

The third line is our road. It is
not a novelty (the other two are not
either). Our line is a development of
the old Marxist conception that "the
emancipation of the workers will be
the achievement of the workers them-

‘selves.” We do not believe that the

emancipation of the workers will be
the achievement of "progressive" ele-
ments of the bourgeoisie, or members
of parliament, or military officers re-
forming the system.

Nor do we believe that the workers
will be emancipated by a group of
courageous fighters making the rev-
olution for the people, whose only
role would be to "support" or "rein-

force" the revolutionary action of a
group of supermen. We believe that
the masses will emancipate themselves.

We know that the masses are now
at a low level of struggle but we are
certain that this level will rise grad-
ually until they attain power.

We believe that our activity as rev-
olutionists must be based on the pres-
ent level of consciousness, organiza-
tion, and struggle of the masses; that
our task lies in taking the masses
progressively up the ladder leading
to the conquest of power and build-
ing socialism.

Our roots in the masses, in the work-
ing class, or the peasants and stu-
dents and other sectors, give us an
awareness of their most deeply felt
aspirations at the moment, their or-
ganizational forms, and their meth-
ods of fighting. This is where we start
from. But this does not mean capit-
ulating to spontanéism. From the
start, 'no matter how low the level
of the masses, we stress the impor-
tance of direct, independent action
without relying on any other force
but the mobilized masses.

No matter how modest the victories
that are won, we use them to demon-
strate the effectiveness of mobilization
by the masses. Every victory is ex-
ploited to raise the consciousness of -
the masses, to increase their self-con-
fidence, to advance their forms of or-
ganization and tactics of struggle. For
us such partial victories are not a
"solution"” to the problems of the peo-
ple but an impulse to new struggles.

We do not exclude utilizing the tac-
tics the reformists value so highly,
such as electoral and legal activities.
Nor do we exclude resorting to guer-
rilla warfare, bombings, or the other
favorite activities of the ultraleftists.

The difference between us and the
other currents is that we use both
kinds of tactics in subordination to
mass mobilization, as an outgrowth
of the level of the masses.

One example of applying our meth-
od was given in the peasant move-
ment of La Convencion and El Cuzco.
Here we started off from demands
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such as observance of the eight-hour
day and ending the mistreatment of
the peasants. Many times we partic-
ipated in commissions sent by the
masses to present petitions for the es-
tablishment of a school.

Throughout the entire process we
fought against the reformism of the
Communist party, in comparison with
which, at the beginning, our influence
was miniscule. Legal and electoral ac-
tions were exalted as the ultimate meth-
ods by these opportunists.

When they did not resist mass mo-
bilizations as provocations or adven-
turism, they oriented them in accor-
dance with their reformist methodol-
ogy. The victories achieved were at-
tributed to the skill of some leader or
some lawyer, or to "conscientious en-
forcement of the law" by some func-
tionary.

We were branded as provocateurs
and agents of imperialism and the
landlords.

However, the people can learn from
reality and we pointed out the reality
to the peasants. We showed them the
failure of purely legal activity. We
showed them the success of mass mo-
bilization, even though the authorities
and the bureaucrats tried to hide it
under the legalism with which they
covered their retreats. We demon-
strated this success later by mobili-
zations that did not push for enforce-
ment of the laws but overrode the
bourgeois antipeasant laws.

The state apparatus was increasing-
ly exposed as the servant of the ex-
ploiters. The peasants moved nearer
and nearer to the conviction that they
had to arm themselves in order to
defend their rights. Our guerrilla move-
ment and the militia that preceded it
emerged as a result of this rise in
consciousness. It took form within the
mass movement, as its composition
indicated. Our guerrillas were peas-
ants, in whose ranks were union lead-
ers elected by the masses. *

Certain people construed this devel-
opment to mean that we Trotskyists
had been forced to "abandon our or-
thodoxy under the pressure of reality,"
and that we "had come to understand

* The analysis of the peasant struggle
in La Convencion including the armed
struggle, as well as more extensive ex-
planations of our method and how it
differs from the others, are contained in
my work Tierra o Muerte! Venceremos,
which is soon to be published.
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the necessity of armed struggle.” That
is, as they saw it, we, the followers
of the chairman of the Revolutionary
Military Committee that directed the
taking of power in Russia, the fol-
lowers of the organizer of the Red
Army, had to abandon our "Trotsky-
ist orthodoxy” and come, finally (!),
to realize the need for armed struggle.

This interpretation is very instruc-
tive; it shows the way the minds of
some ultraleftists work. If in some
country we work with the masses at
a low level of struggle, trying to raise
them to a higher one, they think that
our consciousness is as low as that
of the masses. They think that only
preparing for guerrilla warfare (or
talking about it) shows that you are
convinced of the necessity of armed
struggle.

As these ultraleftists see it, the mass-
es count for nothing. It is enough
for one person or a group to come
to an understanding of the necessity
of armed struggle in order to carry
it out. Therefore, they think that the
fact that we took up arms in 1962
meant that only then had we come
to grasp the need for armed struggle.

The masses reach an understand-
ing of the necessity of armed strug-
gle when they see that bourgeois le-
gality is a farce, when they see that
the "public" institutions are only in-
struments of the exploiters, when they
see that the majority is for change
and that the minority in power re-
fuses to carry it out.

We revolutionists have known all
these truths for some time, but the
masses are in the process of learn-
ing them. Some sections have learned
more than others. In addition, the
masses are learning how to organize
and mobilize themselves, to believe
in themselves, to understand that they
are capable of doing great things.
If they are correctly led in this learn-
ing process, they will come to under-
stand that they are capable of tak-
ing power into their hands.

The party, that was our weak point
in La Convencion. The lack of cadres
and the dynamic of the mass move-
ment in which we were caught up
blocked us from building the party.

It is not enough to raise transition-
al slogans in ascending order. You
need an organized party to formulate
these slogans correctly as befits each
case, and to apply them.

Today the enemy is so well orga-

nized that even torturing prisoners has
been elevated to a science, with special-
ized institutes for training and theore-
ticians who teach the art by corres-
pondence.

Facing such highly perfected orga-
nizations, it is suicide to deny our-
selves the right to organize.

While the mass organizations are
important, organizing the enlightened
vanguard of the masses, the elements
that understand the necessity of a so-
cialist revolution and the method to
be followed, is no less important.

It is too simplistic to bring up the
negative role played by the CPs as
an argument against the necessity of
a party. The Stalinist parties are guid-
ed by the reformist and counterrev-
olutionary ideology of the Soviet bu-
reaucracy, the product of the ebb ofthe
Russian revolution. These parties were
subjected to the bureaucratic norms
appropriate to the braking role which
they have played and continue toplay.

The Stalinist parties are one thing;
revolutionary parties are quite anoth-
er. Revolutionary parties are not in
the service of the Soviet bureaucracy,
but of the revolution. They have the
Marxist ideology of revolution and
not the Stalinist doctrine of "peaceful
coexistence.” They practice democratic
centralism, not bureaucratic authori-
tarianism.

If the task of revolutionists is to
orient the masses from their present
level, the revolutionists must organize
to carry out this work. And their or-
ganization cannot be a military one;
it must be a political one, which will
approach trade-union, electoral, and
also military problems from the stand-
point of mass action within the frame-
work of an overall strategy. A rev-
olutionary organization cannot ad-
dress itself to only one aspect of the
revolution, the military one.

Rates of development differ, diverse
transitional slogans can be used, the
level of consciousness of the masses
varies widely, but there are some gen-
eral principles that can be pointed
out.

We must start from the present level
of the masses, raising them through
a program of transitional slogans and
the most varied forms of mass mo-
bilization toward the struggle for
power.

In order to carry out this task sci-
entifically, we must organize in a par-
ty operating under the rules of dem-
ocratic centralism.
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Pentagon Shell Game

That Mysterious ‘Submarine Base’ in Cuba

"Will the Pentagon please make up
its mind," editorialized the Christian
Science Monitor October 15. "Does it
or does it not believe that evidence
indicates that the Soviet Union is
building, will build or contemplates
building a missile submarine base at
Cienfuegos, Cuba?"

Neither the Pentagon nor its chief
commander showed any inclination
to answer the Christian Science Moni-
tor's question. In fact, the Nixon ad-
ministration had been caught in the
act of trying to whip up hysteria
against Cuba.

On September 25 an unidentified
White House official told newsmen:

"We are watching the deployment
of Soviet naval activity and of pos-
sible construction there. The Soviet
Union can be under no doubt that
we would view the establishment of a
strategic base in the Caribbean with
the utmost seriousness."

The Pentagon made similar charges
the same day. According to an article
by Benjamin Welles in the October
14 New York Times, a Pentagon
spokesman "said that it [the Pentagon)]
had indications that the Russians
wanted to establish 'a permanent sub-
marine facility' in Cuba. He implied
that the information had come from
flights of American U-2 reconnais-
sance aircraft.”

The Cuban government, of course,
has every right to extend any facilities
it wishes to the Soviet Union. In this
case, however, Washington appears
to have constructed the Cienfuegos
"submarine base" from whole cloth.

Tass, the Soviet press agency, denied
any plans to establish such a base,
and Pravda, the official organ of the
Soviet Communist party, suggested
that the Nixon administration had
raised the charges in an attempt to
create an atmosphere favorable to Re-
publican Congressional candidates.

At least one U.S. Congressman had
reason to share Pravda's view. On
October 13 administration officials
who had been invited to testify on
the matter in a secret session of the
House Foreign Affairs Subcommittee
failed to appear.

Said Dante Fascell, the subcommit-
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tee chairman: ". .. I do find it ex-
ceedingly strange that the discussion
of a matter which is alleged to be of
such grave importance as to threaten
our national and international secu-
rity should be conducted strictly be-
tween high administration officials
and the press.”

Three days earlier, James Goodsell
had written in the Christian Science
Monitor that "United States officials
in Washington say the information
upon which the White House state-
ments were based was both dated and
somewhat tenuous.”

This did not stop U.S. Secretary
of Defense Melvin Laird from telling
a press conference October 12 that
"there is evidence naval base construc-
tion is going forward" at Cienfuegos.

The next day not only the construc-
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tion but even the construction plans
had disappeared. Benjamin Welles re-
ported in the October 14 Times:

"The Defense Department said today
[October 13] that new evidence from
Cuba made it now appear less likely
that the Soviet Union was planning
to build a submarine base there.”

Welles went on to describe what the
evidence did show:

". .. it was disclosed here [Wash-
ington] that the extent of the construc-
tion being carried out . . . amounted
to two single-story barracks — which a
qualified source described as resem-
bling chicken houses— plus a soccer
field, a tennis court and an exercise
area."

So far, not even Nixon has claimed
that a tennis court is an offensive
weapon.

Israel and Nationalism

The Truth About Israel and Zionism
by Nathan Weinstock and Jon Roth-
schild, Pathfinder Press, New York,
N.Y. 15 pp. $.25. 1970.

Nathan Weinstock is the author of
Le sionisme contre Israel [Zionism
Against Israel]. A resident of Pales-
tine prior to the creation of Israel,
he now lives in Belgium. Jon Roth-
schild is the Socialist Workers par-
ty candidate for lieutenant governor
of New York state.

Weinstock deals primarily with the
Israeli state: how it was formed, how
it manages to continue to exist. He
provides a great deal of little-known
information —such as the fact that in
1968 Israel received 10 percent of
the world foreign aid to all under-
developed countries—in the process
of refuting the myths of a "democratic"
or "socialist" Israel.

He places the Palestinian revolution
in the overall context of the colonial
revolution and demonstrates the ne-

cessity for the Jewish community in
Palestine —in its own interest—to ally
itself with this struggle.

Rothschild takes up some of the
arguments of "left" or "radical" Zion-
ists, who believe that Israel can be
cleansed of its more openly racist and
imperialist features.

Such a belief, Rothschild holds, is
generally based on the claim that Zi-
onism represents a Jewish national-
ism comparable to that of Blacks or
Chicanos in the United States. He
shows, however, that unlike the lat-
ter movements, Zionism represents
petty-bourgeois nationalism. Instead
of struggling against the oppression
of imperialism, it has necessarily be-
come a junior partner of imperialism
in oppressing Palestinians.

Together, the two essays provide
a brief but clear explanation of the
revolutionary-socialist approach to
the Middle East question.

— Allen Myers
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Fateh's Case for a Democratic Palestine

The goals of the Palestinian revo-
lution have often been subject to dis-
tortion by Zionists and their allies,
one of the most notable incidents be-
ing Nixon's claim during a television
broadcast that the Palestinians want-
ed "to drive Israel into the sea."

Dissemination of the truth about the
aims of the Palestinians has been aid-
ed by publication of a document in
the October 9 and October 16 issues
of the American revolutionary social-
ist weekly The Militant.*

Entitled "Towards a Democratic
State in Palestine,"” the document states
the position of Fateh, the largest of
the Palestinian liberation organiza-
tions.

Fateh is fighting for "a progressive,
democratic and non-sectarian Pales-
tine in which Christian, Moslem and
Jew will worship, work, live peace-
fully and enjoy equal rights.” It hopes
that Jews living in Israel will join in
carrying out this revolutionary trans-
formation.

In support of its stand, Fateh re-
views the experience of both Palestin-
ians and Jewish immigrants.

No attempt is made to gloss over
the anti-Jewish sentiments that were
aroused among the Palestinian mass-
es after 1948; in fact, these are square-
ly condemned. At the same time, Fa-
teh maintains that this anti-Jewish at-
titude is being overcome as the lib-
eration movement gains size, strength,
and self-confidence.

Fateh acknowledges that it will be
more difficult to change the attitude
of Jews living in Israel. They stand in
the unhappy position of a once-op-
pressed people now acting as oppres-
sors, with a reactionary government
serving as an outpost for U.S. im-
perialism in the oil-rich Middle East.
The document deals with the contra-
diction in considerable detail, citing
the historical record to show how it
came about.

The winning of Jews —both outside
and within Israel —to the Palestinian
revolution, the document maintains,
* The two issues can be obtained from

The Militant, 873 Broadway, New York,
N. Y. 10003. Send 40 cents.
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will be based on the objective reality
that Israel cannot solve the problem
of anti-Semitism as the Zionists have
claimed. "Security" for the Jews in Is-
rael has proved to be utopian. By
depriving the Palestinian Arabs of
their security, the Zionist state gen-
erated counterforces that have led to
permanent war and ever-increasing in-
security for the Jews. But this has
likewise led to a new perspective:

"In the 1948-1967 period, Jews en-
joyed security when the Palestinians
and eventually all other Arabs with
them were deprived of security.

"The Palestinian revolution has pro-
vided a new set of alternatives, no
security in the racist state but all the
security in the new democratic Pales-
tine."

Fateh outlines its vision of a demo-
cratic Palestine.

A truncated Palestine consisting of
the West Bank of the Jordan and the
Gaza Strip is unequivocally rejected,
as are a number of other proposals
which have been advanced and which
might be characterized as an attempt
to create a "Zionism with a human
face."

"The new democratic Palestine is
NOT a substitute for liberation. Rath-
er, it is the ultimate objective of lib-
eration. A client state in the West Bank
and Gaza, an Avneri-style de-Zionized
or Pasteurised Israel or a Semitic Con-
federation are all categorically reject-
ed by the revolution. They are all
racist blueprints to delude the Pales-
tinians and other Arabs and continue
Israeli hegemony and Palestinian sub-
jugation. . . . The sine qua non of the
new Palestine is the destruction of the
political, economic and militarist foun-
dations of the chauvinist-racist settler-
state.”

The objective as defined by Fateh
is to liberate all of Palestine and end
its status as a beachhead of imperial-
ism in the Middle East:

"The liberated Palestine will be part
of the Arab homeland and will not
be another alien state within it. The
eventual unity of Palestine with other
Arab states will make boundary prob-
lems less relevant and will end [the]

artificiality of the present status of
Israel, and possibly that of Jordan
as well.

"The new country will be anti-im-
perialist and will join the ranks of
progressive revolutionary countries.
Therefore, it will have to cut the pres-
ent life-links with, and the total de-
pendence on, the United States. There-
fore, integration within the area will
be the foremost prerequisite.”

The recognition of Palestine as an
inseparable part of the Arab world
does not imply any curtailment of the
rights of Jewish residents willing to ac-
cept the nonsectarian state. This is
an important point, on which the docu-
ment places heavy stress.

Fateh does not specify the political
or economic structures which it be-
lieves will be established, saying that
this will be decided in the process of
the liberation struggle. Thus certain
questions that are crucial to the fate
of the revolutionary movement in the
Middle East are not touched on, such
as the nature of the future economy,
the role of Nasserism, of Stalinism,
the need for a revolutionary-socialist
leadership, etc.

But the document does set a certain
framework by rejecting "a theocratic,
an authoritarian, or a racist-chauvin-
ist form of government. It will be a
country that does not allow oppres-
sion or exploitation of any group of
people by any other group or indi-
vidual; a state that provides equal
opportunities for its people in work,
worship, education, political decision-
making, and cultural and artistic ex-
pression.”

One outcome of the current devel-
opments in the Middle East is certain
to be an intensification of discussion
on the great political and theoretical
questions facing the liberation move-
ment and how to answer them. This
document is a valuable contribution
to that discussion.

The Patriot

"When the Hashemites came, Amman
was a village. If I ever have to leave
Amman, then I will leave it as my an-
cestors found it."— King Hussein, quoted
in Der Spiegel, October 5, 1970.

Driver Education

Since the beginning of 1969 sixteen mo-
torists in Uganda have been beaten to
death by angry crowds after being in-
volved in driving accidents.
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Interview with John McGregor

Radicalizing Students and the Irish Revolution

[The following interview was given
to Gerry Foley in Dublin in late July
by John McGregor, the outgoing sec-
retary of the Trinity College Repub-
lican club for the 1969-70 term. Trin-
ity was the top educational institution
of the old British imperialist ascen-
dancy class in Ireland. It is still at-
tended by many children of ascen-
dancy families in the Twenty-Six Coun-
ties as well as the Six Counties of
Northern Ireland. Because of its am-
biguous status in a formally inde-
pendent Irish state, Trinity has been
better able to resist the pressures for
religious and political conformity that
have emasculated the rest of Irish high-
er education. The academic establish-
ment is split between the vestiges of
the old Protestant ascendancy and the
supporters of the Catholic establish-
ment.

Question. When and how did the
radical student movement startat Trin-
ity College?

Answer. The Connolly Youth Move-
ment was formed in 1965 as the youth
group of the Irish Workers party,
which is now the Communist party of
Ireland. A few people from both Trin-
ity College and UCD [University Col-
lege Dublin] went along to meetings
of this group. They were not exactly
members but they participated in the
work of the organization.

In early 1966 a group of dissatis-
fied intellectuals formed the Interna-
tionalists, which has now developed
into an ultraleft Maoist group op-
posed to every other grouping in the
country and in the university.

At Easter 1966 the celebration of
the fiftieth anniversary of the Easter
1916 rebellion took place in Dublin
with tremendous pomp and ceremony,
and a group of students, especially
students from Northern Ireland, got
together —there were about twelve or
thirteen — and decided to form a re-
publican club. This group had per-
sonal contacts with the republican
movement outside the academic com-
munity and proposed to act as an un-
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official branch of the republican move-
ment in the university.

As soon as the club got itself orga-
nized the following year, that is, the
following academic year, it came into
its own. It applied for a grant and
started asking for its democratic rights
as a student organization. And with
that the dormant Fabian Society,
which was a group of anyone that
was more or less left wing, drew con-
fidence from the fact that someone
else was being militant, and started
asking for a grant and a room and
the other facilities it was entitled to.

Because of its contact with the out-
side republican movement and because
of its contact with the Connolly Youth
Movement, the Republican Club de-
veloped into a very powerful student
organization. It was the only student
organization with one line.

The Socialist Society, the old Fabian
Society, quickly broke up into several
factions. What's left of it is entirely
Trotskyist and has contacts with the
Socialist Labour League in England
and the Trotskyist left wing of the
Labour party. The Labour left wing
has very little influence on the na-
tional Labour party policy but does
have influence on the young rank-
and-file Labour supporters, in Dublin
especially.

This Trotskyist faction split away
from left liberal people who were ac-
tive in the antiapartheid movement
and a lot of foreign students who
were not really committed to working
for socialism in Ireland. As a result
the Republican Club emerged as the
strongest single force. It wasn't very
strong compared to the British con-
servative youth organization, which
is called the "1964 Society” in TCD
[Trinity College Dublin] or compared
to the TCD Labour party branch.

But the Republican Club had tre-
mendous influence in the academic
year 1968. It controlled the SRC [Stu-
dent Representative Council]. The pres-
ident of the SRC was a member of
the Republican Club. With this rise,
which has gone on two years now, the
left-wing group in Trinity was respon-
sible for starting off left-wing move-
ments in all the other universities. A

UCD Republican Club was formed,
which was quite active and is still
there. And also as a result of the
Republican Club's formation in UCD,
a group called Students for Democrat-
ic Action was formed which caused
quite a bit of trouble for the estab-
lishment and had a very large amount
of support for about a year.

With the growth of this left-wing ac-
tivity in the universities, the estab-
lishment political forces — Fianna F4il
and the Labour party, and so on,
stepped up their activity.

The national Labour party assumed
much tighter control over its own lit-
tle Labour party group at TCD. Ever
since then the Republican Club has
lost a lot of the influence it had in
student government circles, even
though our opinion is still listened to
in quite a few quarters.

Q. What activities does the Repub-
lican Club engage in at the present
time?

A. We operate on four levels. We
take part in the demonstrations which
we support, and contribute speakers
to whatever agitations are required.
Secondly we have public meetings
which are mainly to introduce the or-
dinary student to republicanism in
general, trying to get him interested in
joining the Republican Club, or sup-
porting the Republican Club, or buy-
ing our magazine [Republican News],
and so on. To do this we hold quite
large meetings every two or three
weeks. We have had many prominent
figures speak and have had some
good discussions. This is mainly
where we draw our membership from.

On an internal level, or a less ex-
ternal level shall we say, we hold
regular study groups once a week at
which we discuss whatever we feel like
discussing at the time. That might be
an issue that has cropped up at the
university, or outside the university,
or any debate going on in the country
at the time, or a ‘purely theoretical
question.

If we do discuss theory, we start
mainly with Connolly ahd the Irish
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revolutionary classics, Fintan Lalor
and John Mitchel, and so on. Later
on, at a less concentrated stage, we
take up the Marxist classics, Marx,
Engels, and so on.

On the final level we have Republi-
can News, which is published rather
irregularly. Anybody is invited to con-
tribute, provided he's prepared to dis-
cuss the article and defend it at a
study group. As often as not these
study groups are based on articles
which have appeared in our publica-
tion. Republican News has quite a
large circulation within the universi-
ties. We send it all over Ireland. We
send it to the other universities if we
have addresses at the time, because
the Republican Clubs at the other uni-
versities are rather ephemeral; they
disappear and reappear. However, the
Republican News is also sent to na-
tional newspapers and the United
Irishman. As often as not, it is quoted
and its opinions are listened to.

I feel that it is because of the Re-
publican Club's contact and involve-
ment with the republican movement
and the Connolly Youth Movement,
which is an outside young workers
group, that we have managed to keep
our feet on the ground, unlike other
student groups in Western Europe,
England particularly. We have made
—we think anyway—a very useful
contribution to the thinking of the re-
publican movement and the left-wing
movements in Ireland. Both of us,
we in the university and those outside,
have benefited from this sort of con-
tact which other student groups lack.

In the Republican Club we've de-
bated the questions that relate to the
national revolution, to the social rev-
olution, and the connection between
reunification of the country and social
change. But we have debated these
questions on their own merits and not
on the basis of the Marxist classics.

Q. What kind of a revolution do you
think is on the agenda for Ireland?
A national revolution or a social rev-
olution? What class will lead the revo-
lution?

A. My own opinion is that there has
been no successful bourgeois demo-
cratic revolution in Ireland. The 1919-
21 war of independence was led by
people who represented business and
commercial interests, as well as large
farmers. They did not succeed because
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their counterparts in the North, the
people who represented the same class
interests there, opposed the revolution.
So there was no question of any kind
of national revolution.

In my opinion the upper-class in-
terests worked out a deal with Britain
to prevent any successful democratic
revolution of any kind. Objectively
this deal has been accepted by all
politicians who have taken power, in-
cluding Fianna F4il, which took pow-
er under the banner of republicanism
in 1932.

The program of the republican
movement, the Freedom Manifesto,
serves as the basis for the organiza-
tion to be constructed to move toward
the revolution, the National Libera-
tion Front. This Front must be work-
ing-class led. This does not mean that
it won't have to make concessions
to other groupings to gain their sup-
port. It doesn't mean it won't have
to bide its time and wait, but provid-
ed that the working class leads this
alliance, I'm quite satisfied that it will
be a step in the right direction.

I am talking about the urban work-
ing class. In the North we still have
the problem of the division of the
workers on the basis of religion. This
is only just beginning to be broken
down. And even now it's certainly
very, very hard to see how it's go-
ing to be broken down completely.
But the working class is to be the
main group in the alliance projected
by the Freedom Manifesto.

Another group whose support must
be gained and kept are the small
farmers, that is, in Irish terms, the
farmers with one cow and one acre
and a few hens, not the larger farm-
ers with around thirty or more acres
and cattle, who are more independent.

Some concessions may have to be
made to shopkeepers and owner-man-
agers of small businesses and so on.
However, I feel that these must be
very strictly limited. I do see the need
for such concessions, in the sense that
a socialist economy requires an aw-
ful lot of ability and technical know-
how. I am personally rather dissat-
isfied with the Soviet economic text-
books I have seen. Therefore we will
probably be working in the dark if
a revolution is achieved. So it is
wrong to be dogmatic about anything
except that the working class must
remain in complete control of the rev-

olution and the revolutionary alliance
as it proceeds towards socialism.

To clarify what I mean by work-
ing-class leadership, the working class
must be conscious of its role as the
leadership of the socialist revolution,
must have a clear idea of what it
wants to end up with. To make the
point clear about concessions to other
classes, these concessions are to win
their support but should not give them
any power or any lever that could
be used to divert the revolution.

Q. Do you see the revolution in Ire-
land as part of an international pro-
cess?

A. With regard to the international
picture, we feel in the Republican Club
that the center and the source of rev-
olution has shifted from the social-
ist countries and the Communist par-
ties of Western Europe, the more or
less orthodox Communist parties, who
have tremendous power and control
tremendous support but don't seem
to be able to do very much with it.
We feel that the social revolution is
shifting toward the underdeveloped
countries in Latin America and Africa,
and Vietnam in particular.

These movements are led by work-
ing-class organizations usually. I
think it's fair to say that the Vietnam-
ese struggle is led by working-class
movements. These movements seem
to be very, very critical of Commu-
nist parties generally. They don't say
this, because they have to rely a lot
on help from these people.

I feel, myself anyway, that the Com-
munist parties show a lot of laziness
and lack of imagination generally as
well as in Ireland. However, the Com-
munist party here isn't as bad in my
opinion as others in Western Europe.
The Irish Communist party seems an-
xious to support the Comhdhail na
Saoirse [Freedom Council], which is
what we are trying to set up as our
national liberation movement. The
Communist party here is much more
anxious to support this sort of thing
and much more militant than other
Communist parties in the world seem
to be.

I feel, and probably many in the
republican movement also, that the
Communist party here has influence
but is not doing much with it. For
example, the Communist party has
members on the executive of the Irish
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Transport and General Workers
Union. And I feel that if the repub-
lican movement had members on the
national executive of this union that
they'd have done much more by now
than the Communist party seems to
have done. The Communist party
seems to be trying to stick to consti-
tutional means and the public plat-
form rather than use militant methods,
which is what the republican move-
ment has always stood for.

Q. Do you think the republican
movement has become any less mil-
itant since it adopted a program of
political action?

A. Because the republican movement
was so militant, because the ordinary
man trusted nothing but the gun, he
never examined the movement's pol-
icy to find out what it stood for. He
said we'll get rid of the British troops
and then we'll work out something.

In fact the republicans were quite
radical even though they never ex-
amined themselves. As a result of this
apolitical attitude, if they had succeed-
ed they probably would have been
betrayed by politicians more astute
than they were.

But now because of the failure of
the military approach, especially in
the North, the republicans have ex-
amined themselves and have discov-
ered a revolutionary heritage which
has been passed down from Wolfe
Tone, which is quite radical and has
made a major contribution to the
mainstream of revolutionary thought.
In my opinion, if the republican move-
ment does succeed in making a rev-
olution, it will make a major addition
to the stock of revolutionary theory
and, I feel, definitely shake up a lot
of orthodox revolutionaries in the
world.

With regard again to national lib-
eration fronts versus the Communist
parties of the industrialized countries,
the republican movement, because of
its new awareness, sees itself filling
the role of leader in such a front.
It sees itself in these international
terms and recognizes in the National
Liberation Front of South Vietnam an
ally, for example, somebody to work
with. Whereas it certainly doesn't feel
the same kind of comaraderie with
Communist parties.

I think that this international per-
spective is a very good thing because
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as long as the republican movement
stands on its own, aloof from interna-
tional revolution, it won't convince
working-class people, or ordinary peo-
ple of any class, that it is credible,
that it is able to stand up to an in-
ternational system like capitalism, un-
less it puts forward an alternative to
capitalism in conjunction with other
groups throughout the world.

Q. What has the republican move-
ment done concretely to show its soli-
darity with the Vietnamese struggle?

A. Along with the rise of the Re-
publican Club and the Connolly Youth
Movement, as well as other youth
groups, an organization called the
Irish Voice of Vietnam was founded,
which is the broadest possible coali-
tion of those opposed to the Vietnam
war in Ireland. The main spokesmen
are Communist party members, be-
cause they probably know more about

Mandel Case

the question than anybody else in Ire-
land. There have been a few demon-
strations, nothing more than marches
to the American embassy and maybea
little trouble out there. Certainly noth-
ing very spectacular.

The main reason for the smallness
of the movement is, I think, the re-
publicans' preoccupation with getting
on with the problems that face Ireland.
Whereas you have the odd Vietnam
demonstration in order to keep the
question alive and inform peopleevery
now and again of the situation that
still exists in Vietnam, there's been no
major series of demonstrations to
make the war a real issue.

It has not been felt that the war is
an acute issue in Ireland. It may be
important from a theoretical point of
view —if you examine the question,
you learn things from it—but it cer-
tainly isn't going to affect Ireland very
much economically as it might affect
Britain or America.

Fresh Support for 'Right to Hear’ Campaign

Seven prominent academic and liter-
ary figures have issued an appeal for
aid to the case of Ernest Mandel, the
Belgian Marxist scholar who was
twice barred from visiting the United
States in 1969.

They are Professor Germaine Brée,
University of Wisconsin; Professor
Laurent B. Frantz, Berkeley Law
School; Professor Gabriel Jackson,
University of California-San Diego;
Professor Christopher Lasch, North-
western University; Nobel Laureate
Salvador E. Luria, Massachusetts In-
stitute of Technology; Robert Silvers,
editor New York Review of Books;
and Paul Sweezy, editor Monthiy Re-
view.

They are asking support for the
suit brought by Mandel and eight
scholars from seven Eastern univer-
sities for an injunction restraining the
government from excluding him from
the United States. This case is the
first challenge to the restrictive pro-
visions of the 1952 McCarran-Walter
Act excluding aliens solely because of
their political opinions.

A panel of three federal judges heard
the arguments in Brooklyn on June

24 presented by the noted constitu-
tional lawyer Leonard Boudin, and
decision is pending. Whatever their
verdict, the case will be appealed by
one side or the other to the U.S. Su-
preme Court.

The basic issue at stake, the sig-
natories to the appeal point out, is
whether Americans have the consti-
tutional right to hear the views of
individuals of all nationalities and per-
suasions free of censorship. The Nix-
on administration contends that it has
arbitrary power to refuse admission
to citizens of other countries for any
reason, thereby exercising arbitrary
control over what Americans can hear
and discuss.

Mandel was barred from participat-
ing in a debate with Harvard Profes-
sor John K. Galbraith at Stanford
University in October 1969 and from
speaking at a number of Eastern uni-
versities the following months, even
though he had spoken at thirty U.S.
universities in 1968.

As part of its pattern of curbing
dissent, Nixon and his Attorney Gen-
eral Mitchell have been tightening re-
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strictions upon foreign visitors of rad-
ical views in order to prevent the free
exchange of ideas. This reversion to
the practices of the McCarthyite period
by the Justice Department has stirred
considerable protest in this country
and abroad.

The Mandel Case Legal Defense
Fund has been set up under the aus-
pices of the National Emergency Civil
Liberties Committee, which initiated
the suit with the support of the Social-

China

ist Scholars Conference and the Amer-
ican Foundation for Social Justice. It
is launching a nationwide campaign
centered around the American univer-
sities to publicize this important civil
liberties action and raise money for
the heavy expenses involved in the
litigation.

Contributions to the defense should
be made and mailed to: The Mandel
Case-NECLC, Room 913, 25 East
26th St., New York, N. Y. 10010.

Good Harvests Reported in Many Areas

Virtually all sources, including some
that are bitterly hostile to the Chinese
revolution, are admitting that bumper
crops have been harvested this year
in many areas in China although no
figures have been issued by Peking
on this.

The bourgeois press in the West
tends to ascribe the favorable results
this year to two factors.

First of all, say the commentators,
the Chinese have finally worked their
way out of the chaotic situation en-
gendered by the "cultural revolution."

Secondly, the weather in China was
exceptionally favorable.

Whatever truth there may be to these
explanations, the bourgeois experts
are chary about pointing to the elim-
ination of the Chiang Kai-shek regime
that maintained a capitalist economy
of general scarcity and periodic fam-
ines whatever the weather or the ups
and downs of the domestic political
situation.

The press also appears singularly
reluctant to draw any comparisons
between China's favorable food situ-
ation and the bitter hunger that stalks
India under the blessings of a capital-
ist economy and the "democracy” of
Indira Gandhi.

Unfortunately, it is easy for the col-
umnists of the Western press to divert
attention from the deficiencies in their
accounts. They quote absurdities from
Maoist propaganda.

These are provided in an unending
flood by the bureaucracy in China
as part of the effort to uphold the
cult of Mao in imitation of the achieve-
ments of the Soviet bureaucracy in
this field in Stalin's day.
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Smiles on Crops

Thus Peking, viewing the good har-
vest with satisfaction, is concerned that
the populace bow in the proper di-
rection in offering up thanks. And the
expression of this concern makes good
copy for the capitalist press.

For instance, Donald Bremner wrote
two whole columns in the October 4
issue of the Los Angeles Times on
China's bountiful harvest without say-
ing very much. Nevertheless, he suc-
ceeded in making Peking look ridic-
ulous by quoting various items from
the Chinese press, an example being
the following bit from the Fukien
Daily:

"Two opposing views exist regard-
ing the bumper rice harvest we have

reaped this year. The broad mass-
es of peasants say that the bumper
harvest is the result of the applica-
tion of Mao Tse-tung's Thought.

"Some people hold, however, that
it was: the result of this year's favor-
able weather —in other words, a fa-
vorable act of God. On the basis of
the principle of grasping revolution
and promoting production, we can
say that the first view is correct while
the second is gravely mistaken.

"Our great leader, Chairman Mao,
teaches us: Man is the most impor-
tant thing in the world. With man,
it is possible to create any miracle.
In both revolutionary struggle and
in the struggle for production, it is
man and not objective factors that
determines success or failure.

"The view that a bumper harvest
depends on favorable weather is, in
effect, a denial of the omnipotence of
Mao Tse-tung Thought. As a matter
of fact, this year's weather was not
favorable. OQur bumper harvest has
been achieved through our hard strug-
gle against nature, with Mao Tse-tung
Thought as the weapon.”

Too bad China's night-soil collec-
tors could not cart this off for ap-
plication in a more productive way
than spreading it in the pages of the
Fukien Daily.

Something to Look Forward To

The amount of air pollution in New
York City doubles every ten years.

MEMO +to:

Intercontinental Press
P.O. Box 635, Madison Sq. Station
New York, N.Y., 10010

from:

City ..o o
State . . ............ Zip. . . ...
Country ... ... ...

[ ] 815 enclosed for one year.

[ 1137.50 enclosed for six months.

[ 1 Send information on first-class and
airmail rotes.

Intercontinental Press



