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MAO GREETS PAKISTANI DICTATOR YAHYA during latter's No-
vember visit to Peking. Maoist regime has joined conspiracy
of silence on Yahya's massacre of East Bengal freedom fighters,
and published Yahya's condemnation of Indian aid to Bangla
Desh. Mao prefers diplomatic ties with Yahya rather than sup-
porting just struggle of Bengali people as indicated by caption

After Laos Rout, Calley Verdict:

on this photo from January 1971 China Pictorial: "Chairman
Mao warmly shakes hands with President Yahya Khan. Chair-
man Mao . .. met General Agha Muhammad Yahya Khan,
President of the Islamic Republic of Pakistan, and his party,
and had a cordial and friendly conversation with the distin-
guished Pakistan guests."

Demand Grows: Out Now!



When U.S. Troops
Were in Siberia

More than fifty years after the fact, a
U.S. district court judge has ruled that
the American military intervention in Si-
beria during the Russian Revolution was
in fact a military intervention. The court
ruling was necessary because the U.S.
government has maintained that part of
its expeditionary force were really em-
ployees of Kerensky.

The decision was handed down March
24 in a suit brought by veterans of the
"Russian Railway Service Corps." It will
entitle them to the same benefits as those
received by other military veterans.

The men were railway workers recruited
for the ostensible purpose of keeping Rus-
sian railroads in repair as part of the
war effort against Germany. They were
commissioned as officers in the U. S. army
and paid from funds the U.S. treasury
said were credits for the Kerensky gov-
ernment. Sanford J. Ungar described their
experience in the March 25 Washington
Post:

". . . by the time the railroad workers —
equipped with uniforms and weapons—
had arrived at the Siberian port of Vladi-
vostok in 1917, Kerensky had fallen and
the Bolsheviks were in power. . . .

"They [the Americans] maintained con-
trol of the railroad until their departure
in 1920 despite clashes with both White
and Red Russian forces who sought to
take it over for their own ends."”

The government is now considering
whether it will appeal the district court's
ruling. A successful appeal would pro-
vide Nixon with an invaluable precedent.
He could then rename his Indochina ex-
peditionary force "Southeast Asia Recon-
struction Society" and announce that there
were no more U, S. troops in Indochina. (]

Child Labor in U.S.

One-fourth of all agricultural wage la-
borers in the United States are under six-
teen, according to a study released March
21 by the American Friends Service Com-
mittee.

The group reported on an investigation
of child farm labor in five states — Wash-
ington, Oregon, California, Ohio, and
Maine. The study found children as young
as six working ten hours a day in 100-
degree heat.

The children's wages ranged from a
piecework rate of 12 cents a crate for pick-
ing strawberries to an average of $1.12
an hour in California, the highest paying
state. Federal law sets a minimum wage
of $1.30 an hour for farm workers.
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Appeal for International Demonstrations April 24

““Antiwar Leaders Demand Right to Answer Nixon

Nixon's advisers, wrote Robert B.
Semple Jr. in the April 4 New York
Times, have been afflicted with "the
shattering sense that the bottom may
have dropped out.”

Semple was referring to the rising
demand for an end to the war, which
has been spurred in recent weeks by
the defeat in Laos and the war-crimes
conviction of Lieutenant William Cal-
ley.

At a March 30 press conference,
representatives of the National Peace
Action Coalition (NPAC) demanded
that television and radio networks
provide live coverage for the massive
April 24 antiwar demonstrations in
Washington and San Francisco. The
wide support for these protests, which
are sponsored by NPAC, has already
caused Vice-President Spiro Agnew to
attack the news media in the hope
that they can be intimidated into ig-
noring the marches. (The same tactic
produced an almost total "embargo"
on coverage of the largest previous
antiwar demonstrations, on Novem-
ber 15, 1969.)

NPAC announced on March 31 that
it would also demand equal time to
reply to Nixon's April 7 speech on
the Indochina war. "We will ask the
networks for equal time under the fair-
ness doctrine,” the Associated Press
quoted an NPAC official as saying.
"We will publicize the [April 24] rally
but we also believe the American peo-
ple have the right to answer the Pres-
ident.”

The press conference was attended
by Senator Vance Hartke of Indiana,
a Democratic presidential hopeful,
who announced his support for
NPAC's equal-time demand and for
an antiwar memorial meeting being
organized by the Concerned Officers
Movement (COM), a rapidly growing
organization of military officers op-
posed to the war.

Lt Louis Font, a spokesman for
COM, announced an April 23 memo-
rial service for the war dead in the
Washington  National Cathedral.
- ‘While military personnel are not al-
L/owed to demonstrate in uniform, they
are encouraged to wear uniforms to
church services. COM is organizing
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a similar memorial service in San
Francisco.

Font reported that, in the last few
weeks, COM has grown from 200 to
700 members. He predicted that a
large number of GIs would partic-
ipate in both the April 23 and 24
actions.

The antiwar mood continues to
deepen on the campuses as well. On
April 2, nearly 500 editors of college
newspapers and student body presi-
dents sent an open letter to Nixon
charging that ". . . our policymakers
have never considered the cost in
Asian lives of the policies they pursue.”

Concerning "Vietnamization," the
student leaders wrote: ". . . changing
the color of the corpses does not end
the war.”

The Student Mobilization Commit-
tee (SMC), the country's largest anti-
war youth organization, is now dis-
tributing 1,000,000 buttons advertis-
ing the April 24 demonstrations. On
April 19, high-school members of the
SMC will leaflet high schools all over
the country with information about
the marches.

NPAC has issued an international
call to the people of the world "to
join in public demonstrations for the
immediate withdrawal of all U.S.
troops, war planes and matériel from
Southeast Asia.”

"It is the common responsibility of
all those who respect the right of the
Southeast Asians to self-determina-
tion," the statement said in part, "to
mobilize massive and powerful oppo-
sition to the policies of the U. S. gov-
ernment. Only the unified strength of
the people of the world can be an ef-
fective answer to Nixon's and the Pen-
tagon's ambitions. . . .

"Massive and international public
activities around the date of the 24th
can be the greatest outcry yet against
the war-makers in Washington.”"

Opposition to the war has become
so widespread that the newspapers
and - politicians of the ruling class are
forced to acknowledge its breadth. In
the April 2 New York Times, for ex-
ample, Max Frankel wrote:

"Whatever the past divisions between
hawks and doves, or conservatives

and liberals, it is clear from the polls
and the discussions in Congress that
more and more of the country is
united in its desire to quit Indochina—
sooner rather than later and, for a
growing segment of the population,
regardless of the consequences there."

A sign of the direction in which
things are moving was provided in the
House of Representatives April 1 when
two conservative Democrats from the
Deep South announced that they
would vote against extension of the
draft as a concession to their constit-
uents' antiwar feelings. The two, John
J. Flynt Jr. and Phil M. Landrun,
represent rural districts in Georgia.

John W. Finney, writing in the April
2 New York Times, explained the two
congressmen's abandonment of their
earlier prowar position:

"In the last six months or so, Mr.
Flynt said he had detected a major
shift in sentiment about the war
among his constituents from an ini-
tial attitude of 'win the war' to 'win
the war or get out' to an attitude
now of 'get out."”

Still another indication of how the
capitalist politicians evaluate opposi-
tion to the war was provided by Sen-
ator Edmund Muskie, who is consid-
ered to be the leading candidate for
the Democratic presidential nomina-
tion. James M. Naughton wrote in
the March 31 New York Times that
Muskie ". .. is said to consider his
brief history of opposition to the war
as his chief hurdle.”

The senator, who had said nothing
against the war prior to last October,
accordingly utilized a March 31 tele
vision interview to explain that he
had had "doubts" as far back as 1965!

Nixon has not yet undergone any
such ex post facto conversion. On the
contrary, his plans call for "indefinite
involvement with airpower and at
least ‘'advisory' support on the
ground" in both Vietnam and Cam-
bodia, as Max Frankel put it in the
April 2 New York Times.

A massive turnout April 24 will be
a significant blow against Nixon's ag-
gressive schemes. 0
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More on the Rout in Laos

Bad News for Nixon’s Colonial Army

"One objective of the 45-day allied
operation against the Ho Chi Minh
Trail network in Laos,” Craig R. Whit-
ney wrote in the April 4 New York
Times, "was to prevent a Communist
offensive in the northern regions of
South Vietnam. But last week, only a
few days after the operation ended,
North Vietnamese and Vietcong forces
struck in a series of attacks that were
more costly in American and South
Vietnamese lives than any in the area
since last summer."

On March 28, National Liberation
Front troops overran a U. S. position
south of Chulai, killing 33 American
troops and wounding 76, according to
figures released by the U. S.command.
At the same time, NLF forces began
a three-day siege of the provincial
capital of Ducduc, causing heavy loss-
es to Saigon troops. And on March
31, two Saigon infantry companies
and their U.S. advisers were driven
from a firebase near Dakto. The base
was later "recaptured”— after the NLF
forces had withdrawn.

These new attacks, destroying Nix-
on's last pretense for claiming a viec-
tory in the l.aos invasion, underlined
the magnitude of the defeat suffered by
his colonial army. Attempts to prove
victory by means of invented statis
tics had already collapsed of their
own absurdity.

Alvin Shuster in the April 1 New
York Times quoted an American of-
ficer who pointed out that Saigon's
claims of casualties inflicted would in-
dicate that the North Vietnamese and
NLF forces had lost 12,000 more
troops than they had in the area.

"The South Vietnamese casualty fig-
ures for the troops in Laos are also
open to question,” Shuster wrote. "Sai-
gon says that 1,163 were killed and
4,299 wounded, with 240 missing, for
a total of . . . 5,700 or about 25 per
cent of the force involved. Some un-
confirmed reports circulating in Sai-
gon put the total casualties at 10,000,
or about 50 per cent, which the Saigon
command absolutely denies.”

Thieu's officers also claimed to have
destroyed 176,246 tons of ammuni-
tion—"more than the equivalent load,”
Shuster noted, "of 10,000 of the largest
cargo plane at work in Vietnam."
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The explanations for the rout suf-
fered by Saigon's troops do not bode
well for Nixon's professed aim of
building a reliable colonial army. A
reluctance to die for the goals of Amer-
jcan imperialism seems to have been
widespread among the "elite" units of
the invasion force. Iver Peterson re-
ported in the March 30 New York
Times:

"American helicopter pilots reported
frequent instances of South Vietnamese
officers abandoning or failing to con-
trol their men. One reason the troops
often broke ranks under fire and ran
for the helicopters, the pilots said, was
that their officers had already left."

American helicopters proved in-
adequate to the task of ferrying sup-

plies, Peterson wrote, not only because
of the intense antiaircraft fire but al-
so because Thieu's three armored bat-
talions failed to keep open Route 9
If the armor did anything except rut\)
for cover, the fact is a military secret:

"As it is, commanders of the South
Vietnamese armored forces refused to
say just what their men and machines
did in Laos, except for a small tank
force sent into action too late to be
of use on Hill 31, one of the hotly
contested strongpoints.”

Even Thieu himself may have failed
to fill the role prescribed for him. Sev-
eral reporters suggested that the pup-
pet had escaped his strings long
enough to order a retreat when Nix-
on would have preferred to continue
the invasion.

It is hardly surprising that, one
week after the invasion ended, Sena-
tor William Fulbright derided the
"massive misjudgment on the part of
our political or military leaders.” a

War Crimes in Vietnam Correction

Calley Verdict: Washington Found Guilty

Convicted of mass murder and sen-
tenced to life imprisonment, Lieutenant
William L. Calley Jr. has become the
center of a political storm in the U. S.
that is increasingfy embarrassing for
the Nixon administration.

In finding Calley guilty of murder-
ing "no less than" twenty-two unarmed
civilians in the village of Mylai 4
in March 1968, the Fort Benning
court-martial finally provided an of-
ficial admission that the U.S. has
committed war crimes in Vietnam. Ac-
quittal was impossible for the military
court because of the worldwide out-
rage over the massacre and Calley's
open confession of his crimes. But
once the verdict was in, it proved
impossible to convince the American
public that the guilt for Washington's
genocidal war rested on the shoulders
of one obscure lieutenant.

Even before Calley's sentence was
announced March 31 —two days af-
ter his conviction — letters and tele-
grams had begun to pour into the
White House charging that Calley was
being used as a scapegoat.

Conservative veterans' organiza-
tions attempted to give the protests
a superpatriotic character, but events

soon made evident that most persons
were disgusted with the hypocrisy of
proclaiming Calley solely responsible
for the Mpylai massacre. The scale
of the protest showed that the public
had not swallowed Nixon's conten-
tion that Mylai was an isolated in-
cident untypical of the war as a whole.

Important sectors of the bourgeois
press admitted the discrepancy be
tween the verdict and the choice of
defendants. Thus the New York Times
said editorially March 30:

"Although Lieutenant Calley's per-
sonal guilt is beyond question, there
remain grounds for the complaint of
his attorney that Calley has been
made a scapegoat— 'the pigeon— the
lowest officer on the totem pole.’ There
is ample precedent at Nuremberg and
Tokyo for a much broader assign-
ment of responsibility at higher levels
of command for the war crimes com-
mitted at Mylai and elsewhere
throughout Indochina. . . ."

Right-wing politicians such as Ala-
bama Governor George Wallac
sought to attribute the protest at Ca\.)
ley's conviction to racist and chau-
vinist sentiments among the U. S. pop-
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ulation — that no American soldier
should be punished for any crime
done to people of another country.
Nixon implicitly endorsed this posi-
ion when he intervened in the Cal-
ley case on April 1, ordering Calley
released from prison until his appeals
are completed. Two days later Nixon
announced that he would personally
make the final decision on Calley's
fate— a virtual promise of leniency.

But the findings of a Gallup poll
reported in the April 4 New York
Times showed that the great majority
of people who disapproved of the ver-
dict in the Calley case were in no
way prepared to accept the commis-
sion of war crimes by "their" gov-
ernment in Washington.

The survey showed that 79% of
those questioned disagreed with the
verdict in the trial. But of these, 71%
gave as their reason the fact that
others shared the responsibility for
the crimes. Only 20% excused Cal-
ley's actions. Sixty-nine percent spe-
cifically said Calley was being used
as a scapegoat by higher officers. Sig-
nificantly, 50% of those questioned
said they believed that war crimes
such as the one in Mylai were com-
monly committed by American forces
in Indochina. Only 24% disagreed
with this assessment.

The reaction to the Calley verdict
has scuttled Nixon's efforts to limit
public discussion of the war to the
question of the number of U.S. sol-
diers killed each week. As Anthony
Lewis put it in his column in the April
3 New York Times:

"Americans are not only worried
about American casualties in Vietnam.
More and more of them want to stop
the killing all over Indochina. More
and more of them feel a national re-
sponsibility for terrible things that
have happened and are still happen-
ing in Indochina, and they want those
things to end.”

The next day, Times vice-president
James Reston added:

"Calley was undoubtedly pitiless, but
the U. S. bombing policy in Indochina
is also pitiless and even premeditated,
and it is not an isolated incident out
of the past but a continuing pol-
icy. . ..

"The elemental and premeditated
crime is clearly the continuation of
the war itself."

The logical demand, and one that
unay be heard with increasing frequen-
cy, is not "Free Calley!" but rather
"Jail Nixon!" ad
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Army Seizes Literature

Antiwar Group to Carry Mail to Vietnam

At an April 2 press conference, the
Student Mobilization Committee to
End the War in Vietnam (SMC) an-
nounced a broad campaign against
army interference with the right of
GIs to receive antiwar literature. Bob
Wilkinson, editor of the SMC's GI
Press Service— an antiwar paper for
servicemen and servicewomen-—— said
the antiwar group would shortly send
a delegation to Vietnam to take litera-
ture to Gls there and to hear their
complaints of interference with their
mail.

The SMC campaign came in re
sponse to an article by Richard Hal-
loran in the March 31 New York
Times that disclosed illegal intercep-
tion of mail addressed to GIs. Hal-
loran had obtained a secret directive
sent out by army headquarters at
Longbinh last May 22.

The directive, Halloran wrote, or-
dered commanders to seize antiwar
material after intelligence units had
opened — illegally — letters sent to Gls
in Vietnam by the GI Press Service.

"The Army dispatch said that the
return address on the envelope, which
was used to identify the letters, gave
the name of Allen Myers, former editor
of the G. 1. Press Service, and the street
address of the press service office here
[Washington]. Mr. Wilkinson con-
firmed that.

"The Army became aware of the
mailings, according to the message,
when the 525th Military Intelligence
Group intercepted an envelope bear-
ing Mr. Myers' return address and
from which the mailing label had
slipped off. Mr. Myers was known
to military intelligence in Vietnam,
having been barred from entering the
country by the South Vietnamese po-
lice in January, 1970."

Wilkinson described plans for GlIs
to lead the April 24 mass demonstra-
tions in Washington and San Fran-
cisco, and pointed out that soldiers
in Vietnam have more right than any-
one to be informed of antiwar activi-
ties.

"We are forming a delegation to go
to Vietnam in the immediate future,”
he said. "One purpose of this delega-
tion will be to hand-carry the April
issue of GI Press Service to every GI
in Vietnam who wishes to receive it.

In addition we will take affidavits
from GIs who have reason to believe
their mail has been illegally intercept-
ed.”

Wilkinson said that civil-liberties at-
torney James Lafferty of Detroit, who
is a coordinator of the National Peace
Action Coalition (NPAC), had agreed
to be part of the delegation. Discus-
sions are under way with officials of
postal unions and members of Con-
gress to secure their representation on
the trip.

Wilkinson released copies of an
April 1 letter from members of the
House subcommittee on postal service
to Secretary of Defense Melvin Laird.
The letter said in part:

"It has been brought to our atten-
tion that the United States Army has
acted without legal authority to con-
fiscate and/or censor private, first
class mail addressed to members of
the Army serving in Vietnam.

"The postal laws relating to first
class mail clearly prohibit and make
inviolate such mail without court in-
tervention.”

The letter threatened a Congression-
al investigation unless the order on
seizing mail was promptly revoked.

Wilkinson also announced that the
National Emergency Civil Liberties
Committee (NECLC) would shortly
file suit against army interference with
the mail of Gls. a
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Mao Covers Up for His Diplomatic Ally

Bloodbath Fails to Crush Bengali Resistance

"By the grace of Allah, the unity
of Pakistan has been saved in the
nick of time," West Pakistan bourgeois
leader Zulfikar Ali Bhutto told report-
ers March 26 in Karachi, according
to correspondent Gérard Viratelle writ-
ing in the March 30 issue of the Paris
daily Le Monde. Bhutto was return-
ing from the former East Pakistani
capital of Dacca, where central
government troops began their "paci-
fication" operations the day before.

In launching its assault on the Ben-
gali people, the army of General Yah-
ya Khan tried to pull down a curtain
of censorship around the entire prov-
ince of East Pakistan. Penned up in
their quarters as soon as the fight-
ing started, foreign correspondents
were quickly and unceremoniously ex-
pelled from the country. Hundreds of
Bengali journalists perished in the
burnt-out ruins of newspaper offices.
Even many foreign journalists were
threatened with execution by the mili-
tary authorities. To cut all possible
links with the outside world, the oc-
cupation commanders demanded that
amateur radio operators turn over
their equipment to the army.

Despite this ruthless censorship,
news of an enormous slaughter of un-
armed Bengalis leaked into the world
press. By the first days in April, the
Pakistani dictatorship was convicted
in the eyes of world public opinion of
deliberate mass murder on a scale
that has few parallels since the end
of World War IL

"In the name of 'God and a united
Pakistan' Dacca is today a crushed
and frightened city," Simon Dring of
the London Daily Telegraph cabled
March 29 from Bangkok, after be
ing hustled out of East Bengal.

"Led by American-supplied M-24
World War II tanks, one column of
troops sped to Dacca University short-
ly after midnight. Troops took over
the British council library and used
it as a fire base from which to shell
nearby dormitory areas.

"Caught completely by surprise,
some 200 students were killed in Ig-
bal Hall, headquarters of the militant-
ly antigovernment students' union, I
was told. Two days later, bodies were
still smoldering in burnt-out rooms,
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others were scattered outside, more
floated in a nearby lake, an art stu-
dent lay sprawled across his easel.”

The army did not stop at physical-
ly liquidating the Bengali nationalist
vanguard, such as the students and
political activists. It applied the "final
solution” to large sections of the Ben-
gali masses themselves: "In the Hin-
di area of the old town, the soldiers
reportedly made the people come out
of their houses and shot them in
groups,” Dring continued. "This area,
too, was eventually razed."

Despite the ruthless surprise attack,
Pakistani troops seemed unable to
stamp out the resistance of the Ben-
gali people. As fighting persisted, the
Western powers began to evacuate
their nationals. In Singapore, some
members of a group of 102 British
citizens flown out of East Bengal de-
scribed the carnage they had seen.
An April 3 UPI dispatch reported their
story: ""Each day I could see fresh
groups of bodies piled up on the pave-
ments,' said one man who had been
an employe of the East Pakistani pro-
vincial government. 'There were men,
women, even babies with bayonet and
gunshot wounds. Some appeared to
have been crushed."”

Within a week affer the start of the
massacres, foreign reporters were able
to visit areas held by the Bengali
liberation forces and see the evidence
of the Pakistani dictatorship's crimes
at close range.

"The dead of Jessore were being
buried today in communal graves,”
an AP dispatch from that besieged
city reported April 2. "Scores of un-
armed men, women and children were
killed, resistance leaders said, when
some of the Pakistani troops emerged
from their positions two nights ago
and swept through Jessore.

"A column of troops backed by ar-
mored cars was said to have de
stroyed rows of peasant homes. Whole
families, resistance leaders said, were
killed by machine gun fire as they
fled.

"Bodies lying in fields and ditches
showed evidence of bayonet wounds.”

Recruited mainly from the so-called
martial peoples of the old Northwest
frontier provinces, the Pakistani army

carries on the traditions of the co-
lonial military caste fostered by Brit-
ish imperialism. The master-race men-
tality and fanaticism of the military
tribes— similar to that instilled by the
British imperialists in the Irish Prot-
estant minority — seems to have pre
pared the West Pakistani commanders
for merciless slaughter of the ethnical-
ly different Bengalis.

"Hardly anywhere was there evi-
dence of organized resistance,” Dring
wrote about the Dacca massacres.
"Even the West Pakistani officers
scoffed at the idea of anybody putting
up a fight.

"'These bugger men,’
jabi lieutenant,
they tried.’

"'Things are much better now,’ said
another officer. 'Nobody can speak
out or come out. If they do we will
kill them — they have spoken enough
—they are traitors, and we are not.
We are fighting in the name of God
and a united Pakistan.""

After a week of fighting, it seemed
clear that a full-scale civil war was
spreading across the territory of East
Bengal.

The occupation army, estimated at
between 30,000 and 70,000 men—
which is being reinforced and supplied
by planes flying thousands of miles
around the tip of the Indian subcon-
tinent— seemed incapable of even at-
tempting to occupy the densely pop-
ulated countryside.

On April 3, streams of refugees be-
gan to pour out of East Bengal into
India, apparently fleeing terror bomb-
ing of the countryside.

"At other points along the border,”
New York Times correspondent James
P. Sterba cabled from New Delhi April
3, "people who had first fled from
towns to neighboring villages crossed
over, saying they had feared that West
Pakistani planes would bomb their
rural sanctuaries next. . . .

"East Pakistanis at the border re

said one Pun-
'could not kill us if

ported heavy fighting in several
towns.
"In general, however, it appears

that West Pakistani troops are begin-

ning to have difficulty mamtalmng\j

their resupply system and that the
East Pakistanis, while disorganized,
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are beginning to mount stiffer guer-
rilla resistance as West Pakistani
troops attempt to spread their control
from cities to district towns."

k/’ Unarmed and with little leadership,

the Bengali masses appeared to be
paying a terrible price to keep the
occupation army pinned down. "What
we are doing against the army of
occupation has possibly not been done
anywhere in the world,” a resistance
fighter told an Indian journalist, ac-
cording to a dispatch published in the
April 2 issue of the New York Times.
"We are fighting in human waves with
almost no weapons and replying to
the rockets with only rifles and re
volvers."

Furthermore, in this densely pop-
ulated region, where 75,000,000 peo-
ple live just above the starvation level,
the interruption of agricultural work
and the movement of food supplies
threatens to create a famine. When
British troops used scorched-earth tac-
tics in this area during the second
world war to block a Japanese inva-
sion, millions died of starvation.

With the revolutionary struggle in
East Bengal becoming a magnet and
a rallying point for Bengalis under
Indian rule, the hope of conservative
forces in both religion-based states on
the subcontinent may be to create a
general famine that could break the
momentum of the mass upsurge.

In the early 1969 spontaneous up-
risings against the military dictator-
ship, East Bengali peasants moved
rapidly to challenge the capitalist
state, setting up organs of direct pop-
ular rule in some areas. If an effec-
tive revolutionary leadership existed
in East Bengal, there seems little doubt
that the outcome of the present strug-
gle would be a socialist republic of
Bengal, able to serve as a revolution-
ary pole of attraction for all of south-
ern Asia. The bourgeois Bengali au-
tonomist leader Sheik Mujibur Rah-
man expressed his fear of such adevel-
opment in an interview with Agence
FrancePresse before the start of the
massacres: "Doesn’'t the government
of West Pakistan realize that I am
the only one who can save East Paki-
stan from Communism?

"If they decide to fight, I will be
pushed out of power by the Naxalites
[this is the name of a Maoist group-
ing, but here it seems to be used as

{ 2general label for the far left]."

It is not yet clear how far the East
Bengali left has developed since 1969
when it failed to project a convinc-
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ing revolutionary alternative to Sheik
Mujibur's Awami League. The attitude
of the Peking regime remains an im-
portant factor. Because of the obvious
power of China and the revolution-
ary-sounding language of the Chinese
CP, the Peking government has ex-
ercised a strong influence among rad-
ical youth in both East and West Paki-
stan.

In its struggle against the Pakistani
dictatorship in the past, however, the
left has received no support of any
kind from Peking. The past and pres-
ent military dictators were extolled in
the Chinese press as anti-imperialist
fighters. Diplomatically and political-
ly isolated, Peking was apparently
willing to trade its revolutionary prin-
ciples for military and trade pacts
with an amenable capitalist dictator-
ship in its own back yard.

Since West Pakistan shares a com-
mon border with China, Peking has
obviously been anxious to lure Islam-
abad away from the American-spon-
sored regional security pacts. East
Bengal, the Maoist leaders in China
have evidently noted, is entirely sur-
rounded by India.

Peking's policy of political support
for the Pakistani bourgeois regime
was foreshadowed in similar backing
given to the "anti-imperialist" regime
of Sukarno in Indonesia. Because of
Peking's support for the established
regime, the Maoist Indonesian Com-
munist party did not prepare its fol-
lowers for the struggle against the
reactionary forces, relying on the
bourgeois nationalist Sukarno to pro-
tect them. As a result, like the vac-
illating bourgeois reformist Sheik Mu-
jibur, the Indonesian M aoists led their

Another Paradise Lost

The U.S. ruling class leaves no spot
untouched in its search for profit. The
latest territory to attract the attention of
real-estate speculators, hotel builders, and
other such representatives of the American
way of life are the New Hebrides islands
in the South Pacific.

Stolen from the native inhabitants by
the British and French in 1887, and used
by the United States as a military base
during World War II, the New Hebrides
are jointly ruled today by Britain and
France. U.S. travel agencies advertise the
islands as a haven from the crush of ur-
ban living, free from environmental pol-
lution, civil unrest, nationalism, radical-
ism, etc.

However, American tourists visiting the

party into a slaughter in which as
many as 1,000,000 persons perished.

But even the early 1969 mass up-
rising against the Pakistani dictator-
ship could not convince the Mao lead-
ership that it was unwise to place
all its bets on the "Islamic state.”

The Chinese press has never to this
day reported the massive demonstra-
tions and clashes that forced Ayub
Khan to abdicate in favor of a less
bloodstained military dictator.

On July 13, 1969, the Peking re-
gime gave a special banquet in honor
of Air Marshal Nur Khan, a mem-
ber of the ruling military junta that
had crushed a popular uprising only
a few months before. Chou En-lai
pledged the militarist commander "on
behalf of the Chinese Government and
people, our resolute support to the
Pakistan Government and people {the
"Islamic" people?] in their just strug-
gle to safeguard state sovereignty and
national dignity. . . ." (Hsinhua Se-
lected News Items, July 21, 1969.)

Even the present massacres in East
Bengal seem not to have changed the
Mao leadership's position of diplom at-
ic support for the dictatorship.

On April 4 Agence France-Presse re-
ported: "China broke its silence on
the Pakistan crisis today by citing
and apparently approving President
Agha Mohammad Yahya Khan's pro-
tests against alleged Indian interfer-
ence in Pakistan's affairs." The dic-
tatorship has protested against Indian
sources publicizing the massacres and
sending supplies to the Bengali rebels.

The Chinese press has followed the
example of its diplomatic ally in Is
lamabad by suppressing any mention
of the bloodbath being perpetrated by
Yahya's troops. O

islands have given glowing reports about
the investment possibilities. Robert Trum-
bull, writing in the Necw York Times of
March 20, says that more than two hun-
dred overseas companies, many of them
American, have registered to take advan-
tage of the taxless economy of the New
Hebrides. U.S. real-estate interests have
been selling and reselling land in the is-
lands, and one American lawyer there
said that Vila (a town of 4,000 on Efate
Island) "is potentially the financial center
of the Pacific basin."

The airport near Vila has already been
reconstructed to accommodate jet aircraft.

Trumbull reports that the islanders' re-
sponse to the U.S. business invasion has
been to develop a growing "militant land
reform movement.”
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‘No Stability in Britain,’ Says Ford

Passage of Tory Bill Spurs Labor Militancy

By Ross Dowson

MARCH 25— Yesterday the Heath
government moved the third reading
of its sharply contested Industrial Re-
lations Bill. Just one week earlier the
special assembly of the Trade Union
Congress held at Croydon narrowly
voted down a powerful bloc of union-
ists who fought to win it to a policy
of general strike action to block pas-
sage of the bill. By an even smaller
margin the congress defeated the de-
mand that all unions should refuse
to register under the Tory measure,
should it become law.

The Labour party MPs attempted
to talk out the third reading of the bill
in the House of Commons, but after
sixty-three divisions and a twenty-one
hour and forty-one minute nonstop
sitting, the Tories closed the debate
by a surprise withdrawal of some for-
ty-two amendments. The government
majority carried the vote and the bill
now goes on to the House of Lords,
thence to become law.

As he moved the third reading,
Robert Carr, secretary of state for
employment, declared that with this
bill curbing the trade unions, Britain
joins all the other advanced capitalist
countries.

But having won, Carr was far from
jubilant. On the contrary he warned —
addressing himself directly to boards
of directors and top management—
that "any employer who imagines this
bill will remove problems and reduce
responsibility is greatly mistaken.”

Such sobriety in victory is easy to
understand, for the Tories have won
what they must themselves sense has
many elements of being an empty vic-
tory. When Harold Wilson and Bar-
bara Castle prepared somewhat simi-
lar legislation to make British capi-
talism work, they split the ranks of
Labour and its supporters down the
middle and suffered electoral defeat.

The mere passage of this bill, not
to speak of its enforcement, has tre-
mendously heightened the unity of la-
bor. It has forced the right-wing La-
bour party shadow cabinet to lead
a strong fight in the house against
it and in support of an opposition
campaign that the Trade Union Con-
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gress brass have been reluctantly
driven into. And it has thrust mil-
lions of workers into massive indus-
trial actions, the scope and militancy
of which have not been seen in Britain
since the great general strike of 1926,
thus preparing the ground for the cre-
ation of a new leadership.

They commenced with the February
21 protest called by the Trade Union
Congress leadership itself, which saw
nearly 140,000 register their opposi-
tion to the bill in Trafalgar Square
in the biggest organized demonstra-
tion ever staged in Britain. This was
followed by a massive one-day strike
on March 1, which was in turn sur-
passed by the March 18 oneday
strike.

Almost 1,500,000 workers across
the country downed tools on March 1.
The March 18 demonstration against
the bill, called by the Amalgamated
Union of Engineering Workers
(AUEW) and sections of the Trans-
port and General Workers Union,
brought out "possibly two million
workers," according to the London
Times.

Whereas almost none of the Rolls
Royce workers at Derby came out on
March 1, this time over 40 percent
stayed off work. Bristol and Liver-
pool dockworkers walked out and
were joined by Manchester workers,
despite appeals from union leaders to
stay on the job. Some 15,000 miners,
against instructions of the National
Union of Mineworkers, came out to
raise the Scottish total to 150,000 on
strike.

The outcome of the vote at the spe-
cial March 18 Trade Union Congress
in Croydon was as expected. The ad-
dition of the blocks of votes held by
those union heads who had already
opposed the two political strikes gave
the Victor Feather leadership a ma-
jority. Furthermore, Hugh Scanlon of
the AUEW, the most vigorous spokes-
man for the March 1 and 18 actions,
committed his union in advance to
accept the decision of the Croydon

congress, as did Jack Jones of the
Transport and General Workers
Union.

N

Nonetheless, Feathers' policy of
compliance, but noncooperation, car-
ried by only a fivetofour vote— 5,-
366,000 votes for, to 3,992,000 votes
against—because it did not include
any call for militant actions such as
one-day mass stoppages or a general
strike of some duration.

Feather's proposal on behalf of the
General Council, which merely "strong-
ly recommended” unions not to regis-
ter under the act, carried by a small
margin— 5,055,000 for, to 4,242,000
votes against supporting a policy that
would commit all unions to refuse to
register.

It is improbable, even with the pas-
sage of the bill through the House of
Lords and onto the statute books, that
there will be even a temporary lull in
the rising militancy of the British
workers.

The government succeeded in driv-
ing the postal workers back on the
job and into arbitration after refusing
to grant their demands on the claim
that it could concede no more than an
8 percent increase unless there were
productivity concessions. But Heath
has since granted 140,000 civil ser-
vants a 9.5 to 13 percent increase,
and the Post Office Executive Engi-
neers won an arbitration award of
14.8 percent.

The strategically situated locomotive
operators' union has rejected the Brit-
ish Railway Board's 9 percent offer.

On March 18, backing up their de-
mand for a 15 percent increase, the
National Union of Teachers lobbied
the government and gave 70,000 Lon-
don students a half-day off.

Some 50,000 Ford workers in twen-
ty-six plants, their ranks solid, are
now in their fifty-second day of strike.
Some 30,000 Vauxhall workers are
demanding parity with the best paid—
in their case a 14 percent basic pay
rise.

Henry Ford provided an American
industrialist's view of the situation in
a press interview following his recer
luncheon with Prime Minister Heath®
Ford summed it up in the comment,
"There is no stability in Britain." O
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‘People’s Assembly’ Formed in Bolivia

\“Torres Regime Buffeted by Polarizing Forces

By Gerry Foley

"It is already definite that after the
fifteenth of this month [March], the
People's Assembly will deliberate in
the hall of parliament. Where popu-
larly elected deputies once sat, a kind
of 'little soviet' will carry on its work.
Sooner or later, this body can become
a sword of Damocles over President
Torres. The head of the Bolivian gov-
ernment has just taken bold steps in
domestic policy. These have undoubt-
edly enabled him to fully consolidate
his power. How long will this consoli-
dation last? Perhaps only until the
COB [Central Obrera Boliviana— Bo-
livian Federation of Labor], the peas-
ants, and the students turn their backs
on him."

A. Montesinos Hurtado, acorrespon-
dent of the Buenos Aires daily Clarin,
cabled the above lines from La Paz
on March 11. By mid-March there
was abundant evidence that, despite
its left nationalist demagogy and ex-
tensive concessions to the masses, the
Torres government had failed to
achieve any solid social base.

"On January 12, in the historic Plaza
Murillo in this city," Montesinos noted
in a March 3 dispatch from La Paz,
"the powerful Central Obrera Boliviana
called a gigantic meeting of support
for the government of President Juan
José Torres. Political observers here
estim ated the crowd at 50,000 persons.
All shouted for the revolutionary gen-
eral to declare himself for socialism.
A chorus of 50,000 persons shouted,
'Torres, socialism, socialism, social-
ism.' President Torres replied, 'I will
do what my people want me to do.’
This answer was greeted with vivas
and applause by the entire crowd."

In mid-February this powerful thrust
toward socialism gave rise to the Peo-
ple's Assembly. Writing in the Febru-
ary 23 issue of the Paris daily Le
Monde, correspondent Andrés Soliz de-
scribed this new organ of direct popu-
lar representation:

"It . . . was formed by the workers’
organizations affiliated to the COB, the
- *wo Communist parties (pro-Chinese
LAnd pro-Soviet), the Revolutionary
Christian Democrats, the Spartacus
group, the MNR [Movimiento Nacio-
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nalista Revolucionario— Revolution-
ary Nationalist movement] led by Paz
Estenssoro and Hernan Siles Suazo,

the POR [Partido Obrero Revolu-
cionario — Revolutionary Workers
party] . . . and the PRIN [Partido

Revolucionario de Izquierda Nacion-
alista— Revolutionary party ofthe Na-
tionalist Left], the organization led by
the veteran labor leader Juan Lechin."

Soliz explained the role of the Peo-
ple's Assembly: "This organization,
which has no legal status, proposes
to 'keep a check’ on the government,
to prevent it from making concessions
to the right, and to propose laws de-
signed to 'deepen the anti-imperialist
process' going on.”

The People's Assembly is an out-
growth of the Popular Command, a
united front of workers', students’, and
left organizations that sprang up in
response to the attempted right-wing
take-over led by General Rogelio Mi-
randa in October 1970.

The body is composed of 220 dele-
gates. According to the rules it has
adopted, 60 percent of these delegates
must come from the working class;
30 percent from the salaried middle
classes and the agricultural sector; and
10 percent from the political parties.

According to Soliz, the body has
not yet clearly defined its attitude to-
ward the Torres government.

"Some in the assembly want official
recognition by the government, which
would give the new organization the
facilities to function and would permit
it to meet in the old legislative hall,
where the Chamber of Deputies and
the Senate have met since the founding
of the Bolivian Republic.

"Others, more radical, have thought
that the assembly must remain 'on the
outside' and impose its decisions on
the government by mobilizing the
workers."

Almost immediately after the forma-
tion of the People's Assembly, Torres
attacked it, centering his fire on its
most  discredited component— the
MNR, the demagogic party raised to
power by the revolution of 1952,
which, by the time it was ousted by a

military coup in 1964, had totally
exhausted its political credit.

Even before the 1964 coup led by
General René Barrientos, the MNR
had lost its labor base when Juan
Lechin split from the party. After its
ouster from power, it continued to
suffer splits, defections, and attrition
of its popular support.

But in the political vacuum created
by the failure of the October 1970 right-
ist coup and the split in the military,
the old demagogic bourgeois politi-
cians of the MNR have tried to make
a comeback. At the beginning of Feb-
ruary, the leaders of the two main
factions, Victor Paz Estenssoro and
Hernan Siles Suazo, met in Lima. Al-
legedly burying their differences, they
issued a statement of reunification Feb-
ruary 8 which declared that "the work-
ers will achieve power . . . through
the MNR,” adding "we will be the
guides of newchapters . . . in Bolivian
history."

The reactivization of this discredited
formation provided a useful strawman
for the Torres government. "For the
second time in a week, President Juan
José Torres has attacked the Movi-
miento Nacionalista Revolucionario

. which, according to observers, is
trying to recover the power it lost
more than three years ago,” a Feb-
ruary 20 AP dispatch published in
Clarin noted.

"Last night, President Torres read
his message to the nation. But the
speech was directed especially at the
workers.

"'I'have come to denounce thegrave-
diggers of the April 9 [1952] revolu-
tion," he said. ’

"He emphasized the administrative
record of the MNR regime, which he
characterized as selling out to imperi-
alism. Later he claimed that the MNR
was implicated in conspiratorial ac-
tions against his regime and warned
that he would take a firm stand against
those attempting to sow chaos in the
country.

"Torres said that subversive move-
ments were still operating 'in a blind
determination to drag the country in-
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to an armed confrontation.’” He ac-
cused the MNR of being the instrument
of an imperialist offensive.

The "subversive movements" Torres
was referring to seemed to be two al-
leged attempts at reviving guerrilla
warfare that came to light in early
February.

On February 8, an AP dispatch in
Clarin reported: "The government an-
nounced today that the army has dis-
covered and occupied a guerrillatrain-
ing camp. The camp was occupied by
the leader of the [pro-Chinese] Bolivian
Communist party, Oscar Zamora."

The alleged guerrilla camp was in
the Rancho Nuevo region, three kilo-
meters from the city of Santa Cruz in
eastern Bolivia.

Learning of the army's action, the
CUB [Confederacién Universitaria Bo-
liviana— Bolivian Student Confedera-
tion] put its members on an emergency
alert. In response to the protests of the
students, the right-wing comm ander of
the armed forces, General Luis Roque
Teran, issued a threat of stepped-up
repression, warning that the army
"would take decisive action againstany
outbreak of subversion from the right
or the left."

In view of the weakness of the re
gime, the Bolivian authorities have
held off on staging any new trials of
guerrillas. On February 12, the news
agency Ansa reported that three of the
four so-called guerrillas captured by
the army had been exiled to Chile.
There was no indication whether the
Maoist leader Zamora was among
them, or what attitude the government
proposed to take toward him.

Late in February, there were reports
of renewed activity by the ELN [Ejér-
cito de Liberacion Nacional — Nation-
al Liberation Army, the guerrilla force
led by Che Guevara in 1967]. A state-
ment purportedly from the ELN, an-
nouncing the resumption of guerrilla
warfare, was delivered February 17
to journalists in Cochabamba.

On February 25, a Reuters dispatch
reported: "Information received yes-
terday in Santa Cruz confirms that a
series of explosions occurred inside
the air-base area February 23 in this
eastern city. The authorities, however,
have made no official statement about
this.

"Yesterday afternoon the local press
in Santa Cruz received a communiqué
from the farleft group, the Ejército de
Liberacién Nacional, claiming re
sponsibility for the attack.”

Despite the weakness of the Torres
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regime, there have been no indications
as yet that guerrilla activity represents
a serious political or military chal-
lenge to the authorities.

Torres' inability to establish a gov-
ernment strong enough to launch a
new repression seems, however, to
have inspired another attempted coup
by the right wing of the officer corps.

"Yesterday [March 3] forty-five
trucks carrying about 2,500 peasants
erupted into the peaceful city of Santa
Cruz,” Montesinos cabled March 4
from La Paz. "The peasants ousted the
prefect appointed by President Torres
[Marcelo Velarde, a member of the
MNR] and put in his place the com-
mander of the Eighth Army Division,
Colonel Remberto Torres [a right
winger who took a prominent part
in the trial of Régis Debray]. They
immediately called for the removal of
five ministers from the national gov-
ernment: secretaries of the interior, Dr.
Jorge Gallardo Lozada; of planning,
Lic. José Luna; of labor, Abel Avo-
roa; of education, Huéascar Taborga;
and the secretary of the Ministry of
State, José Ortiz Mercado. All are
members of the MNR. The peasants
accused these ministers of belonging
to the 'infantile left.’” The march on
Santa Cruz was called a 'March
Against the Infantile Left.™

As for the local garrison, Montesi-
nos reported, they made no attempt to
halt the peasant seizure of the town.
"Colonel Torres accepted the position
offered him by the peasants, that is,
he supported their removal of the pre-
fect. Instead of placing himself under
the orders of the government, he put
himself at the command of the peas
ants. . . . This game was backed by
no less a force than a garrison of the
importance of the one in Santa Cruz."

In its March 7-8 issue, Le Monde
reported: "The rebel peasants occupied
the prefecture, a radio station belong-
ing to the COB. And they tried, with-
out success, to invade the campus of
the Gabriet René Moreno Univer-
sity. . . . The powerful National Con-
federation of Agricultural Workers, in
fact controlled by the present minister
of agriculture, Colonel Hugo Cespe-
des, supported the position of the San-
ta Cruz peasants. Thus a paradoxical
situation arose. One of General Juan
Jose Torres' ministers was indirectly
demanding the resignations of five of
his colleagues.”

As in other attempts by the right
wing to seize power since October
1970, the putsch was blocked by the

decisive action of a united front of
workers, students, and the left parties.

"But the popular reaction was not
long in coming," Le Monde continued.

"In Santa Cruz itself, the departmentak__/

council of the COB, strongly support-
ed by the students, called an all-out
general strike. It demanded the im-
mediate resignation of Colonel Rem-
berto Torres, evacuation of the radio
installations, and ouster of the minis-
ter of agriculture, Colonel Cespedes.
In La Paz, the COB issued a call for
a nationwide general strike."

The confrontation brought strong
pressures to bear on a delicately bal-
anced regime. "Torres is now caught
in this play of forces,” Montesinos re-
ported in his March 4 dispatch. "Either
he will keep the promise he made to
the workers January 12 to do what
they ask, or else he will have to turn
against those who today are his most
reliable supporters.

"Observers wonder whom the rev-
olutionary president will listen to. To
the Central Obrera Boliviana, which
will call for punishing the instigators
of the events in Santa Cruz, or the
peasants who demand the ouster of
five ministers and the appointment of
Colonel Remberto Torres as pre
fect. . . .

"In the meantime the country is
threatened by a general strike called
by the Central Obrera Boliviana, the
student alert, and possible outbreaks
of violence. The Falangist leader Ma-
rio Gutiérrez threw more fuel on the
fire yesterday, applauding the events
in Santa Cruz."

Fragmentary reports in the Argen-
tinian and international press in the
days following the peasant invasion of
Santa Cruz indicated that President
Torres gave way again to the de-
mands of the workers, while making
certain concessions and promises to
the right-wing peasant organization.

"Three ministers went to Santa Cruz
to seek a solution,” the March 7-8
issue of Le Monde reported. The peas-
ant organization leaders apparently
agreed to order their followers out of
the city, accepting arbitration of their
demands by the ministerial commis-
sion. In the meantime the chief of the
armed forces, Roque Teran, pro-
claimed his loyalty to the Torres gov-
ernment.

"In an extraordinary document,” an
Ansa dispatch reported March 6, "th\)
ministerial commission arrived at a
solution to the threat made by the
workers to go out on a general strike
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tomorrow. According to the provi-
sions of this decision, Radio Pirai will
be returned to the Santa Cruz COB,
Prefect Marcelo Velarde will be con-

bﬁrmed in his position, Colonel Rem-

berto Torres will be relieved of his
command of the Eighth Army Divi-
sion, and a military trial will be ini-
tiated against Colonel Andrés Selich,
commander of the Machego Rangers
regiment."

Two right-wing leaders in Santa
Cruz were arrested— Ambrosio Gar-
cia, a former Falangist deputy; and
Raul Portugal, head of the Falangist
youth. In La Paz, the top leader of
this current, Gutiérrez, was also ar-
rested.

Although the peasant organization
leaders expressed outrage at the deci-
sion of the ministerial commission and
threatened to lead their followers back
into the city, the confidence of the
popular forces seemed greatly rein-
forced by their victory.

"In Santa Cruz," Le Monde of March
7-8 reported, "the return of Prefect Mar-
celo Velardo was the occasion of a
spectacular demonstration of support
for the government. Greeted by thou-
sands of workers and students, he
was escorted in triumph to the pre-
fecture.”

At the same time, however, Colonel
Cespedes, apparently the real power
behind the putsch, was not removed
from his post. On March 6 Torres
made a speech denouncing left "ex-
tremism," which ironically, was also
the proclaimed target of a major in-
surrection against his government a
few days before.

"Bolivia,” Torres said, "does not
need to follow anybody's patterns to
achieve its liberation. The Bolivian
problems will be solved by the Bolivi-
an people itself.

"The Bolivian revolution is strug-
gling against time and against per-
nicious extremists."

However, Torres failed to establish
a new equilibrium and was forced in
the next two weeks to make important
new concessions to the masses that
further undermined the stability of
capitalist rule in Bolivia.

On March 14, the La Paz daily
Hoy— which was seized by students
and workers during the October 1970
mobilization— published disclosures
extremely damaging to extensive sec-
*ors of the military caste. The paper
accused former president General
Alfredo Ovando Candia of having
murdered his predecessor, General
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René Barrientos, as well as a num-
ber of other people. Ovando's motive,
reportedly, was to cover up his in-
volvement in an international arms
racket, with all the earmarks of a
CIA operation.

Montesinos summed up the revela-
tions in a March 14 dispatch: "Barri-
entos died in what until today, at least
officially, has been described as an
accident . . . But today Hoy present-
ed a version claiming murder and a
political plot. It said it had the docu-
ments to support these accusations.

"After Barrientos' death, three crimes
followed which shocked the country.
In November 1969 the peasant lead-
er and former minister in the Barrien-
tos government Jorge Soliz Romén
fell victim to an ambush. In February
1970 former minister Jaime Otero Cal-
derbn was strangled to death. A
month later a little package arrived
at the home of the journalist Alfredo
Alexander, founder of Hoy. It explod-
ed, killing him and his wife.

"According to the investigations,
these crimes were related to arms traf-
fic, apparently directed by presidents
Barrientos and Ovando. The sum of
$50,000,000 was involved. The Bo-
livian government bought this amount
of arms when it was waging a strug-
gle against the guerrillas led by Che
Guevara. The arms did not reach Bo-
livia but were directed to Israel, which
was under an arms embargo follow-
ing the end of the Six Day war."

An Agence FrancePresse dispatch
in the March 19 issue of Le Monde
reported more of the disclosures:
"Fearing blackmail, General Ovando
is supposed to have had the president
then in power killed, ordering Captain
José Faustino Rico to shoot down his
helicopter. . . .

"President Barrientos died on the af-
ternoon of April 27, 1969, when his
helicopter exploded, allegedly running
afoul of some cables in the town of
Arque some 350 kilometers north of
La Paz. Today it is said that machine-
gun fire from a hill hit the fuel tank
of the helicopter, setting it afire.

"Later ex-President Siles Salinas
[who assumed the post of president
after Barrientos' death until he was
ousted by Ovando in a coup Septem-
ber 26, 1969] suffered a criminal at-
tack on his life as he was going to the
Palacio de Gobierno. Siles had or-
dered an investigation of the murders,
and when it was on the point of com-
pletion he was overthrown by Gen-
eral Ovando.”

Four days after the Barrientos scan-
dal broke, Torres reshuffled his gov-
ernment. "Practically all the conserva-
tive tendencies in the cabinet have been
eliminated,” Andrés Soliz reported
from La Paz in a dispatch published
in the March 20 issue of Le Monde.
Among the conservatives eliminated
was Colonel Cespedes. He was re-
placed as minister of agriculture by
Colonel Mario Candia.

Commenting on the governmental
shakeup, Soliz wrote: "The new gov-
ernment was formed in the midst of a
political scandal. The papers are run-
ning sensational headlines about rev-
elations claiming th at former president
René Barrientos was murdered on the
orders of General Ovando."

The response to the scandal, Soliz
thought, would tend to strengthen To-
rres' position. "While ‘the affair’
threatens to cause a deterioration in
the political climate, it will doubtless-
ly have the effect of reinforcing Gen-
eral Torres' authority. His right-wing
opponents in the military have been
dealt a blow by the revelations against
General Barrientos, whom they can
claim as one of their own. The more
moderate, 'centrist' officers have been
dealt a still harder blow by the ac-
cusations against General Ovando,
who was rather representative of them.
Thus, at the moment, General Torres
seems to be the only guarantor of
stability in a particularly unstable
country.”

By discrediting the armed forces,
the Barrientos scandal may have tem-
porarily reduced pressure on Torres
from one side, giving him a freer
hand for maneuvering. But the ex-
posure of the principal governmental
representatives of the capitalist sys
tem in the country as a band of gang-
sters murdering each other in shady
deals involving imperialist money can
only strengthen the demands of the
masses for an entirely different type
of system. And an alternative popular
government, although embryonic and
deformed, already exists in the Peo-
ple's Assembly. (|

Correction

In the article "Sanrizuka Farmers Win
Support in Airport Fight" by Wataru Ya-
kushiji (page 274 of our March 29 issue),
the date of local elections in Japan was
inadvertently given as April 17. This
should have been April 11 for mayoralty
and gubernatorial elections and April 25
for election to local assemblies and minor
mayoralties.
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NEW ZEALAND antiwar conference March 14 voted to orga-
nize mass demonstrations throughout the country on April 30.
The Wellington meeting, the largest such gathering ever held

New Zealand

in New Zealand, involved representatives of the Labour party,
trade unions, students, church groups, and left political parties.
Only Maoists opposed the plan for mass actions.

Mass Antiwar Demonstrations Set for April 30

By Hugh Fyson

Wellington

More than 600 persons attended the
National Antiwar Conference held in
Wellington March 13-14. It was by
far the largest gathering ever held in
New Zealand to plan antiwar activity,
and there were participants from all
over the country, representing many
different organizations.

The conference voted almost unani-
mously to support a national antiwar
mobilization on April 30, in as many
cities and towns as possible, to de-
mand the immediate withdrawal of
all New Zealand and U. S. forces from
Indochina. The antiwar movement in
Australia is also holding mass demon-
strations on this date, and the actions
on both sides of the Tasman Sea are
part of the international protests
scheduled for late April.

Internationalism was a keynote of
the conference, with telegrams of sol-
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idarity coming from the Vietnam Mor-
atorium Campaign of Australia, the
Vietnam Peace Committee in Hanoi,
and the Canadian Vietnam Mobiliza-
tion Committee. The U.S. antiwar
movement was represented by two vis-
iting speakers, Patricia liyama of the
Socialist Workers party, and Michael
Uhl, a Vietnam veteran and former
U.S. army intelligence officer who is
now on the staff of the National Com-
mittee for a Citizens' Inquiry on U. S.
War Crimes in Vietnam.

The two speakers toured the coun-
try immediately prior to the confer-
ence, and the attention accorded them
by the mass media made a significant
contribution to the success of the gath-
ering. They spoke in five cities, and
in addition to local engagements made
three appearances on national network
television and radio.

Uhl spoke on the genocidal nature

of the war, drawing on his own ex-
periences and on testimony collected
by the Citizens' Commission of In-
quiry from more than 300 veterans.
Iliyama, who has been for several
years a leading activist in the U.S.
antiwar movement, discussed the
growth of the movement, its effect on
the administration, and the need for a
mass action strategy to end the war.
The breadth of support for the con-
ference was very encouraging. The list
of sponsors included nationally known
figures from the trade unions, the La-
bour party, churches, academics, au-
thors, and student leaders. Bill Mar-
tin, president of the New Zealand Sea-
men's Union, pointed out that the Fed-
eration of Labour has a good policy
on Vietnam,
movement should use this fact to bring
workers "into the mass movement.”
No less than six Labour party Mem-
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bers of Parliament were among the
sponsors. Phil Amos, M.P., chaired
the final session. His praise for the
Labour party's stand on the war was

\[ -received with scepticism, for although

the party has a written policy of sup-
port for immediate withdrawal, the
leaders at the last general election in
1969 refused to put forward this de-
mand.

To accommodate the wide represen-
tation, the conference divided into
workshops to plan activity in the var-
ious areas of work, such as high
schools, trade unions, and the Labour
party. The women's workshop voted
to establish an ongoing women's cau-
cus within the antiwar movement,
through which to draw women into
all levels of activity, and to begin to
overturn the subordinate role of wom-
en in the movement.

The best attended workshop was on
demonstrations, and it unanimously
approved a proposal from the Wel-
lington Committee on Vietnam for a
nationwide mobilization April 30.

With so many tendencies involved in
supporting the conference, the pro-Pe-
king Communist party of New Zea-
land [CPNZ] was noticeable for its
hostility. It attacked the conference in
three consecutive front-page articles in
its weekly People's Voice, and in its
concluding report painted the confer-
ence as a fight between the "revolu-
tionaries” (the CPNZ) and "an alli-
ance of counter-revolutionary forces."

CP delegates voted against the April
30 mobilization resolution.

In contrast to the sectarian absten-
tionism of the Maoists, the Socialist
Action ‘League participated very suc-
cessfully in the conference, being
among the foremost proponents of
mass action on April 30 for immedi-
ate withdrawal. The league's impact
was indicated by sales at the confer-
ence of forty subscriptions to its fort-
nightly paper Socialist Action. The
Socialist Action League also spon-
sored the tour of Patricia Iiyama,
whose speech to the conference was
strongly applauded.

On March 18, Prime Minister Holy-
oake announced the withdrawal of
New Zealand's artillery battery from
South Vietnam, leaving 264 service-
~men there. The proximity of Holy-
" oake's announcement to the National
Antiwar Conference was not likely to
have been an accident. 0
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CANADIAN TROTSKYISTS at door of Czechoslovak embassy in Ottawa demand free-
dom for "Prague 19." Officials responded by calling cops to restore "law and order."

Protest in Ottawa for Prague Nineteen

By John Steele

Ottawa

A delegation of leaders of the Young
Socialists/Ligue des Jeunes Socialistes
(YS/LJS) was forcibly evicted from
the Czechoslovak embassy here March
25 while attempting to lodge a pro-
test with the ambassador against the
jailing of nineteen alleged Trotskyists
in Prague. The police, who roughed
up the Canadian Trotskyist youth
leaders, were called by embassy of-
ficials.

The Young Socialists, carrying red
flags and a banner reading, "Free
the Prague 19— Socialism Yes — Bu-
reaucracy No," confronted an embas-
sy official—a Mr. Novotny—at the
door and demanded to see the Czecho-
slovak ambassador.

A statement on behalf of the YS/LJS
was read by Jacquie Henderson, Cen-
tral Office organizer of the YS/LJS.
The statement said, in part: "We who
have experienced our government's at-
tack on our civil liberties with the
War Measures Act and the Public Or-
der Act. .. feel the outrage, shock
and horror of the Czechoslovakian

people at this criminal act of political
repression.”

The Young Socialists found them-
selves surrounded by uniformed Ot-
tawa cops with a row of police cars
parked in the street in front of the
embassy. The delegation refused to
move.

A little later, the cops moved in.
The delegation was pushed and
shoved down the embassy stairs. One
member of the YS/LJS was attacked
by a cop, knocked to the ground,
forced into a waiting police car, and
taken to police headquarters for ques-
tioning. Others were manhandled,
threatened with arrest, and had their
clothing ripped.

A statement later released by the
YS/LJS condemned both the refusal
of the Czechoslovak embassy officials
to hear their delegation and the out-
rageous "use of the Ottawa cops to
avoid answering the questions raised
by the delegation.”

Both Canada-wide television net-
works and the Canadian Press news
service reported the action. 0

333



If You Can’'t Run It, Wreck It

How Moscow Split the Venezuelan Communist Party

By Gerry Foley

"The Fourth Congress of the Venezu-
elan Communist party, held in Cara-
cas January 23-27 ... clearly and
decisively demonstrated the loyalty of
Venezuelan Communists to Marxism-
Leninism and proletarian internation-
alism, giving an example of uncom-
promising struggle against opportun-
ism,"” according to I. U. Kozlov in the
February 17 issue of Pravda.

"The Congress approved a resolu-
tion expelling the anti-Leninist splitter
faction of Marquez and Petkoff."

The week before, January 14-18, the
Marquez-Petkoff group, which had
claimed the support of a majority of
party members and all the Communist
youth during the factional struggle,
held a congress to found a new party
—the MAS [Movimiento al Socialismo
— Movement Toward Socialism].

It was evident that the dissident
grouping had taken a very substan-
tial section of the party, if not the
majority, with them, leaving the
Venezuelan CP an aging and ossified
sect. The Kremlin's insistence that
Teodoro Petkoff be purged at all costs
seems to have forced the split, as well
as widening and deepening it. The
young CP leader became the target
of scurrilous attacks from Moscow
after he wrote and published two
books criticizing the Soviet invasion
of Czechoslovakia, as well as the Sta-
linist line in the third world of sup-
porting the national bourgeoisie. *

The Pravda writer, however, had
some cause for satisfaction in the
wreck of the Venezuelan CP. The
Kremlin had achieved its fundamental
objective. Once again it had a depend-
able mouthpiece in the country. The
radical wing led by Petkoff had been
excommunicated from world Stalin-
ism. The principle of monolithism in
internal CP life had been reconfirmed.

Kozlov noted the rump Venezuelan
CP's effusive pledges of loyalty to
Moscow: "In the session on interna-

* See "Crisis in the Venezuelan CP over
Czechoslovakia," Intercontinental Press,
May 18, 1970, page 469; "Venezuelan
Stalinists in Crisis over Petkoff Book,"
Intercontinental Press, September 7, 1970,
page 733.
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tional questions, the congress declared:
'In the struggle against imperialism
and its allies, the decisive role is
played by the socialist camp and its
basic pillar of strength —the Soviet
Union. Our party affirms its unshake-
able determination continually to
strengthen our friendly ties with the
KPCC [Kommunisticheskii Partiia So-
vetskogo Soiuza-— Communist party
of the Soviet Union] and the vanguard
of the working class in other countries,
based on the principles of proletarian
internationalism. There is no place in
our ranks for anti-Sovieteers or those
who under various theoretical veils
make concessions to pernicious ten-
dencies promoting disunity in the
Communist movement.”

About a month and a half before
the Venezuelan CP congress was orig-
inally scheduled to open (December
4), the October 20 issue of Pravda
carried an article anathematizing Pet-
koff. Circulated in Venezuela by the
Soviet press service TASS, the text
of this denunciation left no doubt as
to what the Kremlin expected from
its Venezuelan supporters:

"The provocative activity of Petkoff
and his group cannot fail to create
certain difficulties for the revolution-
ary movement of Venezuela. However,
the experience of the international
Communist movement shows that
when all the healthy forces of the party
rally around the leadership in a reso-
lute struggle, based on the prinicples
of Marxism-Leninism, against oppor-
tunism, all attempts to divert the par-
ty from the true Leninist path will
suffer rebuff.”

The October 20 Pravda article re-
ferred to Petkoff, then still a leading
member of the PCV, as an anti- Lenin-
ist, a hater of the "socialist countries,”
and a "renegade." The young dissi-
dent's criticism of the Soviet-sponsored
invasion of Czechoslovakia drew the
heaviest fire: "In his book Czechoslo-
vakia— Socialism as a Problem, Pet-
koff solidarizes fully with the impe-
rialist circles in his evaluation of the
events in that country, and defends
the anti-Soviet, counterrevolutionary
forces that were trying to take Czecho-

slovakia out of the socialist camp.”

Pravda openly supported the ultra-
Stalinist wing of the party then en-
gaged in a public slander campaign
against the popular young leader:

"Petkoff's writings are filled with
frank hatred of the world's first so-
cialist state—the Soviet Union— and
of the party of Lenin. How correctly
the prominent Venezuelan CP activists
P. Ortega Diaz and A. Garcia Ponce
answered the renegade in their pam-
phlet 'The Antisocialist Views of T.
Petkoff,” writing that 'anti-Sovietism
is the thread that runs through Pet-
koff's book from the first page to the
last."™"

The leaders of the rump PCV con-
gress, Kozlov indicated, acknowledged
their debt to the Kremlin:

"The delegates of the congress ex-
pressed their deep gratitude to the sis-
ter parties and above all the KPCC
for the help they have given the PCV
in the difficult moments of its history.
Venezuelan Communists declared their
unwavering loyalty to the principles
of proletarian internationalism and
their determination to strengthen their
friendship with the KPCC."

The campaign against Petkoff had
been out in the open since at least
the February 1970 Central Committee
plenum. One of the most rabid attacks
came in a pamphlet entitled Indispens-
able Answers by the general secretary
of the PCV, Jesus Faria. Petkoff came
under fire not only from the right
but also from the centrist group led
by Pompeyo Méarquez, which was op-
posed to the revolutionary implica-
tions of the young leader's critique
of Stalinism.

The fact that Moscow felt it neces-
sary to intervene heavy-handedly in
the dispute suggests that the right-
wing leadership was unable to rally
the support needed to "restore order”
in the party ranks. In fact, press re
ports in Venezuela indicate that the
right was forced to organize a split
in advance of the congress to save
itself from certain defeat. In so doing -
it drove out the center grouping of\)
MArquez as well as the radicals fol-
lowing Petkoff, thereby shattering the
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Venezuelan CP.

"After more than 600 conferences of
Communist cells and sixteen or seven-
teen regional conferences (including
the Caracas and Miranda regions)
have been held, the results of the con-
gress could be predicted,” the Caracas
weekly Vea y Lea wrote in its Decem-
ber 7 issue. "The most dogmatic sector,
headed by the Garcia Ponce family,
would suffer a defeat in its efforts
to get a monolithic, quiet party, that
would be content with surviving 'until
better times.’

"This did not mean that the con-
gress would be dominated by the most
radical sectors of the so-called left
wing of the CP, or that the Communist
leadership was going to be totally
changed, or that the PCV was going
to take a radical turn programmat-
ically. No. What had been assured (by
the results of important regional con-
ferences like those in Aragua and Mo-
nagas, to say nothing of Caracas and
Miranda) was the continuation of the
process of discussion and internal re-
form. What had been assured was
the defeat of the folkloric version of
Stalinism.

"And confronted precisely with these
results, the Garcia Ponces and Eduar-
do Machados launched an attack in
the PCV. They could not permit the
members to decide by majority vote
because they were 'confused.” They
demanded that the political bureau
of the PCV expel Teodoro Petkoff be-
fore the congress and suspend its con-
vocation indefinitely until a congress
of true Communists could be orga-
nized."

Offspring

of the Communist Party

Shortly  after making this demand,
the PCV right wing moved to pre
cipitate a physical split. In its Decem-
ber 14 issue, Vea y Lea reported:

"1. The Stalinist clique met in Jun-
quito, the center of Garcia Ponce's
fief, to decide to sabotage the resolu-
tions of the Central Committee of the
PCV and provoke an immediate split.

"2. On Tuesday, December 8, they
carried out their plans. They showed
up at various plenums in the Federal
District (El Valle, Santa Rosalia, El
Recreo) with a statement in the name
of Jesis Faria which declared: (a)
that the PCV was already split; (b)
that a group of cadres headed by
Pompeyo Marquez was going to found
another party; (c¢) that this group,
therefore, could not attend the con-
gress . . .

"3. After making this report known,
they called on all 'true Communists’
to walk out of the plenums being held.
They achieved the following results.

"In El Valle, out of thirty-two at-
tending the plenum, nine withdrew.
Of fourteen delegates elected to the
Regional Conference, four withdrew.
Of twenty-three attending the plenum
in Rosalia, three withdrew."

At the Central Committee plenum on
the eve of the congress, the split was
consumm ated. All leaders of the party
and of the youth critical of old-fash-
ioned Stalinism announced at Com-
munist Youth headquarters that they
had definitively split from the super-
loyal nucleus supported by the Krem-
lin.

In an interview in the December 21
issue of Vea y Lea, the centrist leader

Pompeyo Méarquez explained the rea-
sons that produced such an extensive
split in the PCV:

"I maintained that it was necessary
to go into the congress and come out
of it united. This means dealing ideo-
logically with the problems under dis-
cussion, dealing politically with errors,
and giving adequate treatment to the
problem of cadres. I thought that the
PCV had a great historic opportunity
to become the leading party of the
Venezuelan left if it succeeded in over-
coming this situation [presumably, the
internal dispute] and presenting a fresh
image of an up-to-date party with suf-
ficient flexibility in handling its intern-
al problems and with one policy and
one leading center.

"Opposing this idea were comrades
who used theory as a dogma, who
recited a Marxist-Leninist catechism,
who conceived of proletarian interna-
tionalism in the old way, as if we
were in the infancy of the Third In-
ternational, who continued to speak
of a single leading center of the inter-
national Communist movement, who
regarded any opinion of a comrade
in a powerful sister party as an order.

"There was a conflict between the
concept of respecting the sovereign will
of the membership as expressed in
cell and regional conferences and the
concept that the party had to be
purged before the congress, of making
the 'Petkoff question' the key question
in the party and for the Venezuelan
revolution. In this situation the dog-
matists tried to carry out a 'coup
d'etat.” We rebelled against it. The

responsibility for the split is obvious."

The MAS—Not a Plus for the Venezuelan Workers

By Alfonso Ramirez

Caracas

The founding congress of MAS [Mo-
vimiento al Socialismo — Movement
Toward Socialism (the initials spell
the Spanish word for "more")] took
place January 14-18 in Caracas. In
a long report, Pompeyo Marquez, who
was elected general secretary of the
new organization, recounted the vicis-
situdes of the internal crisis in the
PCV [Partido Comunista Venezolano
— Venezuelan Communist party] that
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culminated in a split and the forma-
tion of a new party.

In the public statements heralding
the appearance of the MAS on the
political scene, the differences that im-
pelled its members to break from the
PCV were listed, along with the planks
of its present platform of struggle.
Examination of these points will en-
able us to gauge how much the new
party  differs from the old. The dis-

tance is not always very great, as
we shall see.

In their indictment of the PCV, the
leaders of the MAS chose to attribute
its failures to dogmatism. That is,
they claimed that the PCV chiefs had
proved incapable of comprehending
the Venezuelan reality, which is very
different from the schema the party
has been following since 1936. Try-
ing to throw off this dogmatism, the
MAS offered an analysis of the na-
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tional situation in its Tesis [Theses],
which I will comment on.

This analysis, whose economic
points and class focus I consider cor-
rect, leads to a political conclusion
calling for a total challenge to the
capitalist system in Venezuela. In this,
it breaks (at least in theory) with the
traditional postulate of "comunismo
criollo” [the Latin-American CPs] that
the Venezuelan revolution must be fun-
damentally anti-imperialist but not an-
ticapitalist.

Does this mean that the MAS has
adopted the principle maintained by
Teodoro Petkoff (the No. 2 figure of
the organization) in his book Socialis-
mo para Venezuela [Socialism for Ven-
ezuela]—i.e., "in our time if a revolu-
tion does not become socialist, it is
not a revolution"? The answer must
be sought both in the Proposiciones
de Tesis Programaticas [Proposed Pro-
grammatic Theses], which were ap-
proved by the first congress of the
MAS, and in the actual course fol-
lowed by this party.

This question is linked to a second
one that casts a good deal of light
on the real differences separating the
MAS from the PCV: Are there distinct
and separate stages in the revolution-
ary process? In his book, Petkoff ex-
plicitly denies the existence of such
stages.

Like the Bible, the Tesis Programa-
ticas lend themselves to the most di-
verse interpretations. The document
was drawn up by a commission pre-
sided over by Pompeyo Marquez, that
based its work on a draft written by
Marquez himself to be submitted to
debate at the Fourth Congress of the

PETKOFF: Second in command of the MAS.
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PCV. The split in the party prevented
its being discussed there.

On the one hand, the Tesis state:
"4) As an alternative to the prevail-
ing system of class rule, the Vene-
zuelan revolution has a fundamental
task — to break down and eliminate
the imperialist-dominated capitalist
structure and build a society free from
exploitation or oppression. In order
to achieve this, we must completely
oust imperialism and the old ruling
classes from power and establish a
new kind of state as the decisive lever
of social transformation. 5) Achiev-
ing the ultimate objectives of the rev-
olution cannot be done all at once
in one grand stroke. To the contrary,
it presupposes an ascending course
of development with successive and,
in general terms, qualitatively more
advanced gains being scored.”

This statement is unobjectionable
since, in the last analysis, the social-
ist revolution cannot be made over-
night but presupposes a whole pro-
cess of uninterrupted development.
However, the Tesis very quickly go
on to assert completely contradictory
ideas. Here is what they say in the
very next two paragraphs.

In the first: "Based on this general
concept, we can state that the advance
of revolutionary transformations will
pass through different periods or
stages in the development of the
changes defining the revolution and
by which it will be deepened, consol-
idated, and strengthened.”

And in the second paragraph: "The
experience of successful revolutions
does not, however, support the idea
of a process proceeding in completely
distinct, well-defined stages according
to a rigorous and obligatory order.”

When the Tesis attempt to be a little
more specific, we get the following
projection: "Given the economic and
social structure of Venezuela, the tagk
of eliminating foreign domination and
its fundamental bases of support in
Venezuelan society takes on a certain
preeminence and priority in the gen-
eral course of the revolution. Hence,
as a prominent part of the overall
revolutionary process, we must envi-
sion an antilatifundist, antioligarchi-
cal, and anti-imperialist stage, in
which the tasks of social change focus
on breaking American domination,
liquidating the political and economic
power of the sectors of the big bour-
geoisie in the service of American im-
perialism, overcoming the vestiges of
backwardness, and liquidating big

landed property, the latifundio.”

What difference is there between the
idea put forth in this last paragraph
and the PCV's official theory that in
Venezuela and, in general, in Latin
America, a bourgeois-democratic, or
"popular-democratic”" stage, as MAr-
quez terms it, must come first? What
form would this first stage take? From
the Tesis, it would not be too much
to assume that three models already
exist for the initial stage of the social-
ist revolution in Latin America— the
cases of Peru, Chile, and Bolivia. The
Tesis point to these cases as examples.
Moreover, in discussing therevolution-
ary state, the Tesis maintain: "In or-
der to liquidate foreign domination
and its bases of support within the
country, we must form a popular,
anti-imperialist government.”

To characterize a political group,
it is not enough to read their doc-
ments, above all, if they are written
in the sybilline language typical of
Pompeyo Marquez. Besides Marquez's
standard "dialectical" doubletalk, we
also find some equally standard warn-
ing signs: "Theory and program can-
not anticipate the exact course of the
revolutionary process.”

To characterize a political group,
you have to observe its day-to-day
activity. The new party held its first
big public meeting February 5. Pres-
ent on the platform as invited guests
were representatives of the bourgeois
opposition parties—the URD [Unién
Republicana Democratica — Democrat-
ic Republican Union], the MEP [Mo-
vimiento Electoral de Pueblo — Peo-
ple's Electoral Movement], and the
FDP [Fuerza Democratica Popular—
Popular Democratic Force]. Along
with them were independent political
figures who have made a profitable
profession out of their nonalignment.
Seeing them all sitting there, I remem-
bered a sentence in the MAS's Mes-
sage to the Workers: "The MAS of-
fers a different kind of image from
that of the dogmatists and reformists.”

The point made in this meeting and
taken up in the party weekly is that
the MAS is seeking an alliance with
the URD and the MEP for the 1973
elections, in order to "create the con-
ditions for a single slate of the anti-
imperialist and socialist left.”

The MAS leadership has realized

that the masses are once again begin-\ )

ning to move and it seems that it
wants to give impetus to the mass
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movement by an alliance with the
bourgeois opposition parties.

In fact, the Venezuelan masses have
not been dormant in recent years.
They have been unable to find a po-
litical leadership that could give a
focus to their profound discontent. Up
to now, the only kind of candidates
for political leadership they have seen
are a Luis Beltran Prieto and a Jovito
Villalba. The first, like Juan Bosch
in Santo Domingo, wants to eliminate
the evils of the bourgeoisie by elevat-
ing the petty bourgeoisie. The second,
after thirty-five years of political som-
ersaults, has seen no other way of
achieving his secret presidential am-
bitions than dressing up his speeches
in phony radical verbiage.

Some 400,000 Venezuelans demon-
strated their repudiation in 1968 of
the corrupt democracy that rules us
by voting for Pérez Jiménez. Today
this sentiment has spread to a much
larger number. These people have
seen that the supporters of the former
dictator are quite content to draw their
salaries as senators and deputies, and
rake in the graft. But since Pérez Ji-
ménez remains outside the country,
they assume that he is also outside
the system that they detest. And, if
the real fighters for socialism do not
offer a revolutionary solution to these
alienated, unemployed strata, the de-
ception will persist.

It is not just a matter of appealing
to those sectors of the population that
live on the fringes both of produc-
tion and of the cities. The fact is that
if you want to form a party of the
Venezuelan working class — which has
never existed up to now-— you cannot
tie yourself up with any other force
than the workers. The MAS wants
to develop a revolutionary conscious-
ness in the workers. But it will never
achieve this aspiration if it seeks pacts
with the bourgeoisie, big or small.
Like the peasants and the so-called
marginal sectors, the petty bourgeoisie
may follow a historically revolution-
ary course, but only insofar as it ac-
cepts the leading role of the working
class. And in order to play its lead-
ing role, the proletariat must be or-
ganized independently.

We agree with the MAS that no rev-
olutionary Marxist can light-mindedly
abstain from using the electoral arena
in educating the masses on the ways
and means of carrying out the rev-
olution. But in order to do this, the
revolutionary party must "present a
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different image." The Venezuelan mass-
es are sick of the usual parties — the
PCV, MEP, URD, FDP, and FND
[Frente Nacional Democratico— Na-
tional Democratic Front}, to say noth-
ing of the alternating twins of two-

MARQUEZ: "Dialectical" doubletalk.

party democracy.* And today a
group that proclaims itself fundamen-
tally hostile to the established system
comes on the scene saying: "We must
develop ties with the most progres-
sive, politically and socially conscious
sectors in the country." If you don't
think that a mass party can be built
that is not bound to the system, then
develop ties with those sectors.

From the contrast between the ideas
of the left wing, advocated by Pet-
koff in his two books; and those of
the center, which Pompeyo MAarquez
asserted in his PCV draft program, it
seemed logical that these groups
would develop in opposite directions.
We expected the center toevolvetoward
an understanding with the right wing
that remained in the PCV, to the point
of taking over the right's old ground.
Conversely, we expected the left wing
to break definitively from Stalinist re-
formism. We did not think it was pos-
sible for these two groups to fuse in-

* Accion Democratica [Democratic Action,
an old anti-imperialist party turned reac-
tionary] and COPEI [Comite Organizado
por Elecciones Independientes — Commit-
tee for Independent Political Action, the
Christian Democratic party] are the big
bourgeois parties in Venezuela. They have
been trying to establish a two-party sys-
tem on the American model. — IP

to one party. What happened? The
ideas expressed by Petkoff are not
those the MAS is putting forward to-
day.

At the very least, there is the first
of Petkoff's books, which firmly con-
demned the Russian invasion of
Czechoslovakia. Do the Tesis also con-
demn this action? By no means. They
do not even refer to it by name. The
only reference is these four words:
"The events in Czechoslovakia." What
about the bureaucracy in the work-
ers states? Petkoff did not explore the
nature of this phenomenon in depth,
but he did recognize the existence of
a privileged, oppressor stratum. It
seems that for the MAS there is no
Soviet bureaucracy, just as there was
no invasion of Czechoslovakia.

From Marquez's standpoint the
worst of all sins is "anti-Sovietism"—
indulged in, as he sees it, not only
by the enemies of the Soviet Union
but also by the critics of the bureau-
cratic and repressive regime imposed
on the Russian people. And the lat-
ter group includes Petkoff. How could
Petkoff and the people apparently fol-
lowing him agree to be part of a
movement whose statement of princi-
ples more or less parallels that of the
old party from which they have brok-
en? Are we seeing a capitulation, or
is there an internal struggle going
on that we do not know about and
which must lead to the split we regard-
ed as inevitable?

Some elements of the equation are
missing, such as Teodoro Petkoff and
Pompeyo Marquez added together.
From what we have been able to learn
from reliable sources in the party,
the mathematical symbol "™MAS"
[more, or plus] seems to be a minus.
The following figures are indicative.
Before the split, the PCV branch in
the Caracas parish of Catia had 200
members. After the split, only 35 re-
mained in the PCV and barely 15
joined MAS. The other 150 did not
abandon politics but remained active
outside the two organizations. This,
in varying proportions, is what hap-
pened in all the branches.

The MAS has broken with the PCV
only halfway. It was not for nothing
that at the inaugural meeting of the
new party, the portrait of Gustavo
Machado [the leader of the PCV in
Stalin's time| was to be seen along-
side Lenin, Ho Chi Minh, and other
international leaders in the mural be-
hind the speakers' platform. Old Ven-
ezuelan Stalinist leaders, with Pom-
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peyo Marquez at the head of the list,
have been included in the leadership
of the MAS.

In opposition to the authoritarian
and autocratic regime that Guillermo
Ponce, with foreign backing, tried to
fasten on the PCV, and impressed by
the evidence of the worldwide break-
up of Stalinism, these men and wom-

On Eve of Elections

en left the decrepit PCV without chang-
ing their Stalinist ideas. Like the Cath-
olic Church after the Vatican Coun-
cil, they have modernized their rituals.
Their masses are no longer said in
the dead language of Stalinism. But
in their new language, without quota-
tions from Stalin, they continue to
repeat the same litanies.

The MAS is not the party needed
by the Venezuelan revolution. There
was a reason why those who left their
old home in the PCV did not cross

the threshold of the new party. Bu\_)

the party needed in Venezuela is ges-
tating. Upon its birth, the MAS, by
comparison, will seem but a feeble
effort. a

600,000 Japanese

By Susumu Okatani

More than 600,000 workers gath-
ered at rallies in 221 towns and cities
on March 14 as the spring offensive
of the Japanese labor movement
opened. The rallies, organized by the
Cooperative Committee for the 1971
Spring Offensive, stressed the struggle
for higher wages as well as the fight
against rising prices and taxes, hous-
ing shortages, and pollution.

At the Tokyo rally, in which 100,-
000 workers took part, Makoto Ichi-
kawa, chairman of Sohyo (the largest
national federation of trade unions)
and the Cooperative Committee, called
for united action by all unionists to
win the demands of the offensive. Rep-
resentatives of Zenkoku Kinzoku [Na-
tional Trade Union of Metal and En-
gineering Workers] and Kokuro [Na-
tional Railway Workers' Union],
speaking for workers in the private
and public sectors respectively,
pledged their determination to carry
the struggle through to victory.

Last year the metal and engineering
workers spearheaded the offensive,
winning initial wage increases of 10,-
000 yen per month [360 yen equal
U. S.$1]. Other unions, following the
success of the metal and engineering
workers, won average increases of 18
percent, the highest achieved to date.

This year the railway workers are
expected to play a leading role in
the offensive.

One of the slogans carried at the
Tokyo rally, "For Victory in the Gu-
bernatorial Elections," was in support
of the candidacy of Ryokichi Minobe,
who is running for his second term of
office as governor of the Tokyo Met-
ropolitan Prefecture on a joint Com-
munist-Socialist party ticket. Minobe
addressed the rally, calling on the par-
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ticipants to recover "the blue sky and
green environment,” which can only
be achieved, he said, by fighting the
policies of the ruling Liberal Demo-
cratic party [LDP].

Local elections are scheduled for
April and elections to the upper house
in June. Already workers' candidates
have taken the platform at rallies.

The election of eighteen governors
to be held on April 11 is the main
focus of the local elections. At the
same time there will be mayoralty
elections in Osaka and Yokohama,
local assembly elections throughout
the country, and ward assembly elec-
tions in Tokyo. Mayoralty elections
in smaller cities, elections of munici-
pal assemblies, heads of towns and
villages, and members of town and
village assemblies will take place on
April 25.

The Liberal Democratic party hasits
own candidates for governor, or is
supporting conservative candidates,
for all the contested seats. The Com-
munist party is running opposing can-
didates in all election districts. In three
cases— Tokyo, Osaka and Fukuoka—
the Communist party and the Social-
ist party have agreed on joint can-
didates. The SP itself, the main oppo-
sition party, is fielding only six can-
didates. In the nine remaining guber-
natorial races it is divided between
supporting either the Communist or
Liberal Democratic candidates. Both
the Komei [right-wing Clean Govern-
ment party] and the Democratic So-
cialists are taking a passive afttitude
to the gubernatorial elections. In no
case are the Socialist, Komei, and
Democratic Socialist parties joining
forces to field a united candidacy.

Workers Demand Higher Wages

As illustrated by the number of its
candidates, the Communist party is
making an all-out effort to increase
its strength through electoral activity.
It ran candidates in all election dis-
tricts in recent general elections. Pre-
senting an image of a party "on the
move" by its day-to-day activities, it
has increased its proportion of thevote
at successive elections.

In 1969 the Communist party re-
ceived 6.8% of the vote, up from 4.8%
in the previous election. The Liberal
Democrats dropped from 48.8% to
47.6% over the same period, while
the Socialist party dropped from
27.9% to 21.5%.

It seems certain that the success of
the Communist party in increasing
its share of the votes will continue in
the coming local elections. The suc-
cess of the Communist party should
be recognized on this point. However,
militant workers and students have
criticized the tactics the CP uses to
bolster its electoral power. During the
elections the CP poses as a "lovable"
and peaceful party and avoids rad-
ical struggles. Active unionists feel that
the local elections are monopolizing
the attention of the CP leaders, while
the workers are struggling for the de-
mands of the spring offensive.

The election for governor of the Tok-
yo  Metropolitan  Prefecture has
aroused the most attention. The in-
cumbent Minobe is being challenged
by Akira Hatano, former superinten-
dent general of the Tokyo Metropoli-
tan Police Department, who is running
as a Liberal Democrat. Prime Minis
ter Eisaku Sato, who is waging an
all-out effort to win the elections for
the Liberal Democrats, has said: "We
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cannot say we have won the election
if we lose Tokyo."

The number of eligible voters in
Tokyo, the world's most populous

( metropolis, is estimated to be about

8,000,000. Assuming that voter turn-
out will be approximately 65%, a min-
imum of 2,500,000 votes will be nec-
essary to win the election. In the 1969
general election, the LDP received 1,-
515, 941 votes in Tokyo, against the
SP's 733,939 votes and the CP's 704,-
512. Thus, the victor this time must
win over the 1,300,000 votes of the
Komei party and the Democratic So-
cialist party, as well as other uncom-
mitted voters.

The success of the LDP in nine
gubernatorial elections already held
this year cannot be ignored, but the
LDP mayoralty candidates in Kyoto
and Toyama were defeated by can-
didates run jointly by the CP and the
SP. The LDP's loss in Toyama is
attributable to the pollution problem,
which is becoming one of the main
election issues.

The Minobe camp is stressing the
slogan "Stop Sato." They insist that
after two decades of LDP government
nationally, victory should be theirs
in Tokyo, which contains 10% of the
country's population.

Credit for success in the guberna-
torial and mayoralty elections in
Kyoto last year and early this year
must be given to the Communist par-
ty, although the candidacies werejoint-
ly sponsored by the CP and the So-
cialist party. The secretary general of
the SP pointed out that there had been
some victories in cases where the SP
and CP jointly sponsored candidates,
but that where the SP had joined with
the DSP or the Komei party there were
only losses. Minobe in Tokyo, Ryoichi
Kuroda in Osaka and Shinnen
Tagaya in Fukuoka are all hoping
that the CP-SP alliance will bring suc-
cess.

Active Socialists in Osaka are not
happy about the alliance with the CP,
however temporary it may be. They
view it as capitulation by their leaders
to CP sectarianism, rather than as real
united action.

This suspicion is based mainly on
the attitude of the CP in previous
campaigns. The CP refused to join
the SP and Sohyo in united action
against the war in Vietnam and the
U. S.-Japan Treaty. It likewise ab-

( stained from the fight for the return

of Okinawa to Japan.
The reason given by the CP leaders
for abstaining from these struggles

April 12, 1971

SANRIZUKA FARMERS resist attempts by riot police to evict them from their land.
Since 1968, farmers in the area intended for a new Tokyo international airport have
lost all but 1,400 acres. In March, the Japanese government mobilized 5,000 police
to complete the dispossession. Supported by more than 10,000 workers and students,
the farmers fought back against police attacks. Police reported 461 arrests.

was that revisionists and Trotskyists
were participating in the campaigns.

There were many active rank-and-
file leaders in the campaigns who left
the Communist party in 1961 after it
supported the Chinese in the Sino-So-
viet rift, but who are now critical of
the Soviet Union because of its inva-
sion of Czechoslovakia in 1968.

A Trotskyist professor was among
the top leaders of the Cooperative
Committee Against the U. S.-Japan
Treaty. Young Socialists feel that their
leaders have pandered to the CP and
excluded so-called revisionists and
Trotskyists, known to have been

prominent in real workers' struggles,
in order to attain the electoral alliance.

Militant unionists, busy organizing
united-action groups of young work-
ers, are trying to draw together dis-
contented workers who oppose the sec-
tarian SP-CP bloc.

They will probably assimilate the
lessons of the gubernatorial election
in Chiba Prefecture. Under the pres-
sure of militant struggles by peasants,
workers, and students against the gov-
ernment's proposed expansion of
Tokyo International Airport, the SP
in Chiba is running its own radical
candidate. 0
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In Defense of the Right to Hear Dissident Opinions

The Importance of the Mandel Case

By George Novack

The favorable federal court ruling in Brooklyn March
11 on the Mandel case was especially noteworthy for
three reasons. First of all, it upheld the right of the in-
ternationally known Belgian Marxist to secure a visa to
lecture in the United States, along with the right of the
academic coplaintiffs to hear his views in person.

Two of the three judges declared that the government
could not exclude an alien from coming to this country
on account of his revolutionary ideas and affiliations.
They granted a preliminary injunction against Attorney
General Mitchell and Secretary of State Rogers, who had
twice prohibited Mandel from fulfilling speaking engage-
ments here in the fall of 1969.

Their decision also rendered unconstitutional and in-
operative two sections {212(a) (28) and 212(d) (3) (A)]
of the Immigration and Nationality Act, better known as
the McCarran-Walter Act. Congress enacted this legislation
at the height of the cold-war hysteria in 1952 and passed
it over President Truman's veto. It has since been a cor-
nerstone of the rampart erected by the forces of reaction
against the free exchange of ideas across international
boundaries.

The majority opinion has dealt the hardest blow to the
McCarran-Walter Act since it was put in the statute books.
Justice Dooling wrote in his thirty-page opinion: "The
sole and effective effect of the statute is to operate as a
means of restraining the entry of disfavored political doc-
trine, and it is a forbidden enactment.” A March 22 New
York Times editorial, acclaiming the decision, expressed
the hope that "this reaffirmation of a nation unafraid of
free traffic in ideas, even beyond the national boundaries,
ought to set the scene for the too-long delayed elimination
of the McCarran Act in its entirety.”

These two victories by themselves give great significance
to the decision. But a constitutional issue of a far more
fundamental character was likewise clarified by the dis
trict court.

The plaintiffs' attorneys, Leonard Boudin and David
Rosenberg, had argued that the right of Americans to
hear the most diverse views from all quarters is an inte-
gral part of the First Amendment guarantee of free speech.
The right to hear is inseparable from the right to know,
the right of free assembly, and the right of free expression.
The Mandel case presented this point for adjudication in
the most clear-cut m anner.

This was recognized by both parties in the case and by
both the minority and majority of the three-judge panel.
The government argued that it had unrestricted sovereign
authority to exclude anyone from the United States— on
any ground. This was necessary, it claimed, for the self-
preservation of the existing system against the menace
of Communist subversion. Thus "the Attorney General
is not required to have factual support for or to justify
his discretionary decision not to grant temporary admis-
sion since the power to exclude is absolute and waiver of
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exclusion purely a matter of grace." The dissenting judge,
Bartels, agreed with this contention.

The Brooklyn court majority took the contrary position.
While it acknowledged the validity of the country's con-
cern with "the threat of international Communism"” and
doctrines aiming at the overthrow of the established order,
it placed the First Amendment guarantee of free expression
above any real or alleged apprehension about the dangers
of subversion from without through the admittance of
individuals preaching revolutionary ideas.

It interpreted the First Amendment as an independent
and inviolable part of the Constitution. In Justice Dooling's
opinion, "the First Amendment is not in its primary and
most significant aspect a grant of the Constitution to the
citizen of individual rights of self-expression but on the
contrary reflects the total retention by the people as sov-
ereign to themselves of the right to free and open debate
of political questions.”

The pertinent sections of the McCarran-Walter Act were
proclaimed invalid because they imposed "a prior restraint
on constitutionally protected communication." Neither Con-
gress nor the executive can override the rights protected
by the First Amendment.

"The prevention of the teaching and advocacy that is
not incitement or conspiracy to initiate presently pro-
grammed violence is not in any degree a legislative ob-
jective but a forbidden one,” Dooling wrote. "It is forbid-
den, in ultimate analysis, because the public interest—
expressed in the First Amendment— requires that citizens
as sovereign have access to evaluation and accept or reject
that teaching as well as every other teaching and ad-
vocacy."

He pointed out that the Supreme Court had clearly
distinguished between advocacy and acts, and had upheld
the legality of the former. There is "a dichotomy between
the protected freedom to preach the doctrines thus legis-
latively pronounced to be abhorrent to the nation's free
institutions and the punishable illegality of taking signifi-
cant action to initiate subversion and revolution.”

The majority emphasized that the First Amendment
guaranteed "to the people as sovereign" their right to "an
open and wide-ranging debate, publication and assembly,
to review the government they have created, the adequacy
of its functioning and the presence or absence of a need
to alter or displace it." This is an unusually strong affir-
mation of First Amendment rights against attempts by the
legislative and executive branches to restrict or deny them.

Most cases on constitutional questions brought before
the federal courts hinge on the defense of the freedoms
contained in the Bill of Rights. These are essential in
view of the recurrent efforts made by the authorities, es-
pecially in periods of repression, to violate or pare them
down.

It is not often that a decision in a constitutional case )

explicitly and positively affirms the extension of a right
whose status has previously been moot and in a twilight
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zone. Such is the prime significance of the Mandel case.
The majority ruling declares in unmistakable terms that
the right to hear is a vital ingredient of the constitutional
liberties of American citizens and that the government

bdoes not have unlimited power to impose restrictions upon

its exercise. The court said that if Mandel's ideas can be
introduced by mail, television, the press, and by tapes,
they cannot be kept out by preventing his personal visit.

The issues at stake fully justify the initiative taken by
the group of distinguished figures from leading Eastern
universities who were coplaintiffs with Ernest Mandel in
the suit. They are Professor Norman Birnbaum, depart-
ment of anthropology-sociology at Ambherst; Professor
Noam Chomsky, Massachusetts Institute of Technology;
Richard A. Falk, professor of international law, Princeton;
Professor Robert Heilbroner, New School for Social Re-
search; Professor Wassily Leontiev, Harvard, who is chair-
man of the American Economics Association; Professors
David Mermelstein and Louis Menashe, Polytechnic Insti-
tute of Brooklyn; and Professor Robert Wolff, department
of philosophy, Columbia.

The court recognized that these scholars had a special
interest in the free flow of ideas. It cited the 1957 case of
Sweezy v. New Hampshire, showing that "the essentiality
of freedom of debate within the community of universities
has been repeatedly recognized and has drawn from the
[Supreme] Court very strong expressions of the heightened
importance of First Amendment rights in the field of edu-

Mexico

cation." The fact that Mandel's projected visit was largely
centered in the academic community gave these professors
"a specificity of interest in his admission, reinforced by
the general public interest in the prevention of any stifling
of political utterance," it concluded.

It remains to be seen whether the Justice Department
will persist in its refusal to lift the ban on Mandel after
the federal court ruling and the State Department's previ-
ous recommendation that it do so. The Attorney General
is highly unlikely to acquiesce in a situation where the
provisions of the McCarran-Walter Act restricting entry of
aliens with views abhorrent to the Nixon administration
have been knocked out. Thus the lower court ruling will
almost certainly be appealed to the Supreme Court.

If the high court should sustain the position enunciated
by Justices Dooling and Feinberg, the Mandel case will
be a landmark in recent constitutional litigation over the
freedoms of the American people. In this connection it is
interesting to note how many of the precedents mentioned
in the majority opinion, such as Lamont, Kent, Sweezy,
and Zemel, were actions taken to the Supreme Court by
the National Emergency Civil Liberties Committee since
its founding in 1951. The Mandel case is the latest in its
twenty-year series designed to defend and reinforce our
constitutional liberties.

March 29, 1971

Echeverria Releases 16 More Political Prisoners

trio Vallejo were kept in prison for

Mexico City
Continuing its policy of "waiving"
the sentences of small groups of po-
litical prisoners, the regime of Presi-
dent Luis Echeverria on March 9 re
leased sixteen more victims of the
1968 witch-hunt against the student
and popular movement in Mexico.
The latest group included one of
the most prominent critics of the re-
gime, Manuel Marcué Pardinas, for-
mer publisher of the oppositionist
magazine Politica; as well as Flo-
rencio Loépez Osuna, director of the
Escuela Superior de Ingenieria Meca-
nica y Eléctrica of the Polytechnic In-
stitute; Félix Sanchez Hernandez Ga-
mundi of the same institution; and
Wiliam Rosado Poblete, a Puerto Ri-
can. All had been held in prison for
more than two years.
Under pressure from world and do-
mestic public opinion, the new gov-
ernment in Mexico has adopted more

- flexible tactics of political repression.

‘By releasing a few political prisoners
at a time, and trying to create the
impression that the jails are being

April 12, 1971

emptied, the government apparently
hopes to demobilize the campaign for
the release of all victims of the re
pression.

At the same time, facing a rise in
popular struggles, the regime wants
to maintain the level of political in-
timidation. Thus, the prisoners are
being released on the basis of "waiv-
ers' by the prosecution. They have to
put up a bond, report to court every
eight days, and are liable to reim-
prisonment at any time. Furthermore,
releasing a few prisoners at a time
has two other advantages for the re
gime. It makes it seem that the au-
thorities are not giving way to pop-
ular pressure. It enables the govern-
ment to carry on more effective, se-
lective victimization of those prisoners
considered most dangerous, or most
useful as examples.

This method was used against the
leaders of the 1959 railroad strike,
for instance. Most of those arrested
were released in a Trelatively short
time. But Valentin Campa and Deme-

eleven years.

The psychological pressures that the
government can put on political pris-
oners by this method of arbitrary and
selective releases were indicated by its
latest action March 9. It was an-
nounced that Carlos Sevilla would be
released the next day, March 10. He
was not, and the government has giv-
en no reason why.

The courage of the released prison-
ers and the militancy of their sup-
porters, however, are a powerful an-
swer to the government's tactic. Upon
walking out of Lecumberri prison,
Manuel Marcué Pardihas read amili-
tant statement, stressing: "My release
and that of these young students,
teachers, workers, and peasants is not
a big-hearted concession by the regime
of Luis Echeverria. It is really and
objectively a victory won by the strug-
gles of the Mexican people.”

Two days later, Friday, March 12,
the prisoners held a press conference
before a huge audience to denounce
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the repression and call for increased
efforts to free their comrades still in
jail.

The conference was marked by a
contagious spirit of militancy and
combativity exemplified by the newly
liberated prisoners. Despite the threat
of being returned to jail, the speakers
fearlessly attacked the government, to
the applause of the almost 2,000 stu-
dents who packed the Science School
auditorium on the University of Mex-
ico campus.

The main task of the student move-
ment at present, said Professor César
Molina Flores—one of the prisoners
just freed— was to get rid of the gang-
sters that have taken over some of
our schools. He was referring to the
police-sponsored goon squads that
have been especially active in the pre-
paratory schools attached to the Uni-
versity of Mexico. These groups see
their principal task as destroying the
Struggle Committees. To this end, they
have been trying to intimidate the stu-
dents, robbing them and beating them

up.

"It was stressed in the discussion,”
a special supplement to La Internacio-
nal, the organ of the Grupo Comu-
nista Internacionalista [International-
ist Communist group] reported, "that
we are on the eve of profound and
historic struggles in which the workers
and peasants will put a limit to the
arbitrariness and undemocratic pro-
cedures to which we are being subject-
ed. The speakers pointed out that we
must strive to build revolutionary and
popular organizations capable of forc-
ing respect for the rights of the masses.

Finally, they said that they were
going to see the attorney general to
ask him: 'Why are Gamundi, Osuna,
and the others free and not Rall Al-
varez, Guevara, Hebertc Castillo,
José Revueltas, and all the other im-
prisoned compafieros?'"

Plans for a mass rally in support
of the political prisoners March 17
were announced at the press confer-
ence. Some 10,000 copies of the spe-
cial supplement of La Internacional
reporting "the statements of the pris
oners and calling for attendance at
the rally are being distributed.

Letters and telegrams supporting de-
mands for the release of the political
prisoners can be sent to President Luis
Echeverria, Palacio Nacional, Mexico
1, D.F., Mexico. O
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Statement of Freed Victims

Solidarity with Those Still in Lecumberri

[The following statement, signed by
the Mexican political prisoners re
leased March 9, was read at a press
conference. March 12 in the Science
School auditorium on the University
of Mexico campus. It was published
in a special supplement to La Inter
nacional, the organ of the Grupo
Comunista Internacionalista (Interna-
tionalist Communist Group), from
which we have translated it.]

* * *

1. Our release was not brought about
by a deal. It was the result of the pres-
sure brought to bear by the popular
sectors and the government's attempt
to restore the democratic facade lost
because of the 1968 repression.

2. More than 100 compaheros are
still being held as political prisoners
in Lecumberri and many more in pro-
vincial jails.

3. Many contradictions are involved
in our release. Like the other compa-
heros still in prison, we were accused
before the same courts, given similar
sentences, and our trials were also
alike. Thus, there is no legal reason
why the majority of the political pris-
oners should remain behind bars
while we have been set free.

4. In October, November, and De-
cember, the attorney general's office
waived prosecution of many compa-
neros, who regained their freedom as
a result. The method used for releas-
ing these compaferos was political
and selective. The authorities had to
wait two years before using it again.
The procedure today is the same, but
no reasons have been given for the
action, as the law demands. The stan-
dard being applied is different now
because the latest waivers are in the
cases of compaheros whose guilt was
"ascertained” by a judge and "reflected”
in prison sentences.

5. In the case of every person re-
leased, our sentences were merely sus-
pended or we were forced to put up
bail. In this way, the authorities are
continuing their control and persecu-
tion of the "freed” prisoners.

6. It is obvious that the present
waivers do not meet the legal require-
ments. Therefore, the cases against the
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prisoners must be dropped immedi-
ately, unconditionally, and completely.

7. Our release is no guarantee that
the rest of our compafneros will be
freed. The official silence proves this.

8. The procedures involved in both
our trials and our release, as well
as the conditions imposed in exchange
for "our freedom,” show that the courts
are only an instrument of the execu-
tive.

9. The democratic paths for our
country that are being talked about
so much cannot be opened up aslong
as a single political prisoner remains
in jail.

10. Democratizing the political life
of our country is still on the agenda.
The present regime's ambiguous atti-
tude on the question of releasing the
political prisoners makes it an accom-
plice of its predecessor, with all the
implications this involves. Freedom
of assembly, demonstration, and ex-
pression are still to be achieved. Re-
spect for individual rights is an urgent
need.

The immediate tasks of the student
movement are to fight labor fakery
in the unions, strengthen the student
organizations, and support all pop-
ular struggles. We publicly declare our
determination to keep on fighting until
we win the unconditional release of
our comrades, and we pledge to stay
in the front line of the struggle to
liberate our people. O

Double Duty

A London cop, Sergeant Barry Wright,
has been ordained a priest in the Church
of England. Press reports did not indicate
how the sergeant-father plans to apply
his various skills to his two trades but
some ideas come to mind. Certainly his
training in interrogation should be help-
ful in extracting confessions from guilty
parishioners. On the other hand, if in the
course of his police duties he should feel
inclined to kill some miscreant, he is in a
position to give his victims the last rites
before dispatching them.

Nobody Wéars ‘Charles Jackets’

Mao Tsetung has been named one of the
100 best dressed men in the world by the
British magazine Taior and Cutter, ac;\l)
cording to a March 24 Reuters report.
Prince Charles, heir to the British throne,
was omitted from the list.
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\_Statements by the Fourth International
Forward to April 24

The invasion that U.S. President Nixon launched into Laos
is turning into a disaster. It is not only a military debacle for
the U.S. and its imperialist satellites —it spells the bankruptcy
of their proclaimed policy of the Vietnamization of the war in
Indochina and represents an inspiring victory of the forces of
the Vietnam revolution. But at the same time, faced with this
debacle, the imperialists may well turn to even more desperate
actions —such as the employment of nuclear weapons and the
establishment of a nuclear belt—or possibly an invasion of
the North.

April 24, the worldwide day of protest, offers new possibilities
to mobilize broader forces than ever before against the war,
and it thrusts on us all an increased responsibility to exert
every effort to make it the most powerful united front action
yet in support of the Vietnamese revolution.

In the United States the most massive coalition of forces yet
has united behind the two key actions for immediate withdrawal
of all U.S. troops being focused on Washington and San Fran-
cisco. New support is coming from important sectors of the
trade-union movement, and for the first time it would appear
that out of this action a continuing organization with a broad

base will be consolidated. The actions in Canada organized in
communities from coast to coast through united front committees
promise to be broader and larger than ever before. A high
point will be in the capital city of Ottawa where the delegates
will adjourn the session of the labor party convention to join
the demonstration. Once again Londoners will be rallying behind
the banners of a reconstituted Vietnam Solidarity Campaign.
Special efforts are being made to mobilize the British youth. In
France, following successful assemblies, one of which was
honored by the participation of Viethnamese and Cambodian
representatives, an Indochinese Solidarity Front has been orga-
nized. It plans an appropriate action on April 24. In Germany
there have already been successful demonstrations and meetings
at various points, and plans are afoot to bring this campaign
to an effective climax on April 24, In Italy and in many other
major sectors of the globe there have recently been meetings
and actions in solidarity with the Vietnamese revolution.

It is vital that militants everywhere make every possible effort
to make this April 24 a day that will never be forgotten.

United Secretariatofthe Fourth International
March 22,1971

Down with Anti-Communist Campaign of the Sudanese Government

The witch-hunt of Communist militants and the suppression
of the CP is on the order of the day in Sudan. Anticommunism
is now part of the official ideology of the nationalist military
regime that came to power on May 25, 1969. And it was with
the political support of "the so-called Communist party” that
this regime came to power. Statements by the Sudanese chief
of state General Nimeiry, broadcast by Radio Omdurman on
February 13, 1971, confirm that the so-called progressive Arab
states, as a whole, have now entered an open counterrevolu-
tionary course following the defeat of the Palestinian resistance
in Jordan in September 1970.

The military have launched a bloody war on Communist
militants: "From now on all those who declare themselves Com-
munists or who admit to belonging to a Sudanese Communist
organization will be crushed and destroyed. Communists have
no place in the revolution and they will be thrown out." It is
clear; there is not the slightest ambiguity. Nimeiry's justifications
for his counterrevolutionary actions are the traditional ones used
by Arab nationalist anticommunism when in power: "for having
tried to sabotage the country's economy, for having undermined
national unity and for having compromised the foreign rela-
tions of Sudan." That accordingly justifies the stand that "the
existence of this Communist party is impermissible in any case.
The members of this party are in fact isolated from the rest of
the country and we intend to purge from all government offices,
from all public services and all trade unions any Communist
elements wherever they are found."

Above all, as a defender of the econemic and political in-
terests of the petty bourgeoisie, General Nimeiry, as a good
disciple of Nasserism, knows the importance of the support and
of the aid of the Soviet Union for the stabilization of his own
regime. He lost no time in declaring that the measures taken
by "the revolution" in respect to the Sudanese Communist party
"will not in any case affect the close relation of the Sudan with
‘the Soviet Union and the socialist countries.”

Nasser accustomed us to such violent and bloody declara-
tions. They are in reality only a pale reflection of the old master,
Nimeiry has expanded in imitation, which is always the style
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of the Sudanese petty bourgeois in relation to his Egyptian
senior. But, behind the words and the traditional demagogy
of Arab nationalism in state power, the objectives of Nimeiry
are clear.

He wants to build a power which is still after two years of
existence quite weak, in a difficult period when all the so-called
progressive Arab states are veering to the right. So ends the
historically anti-imperialist and progressive role of the Arab
petty bourgeoisie in those countries where it took power through
military coups: in Egypt, Iraq, Syria, Libya, and Sudan. In
view of its incapacity to advance in an anti-imperialist direction
without risking being swept aside by the motion of the masses,
it resorts tc a course of eliminating all political forces on the
left — notably the Sudanese CP.

Sudan today is not Egypt of yesterday! The Sudanese petty-
bourgeois military leadership exercises a power of a Nasserite
bonapartist type, or rather it tries to. It has had on several
occasions in the past two years to call up the Sudanese CP to
smash several right-wing plots and to eliminate the religious
right wing which was directly linked with imperialism. The fact
that the regime needed the CP's help was evidence of its grave
weakness. Now the regime wants to crush the left which is as
a whole embraced by the CP, which has a mass influence in
the working class and amongst the peasants thanks to its trade-
union base, The Egyptian CP was never in such a position.

The dissolution of the Egyptian CP into Nasser's Arab So-
cialist Union occurred during a period of Nasserist strength
under the pressure of the Soviet Union, which found it a small
price to pay in order to penetrate Egypt. The Sudanese petty
bourgeoisie comes to power today after Nasserism has reached
its peak. Because of its weakness it was prevented from coming
to power earlier —it could only do so thanks to the help of the
Sudanese CP.

The Sudanese CP has followed the course of the Egyptian
except in a reverse way. The Sudanese CP did not agree to the
dissolution of the Egyptian CP. One of the leaders of the Sudan-
ese CP, Mohamed Ibrahim Naqd, openly revealed the position
of his party on this question. In his open letter "To a progres-
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sive Egyptian" (see Al-Hurriya, No. 554, February 14, 1971)
he declared: "The Sudanese CP, despite the importance and the
scope of the links that it has with all progressive Arab circles,
does not accept the intervention of an authority, even of the
Sudanese authority, in its affairs. It regrets any infringement
on its autonomy."

Mohamed Ibrahim Naqd reports that liquidationist and dis-
solutionist tendencies in the "power structure" appeared in 1966-
67, following the dissolution of the Egyptian CP in 1965 into
the Arab Socialist Union of Nasser. He adds: "It is possible
that our Egyptian Communist friends will understand how much
we suffered in 1966 from the right-wing liquidationists' devia-
tion that harmed our party when we tried to learn from their
experience. We are still paying the price of this deviation. We
thought that it was a mistake to consider the dissolution of the
Egyptian CP as a new type of experience." Therefore the line of
the Sudanese CP leadership on this point is in complete contra-
diction to the Soviet Union, which always pushed the Arab CPs
to go as far as possible to submit themselves to the Arab nation-
alist regimes, as in Syria and Iraq.

This Sudanese crisis is of great importance. It puts into ques-
tion the traditional Stalinist policy of Popular Fronts at the very
moment the Arab world sees a general counterrevolutionary
offensive against all progressive forces.

It is the implementation of Popular Front politics in Sudan
which triggered the crisis. What is locally called the Democratic
National Front is largely composed ot two political forces:

(1) The petty bourgeoisie represented by the military govern-
ment; (2) the CP and its mass organizations, among which are
the working-class trade unions. Far from refusing the perspec-
tive of Popular Front, expressing through this its Stalinist doc-
trinal basis, the leadership of the Sudanese CP stands against
the maneuvers of the military government to discipline every-
thing.

In his open letter Mohamed Ibrahim Naqd says that "the
members of the Sudanese CP are acting to stop the decline and
the right-wing offensive in order to open the way to power for
the Democratic National Front." And he adds, it is "thanks to
their consistent persevering work wherever the forces of the
Front are, that these activists are convinced that the origins
of the present crisis lie in the monopoly of the authority by a
single element among the forces of this National Front."

The Sudanese CP is against the application of Popular Front
politics by the Sudanese military government. In his broadcast
speech, General Nimeiry said: "The Communist party joined

Declaration

The United Secretariat of the Fourth International has ana-
lyzed the development of the Argentinian situation, which is
characterized by an accentuation of mass mobilizations and
where the class struggle has reached the stage of armed con-
frontations.

It draws the attention of the International and of the revolu-
tionary workers movement to the importance of the Argentinian
events and to the tasks of international solidarity which flow
from it.

The United Secretariat sends its warmest greetings to the PRT
(Revolutionary Workers party), Argentinian section of the Fourth
International, which — through the audacious actions of the Revo-

reaction in its opposition to the present revolutionary regime
in order to usurp power,” and that "this explains why the Sudan-
ese Communists attacked all decisions which were not theirs.
They opposed the federation between UAR, Libya, Sudan, and
later Syria."

What is at stake in this political struggle are the conﬂicting\)

interests between the military government and the CP. On the
one hand a military power seeks to integrate Sudan in an Arab
economic entity (and possibly political, later on) according to
the interest of the ruling class of these countries. To implement
this perspective, the government has to gather all the necessary
guarantees by liquidating the left political forces which still
maintain their independence of action.

On the other hand the Sudanese CP has made public that it
won't dissolve itself and that it will act on a contradictory line
to that of the Egyptian CP. The left wing is leading the Sudan-
ese CP. It is then possibie that a confrontation will occur between
the two main political forces in Sudan.

Without presuming the future political positions of the Sudan-
ese CP and of the preparedness of its leadership to go as far
as possible in this crisis, we have to understand that in the pres-
ent context of a right-wing orientation of the so-called proges-
sive Arab regimes, the stand taken by the Sudanese CP ex-
presses in these countries the only answer by the workers move-
ment after the defeat of the Palestinian resistance to the counter-
revolutionary enterprises of these regimes.

Although isolated, the Sudanese Communists are involved in
a conflict the end of which will have a liberating effect on the
working class of these Arab countries if it is victorious.

It is finally the relationship between the leadership of this
CP and Moscow that will determine its decision to fight or not.

Behind its silence until now we can easily foresee that Moscow
will try everything to strengthen its state and bureaucratic in-
terests to the detriment of the Sudanese CP and the working-
class and peasant masses it leads.

Revolutionary Marxists stand firmly against anticommunist
and counterrevolutionary attacks on the Sudanese CP.

More than the fate of the CP is at stake. The fate of the entire
independent working-class movement is jeopardized by the threats
of General Nimeiry, which may soon be translated into deeds.

Solidarity with the Sudanese Communist party in its prin-
cipled stand!

Long live the Arab Socialist Revolution!

United Secretariat of the Fourth International
March 22, 1971

on Argentina

lutionary People's Army (ERP)—has established itself in the
front ranks of the organizations which support armed struggle,
and which conducts this struggle within the framework of large
mass mobilizations.

The United Secretariat expresses its fraternal solidarity with
the militants who are victims of the dictatorship's repression
and imprisonment, to whom thousands of Cordoba militants
during the recent general strike demonstrated a most moving
homage.

United Secretariat of the Fourth International
March 22, 1971

Declaration on Uruguay

In view of certain slanderous reports which have appeared
in the press of the Communist parties and in other papers in
Western Europe concerning some form of participation by Trot-
skyists in the "Frente Amplio” which was recently constituted in
Uruguay, the United Secretariat of the Fourth International
wishes to make the following clarifications:

1. That there is no section of the Fourth International in
Uruguay.
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2. That it is totally opposed, as it always has been, to any
kind of collaboration whatsoever by revolutionary Marxist forces
in Popular Fronts, i.e.,, with bourgeois forces, whenever and
wherever they happen to exist. \)

United Secretariat of the Fourth International
March 22, 1971

Intercontinental Press
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