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Opposition Meeting
in Catalonia

Perhaps the largest anti-Franco
meeting successfully held in Spain
since the civil war, took place in or
around Barcelona on November 7.
Coming in the wake of the massive
workers' struggles in Catalonia and
Asturias, the gathering left the gov-
ernment "noticeably shaken,” accord-
ing to a New York Times report.
Five participants were later arrested.

In preparation for one year, the
"first assembly of the democratic forces
of Catalonia" was attended by about
300 persons, including representatives
of more than twenty clandestine politi-
cal parties, trade unions, student and
professional groups, and Catholic
rank-and-file organizations. The par-
ticipants, ranging in political views
from monarchist to far left, were able
to agree on an action program of
democratic demands, according to the
November 11 issue of the Paris daily
Le Monde. These included amnesty
for all political prisoners and exiles,
freedom to exercise democratic liber-
ties, reinstitution of a 1932 statute
providing for Catalonian autonomy,
and the establishment of commissions
to develop ways of fighting to imple-
ment the program.

A statement issued by the assembly
described its aims as "the overthrow
of the regime of General Franco and
the thwarting of the maneuvers to
maintain the present regime through
the reign of Prince Juan Carlos, and
finally, the opening of democratic op-
tions for the country."

A "permanent commission” was es-
tablished by the assembly to work
toward arranging a second meeting
some time in the future. Many of the
speeches and motions put forward at
the five-hour-long assembly came
from workers' organizations. One rep-
presentative of the workers' commis-
sion described the Barcelona strikes
as the '"contribution of the working
class to the struggle against the dic-
tatorship." A telegram of solidarity
was even received from a Catalonian
bishop. :

Last May an attempt to hold a simi-
lar assembly was broken up by po-
lice. Smaller underground meetings
have occurred before, but the Novem-
ber 7 conference was the first one at
which a common democratic program
was formulated. 0
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As Nixon Pursues ‘lllusion of Military Victory’

(_enewed Controversy Over Indochina War

By Allen Myers

"The message from Congress," John
W. Finney wrote in the November 21
New York Times, "was clear: Bring
the troops home. But the White House
did not seem to be listening."

On November 17, Richard Nixon
signed a military procurement bill
that contained a modified version of
the "Mansfield amendment." As passed
by the Senate and the House of Rep-
resentatives, the amendment declared
it "the policy of the United States to
terminate at the earliest practicable
date all military operations of the
United States in Indochina and to
provide for the prompt and orderly
withdrawal of all United States mili-
tary forces at a date certain, subject
to the release of all American pris-
oners of war."”

As Nixon signed the bill, the White
House press office released a state
ment asserting that the "policy of the
United States" was in no way bind-
ing on Richard Nixon.

The amendment, he said, "does not
represent the policies of this Admin-
istration." He described it as "with-
out binding force or effect, and it does
not reflect my judgment about the way
in which the war should be brought
to an end." He went on to inform the
Congress that he would "not change
the policies I have pursued and that
I shall continue to pursue toward this
end.”

Nixon's sharp language and the
even sharper replies of some members
of Congress reflected a fresh cleavage
in the American ruling class over how
to bring the war to a conclusion that
satisfies their interests.

In the House of Representatives, Ed-
ward P. Boland, Democrat from Mas-
sachusetts, declared that it was "in-
comprehensible and indefensible" for
Nixon to say that he would "ignore
a law passed by Congress.”

Democratic Senator Frank Church
of Idaho said that "the Mansfield
amendment is now part of the law
and, as such, is not subject to dis-
missal by the President." Church went
on to treat Nixon's remarks to some
heavy sarcasm:

( 'What is he going to do next? Dis-
tch Henry Kissinger, his foreign
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policy adviser, to Capitol Hill to dis-
band the Congress?

"It is the height of fashion these
days in Southeast Asia to establish
one-man rule, one-man elections, and
disband people's assemblies. It has
happened in South Vietnam, in Cam-
bodia and in Thailand today. But
ours is a government of law."

The congressional indignation con-
tained more than a little hypocrisy,
since the various "end the war" reso-
lutions passed by the legislators have
always been careful to leave Nixon
a loophole and to avoid a real con-
frontation between the White House
and Congress. Only a few hours after
Nixon's remarks, the House of Rep-
resentatives defeated by a substantial
majority an amendment that would
have cut off funds for the war next
June 1.

Behind the rhetoric, however, lies
the real fear of part of the American
ruling class that Nixon's Indochina
strategy runs too many risks with
too little hope of success. In this view,
Nixon's plans for a "residual force"
in Vietnam, and his hope of bomb-
ing the Indochinese peoples into sub-
mission while making a deal behind
the scenes with the Chinese and So-
viet bureaucracies, are more likely to
prolong the war indefinitely, continue
inflation, and possibly touch off so-
cial explosions in the United States.

Nixon is at a certain disadvantage
since he cannot publicly proclaim that
he expects Mao or Brezhnev to come
to his rescue. Instead, he has to rely
on "leaks"” to the press to get his mes-
sage across. Thus, for example, Wil-
liam Beecher quoted anonymous "De-
fense and State Department officials"
in the November 16 New York Times:

"The officials hinted that there was
increased optimism at the White House
about the possibility of a negotiated
settlement. They declined to discuss
the basis for the feeling but pointed
out that the President would hold talks
early next year in Peking and later
in Moscow and that Vietnam was like-
ly to be on the agenda in both places.”

The paper's editors, however, re
mained unconvinced that this strategy

would pay off. In a November 17
editorial they warned:

"It is to achieve . . . greater assur-
ance of a non-Communist South Viet-
nam in the future that Mr. Nixon now
for the first time has flatly and pub-
licly committed himself to the concept
of an American 'residual force.' In
addition, as long as the war goes
on, Mr. Nixon has committed him-
self to continued use of American air-
power on a large scale. The re-engage-
ment of American ground forces in
a crisis clearly would not be ruled
out." (Emphasis added.)

Two days later, these influential cap-
italist spokesmen returned to the sub-
ject, lamenting Nixon's "intention to
pursue the illusion of military victory
in Indochina." Nixon, they com-
plained, had missed a golden oppor-
tunity by attacking the Mansfield
amendment:

"The President may be constitution-
ally correct in choosing to ignore what
is essentially a nonbinding amend-
ment. . . . But he has made a griev-
ous political error in slapping down
a responsible Congressional offer to
share with him the heavy burden of
extricating this nation from a costly
and still perilous blunder by the best
available means."

Not the least of the Times’ concerns
was the report of heavy involvement
of U.S. helicopters in fighting only
ten miles from the capital of Cam-
bodia, which it called "a portent of
things to come if the President per-
sists on his present course.”

Another ominous portent for the
war-makers was provided November
17 by National Peace Action Coali-
tion coordinator Jerry Gordon, who
announced plans for NPAC's nation-
al convention in Cleveland December
3-5.

"The Administration,” Gordon said,
"is on an all-out campaign to con-
vince Americans that the war is soon
to be over; NPAC will step up our
efforts to show the American people
that Nixon is intensifying— not wind-
ing down— the war and that antiwar
demonstrations larger than ever are
necessary to bring all the troops home
now and bring all the killing to a halt
now." ]

Next Week

In our next issue: An exclusive inter-
view with three student leaders of the
struggle for freedom in Northern Ire-
land. Don't miss it!
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Lin Piao a Victim of Peking Power Struggle?

Mystery Deepens Over Fate of Mao’s Successor

"The United States intelligence com-
munity," a dispatch from Washington
in the November 17 New York Times
stated, "is receiving a growing vol-
ume of reports on special meetings
throughout mainland China in which
leading Communist party groups are
said to be advised by top party del-
egates that Lin Piao 'no longer holds
power.'"

The world press did not require
leaks from the U.S. spy network to
sense that a shake-up inside the Chi-
nese government was in process. Ever
since the mid-September cancellation
of traditional National Day obser-
vances, there has been widespread
speculation on a power struggle in
which Lin Piao, "Comrade Mao Tse-
tung's close comrade-in-arms and suc-
cessor,” as the Communist party con-
stitution designates him, had lost out.

In the November 10 Washington
Post, Stanley Karnow gave a more
detailed account of the attacks on Lin
that are said to be occurring:

"Unimpeachable informants report
. . . that Communist Party officials in-
side China are currently being told
that Lin and his comrades plotted to
assassinate Mao on three different oc-
casions. There is no proof that this
allegation is true.

"Lin is also being accused in in-
ternal Communist documents as hav-
ing been the head of the so-called
'May 16th Detachment,' a movement
of radical extremists that emerged dur-
ing the summer of 1967 and was
later banned.

"Communist cadres are being told
as well that Lin tried to escape to
the Soviet Union aboard the Chinese
aircraft that mysteriously crashed
about 100 miles inside Mongolia on
the night of Sept. 12."

Agence France-Presse, in a Novem-
ber 9 dispatch, described an article
in the Communist party theoretical
journal Hung Chi (Red Flag) that
attacked unnamed "ranking leaders"
of the party for hatching "criminal
plots.”

Further evidence indicating Lin's
fall accumulated rapidly. The Novem-
ber 8 issue of Newsweek reported:

"For some years, the toast at Com-
munist gatherings [in Peking] has
been: 'Long live Chairman Mao and
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his close comrade in arms, Vice Chair-
man Lin Piao.' Now, Lin is no longer
being honored. And when Haile Se-
lassie of Ethiopia proposed a toast
to Mao and Lin at a recent Peking
banquet, Communist officials neatly
edited all mention of the Defense Min-
ister from the transcript of the Em-
peror's remarks."

Karnow added in his Washington
Post article that foreign embassies in
Peking had been specifically requested
to omit Lin's name at diplomatic gath-

P PR

LiN: Vice Chairman's name suddenly dis-
appears from diplomatic toasts.

erings. At the United Nations Novem-

ber 15, it was observed that in
speeches welcoming the newly arrived
Chinese delegation, representatives of
the workers states and underdeveloped
countries that have close diplomatic
ties with China carefully refrained
from mentioning Lin while express-
ing greetings to Mao and to Chou
En-lai.

Earlier, Reuters and other sources
had reported that during the first week
of November, the "little red book" of
Mao's quotations had disappeared
from bookstores in Peking. The book
contains a preface by Lin.

A more subtle attack on Lin was
seen in a lengthy article that appeared
in the November issue of Hung Chi,

)

which was reprinted in the November
8 weekly English-language edition of
Hsinhua. Ostensibly an attack on "Liu
Shao-chi's reactionary theory of hu-
man nature,” the article accuses Liu
of having "denied that the masses have
boundless creative power, and advo-
cated the idealist conception that he-
roes decide everything." Liu, accord-
ing to the article, believed in the his-
torical role of a "superman” or "proph-
et."

Hung Chi attributed these theories
not only to Liu, but also to "other
political swindlers,"” and warned:

"But when the theory of human na-
ture has gone bankrupt theoretically,
this does not mean that it disappears
from actual life. So long as classes
and class struggle exist, the theory
of human nature will be resurrected
in a new guise and continue to poison
people.”

Ironically, the Hung Chi polemic
appeared to be an attack on Lin for
his sycophantic praise of Mao. Dur-
ing the "cultural revolution," for ex-
ample, Lin was the author of such
remarks as "Chairman Mao is the
great genius of the present era,” and
"Mao Tsetung Thought has not grown
spontaneously from among the work-
ing people. It is rather the result of
Chairman Mao's inheriting and de
veloping Marxism-Leninism with ge-
nius on the basis of his great revolu-
tionary practice" Such quotations
from Vice Chairman Lin Piao are well
known in China.

A number of top military officers
appear to have lost their positions
along with Lin. Those who have dis-
appeared from public view at the same
time as Lin include Huang Yung-
sheng, chief of the general staff; Wu
Fa-hsien, commander of the air force;
Li Tso-peng, the navy political com-
missar; Chiu Hui-tso, director of lo-
gistics; Wen Yu-cheng, commander of
the Peking garrison; Yen Chung-
chuan, a deputy chief of staff; and
Hsu Shih-yu, a deputy defense min-
ister.

The disappearance of so many mili-
tary figures naturally led to specula-
tion that conflict within the govern-
ing bureaucracy centered on eff¢
to bring the army under the cont
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of the party. In the November 17
Christian Science Monitor, Geoffrey
Godsell wrote:

- "In the great proletarian cultural

L.Arolution, which reached its peak in
1966, the three-million-strong Chinese
Army was brought more than ever
into the government of China. Now
there is evidence that with the post
cultural revolution reorganization of
the party structure at last completed
down to the provincial and city level,
the party has sought to reassert its
unquestioned control over the Army
—or at least a section of the Army
reluctant to submit to obedience to
party directives.”

With the Mao elique maintaining its
tight control over all means of pub-
lic expression in China, no honest
description of whatever political dif-
ferences may separate Mao and Lin

can be expected. When and if Mao
announces Lin's fall from grace, the
level of public polemics is not likely
to rise above the sort of crude slan-
der that was thrown at Liu Shao-chi.

It would be difficult, however, for
Mao to attribute to Lin a more right-
wing line in the field of foreign pol-
icy than the one Mao and Chou are
actually following. Their betrayal of
the revolutionary movements in Cey-
lon and Bangla Desh and their will-
ingness to meet behind closed doors
with Nixon while American planes are
dropping tons of bombs on Indochina
are not positions that can be attacked
from the right. I the ruling clique
decides to present its version of the
differences to the Chinese people, it
will presumably accuse Lin of some
form of "ultraleftism,"” whatever his ac-
tual position may be. O

In Washington and San Francisco

Women March for Legal Right to Abortion

Washington, D. C.

More than 6,000 people, most of
them women, marched in Washington
and San Francisco November 20 de-
manding the repeal of all antiabortion
laws, an end to forced sterilization,
and the repeal of restrictive contra-
ception laws. It was the first nation-
wide women's demonstration in the
United States since 1913, during the
struggle for women's suffrage.

The action was planned last July,
when more than 1,000 women met
in New York City and founded the
Women's National Abortion Action
Coalition (WONAAC). Women from
dozens of cities in every area of the
country participated in the marches,
some traveling as far as 1,500 miles
to attend.

In Washington, more than 3,000
demonstrators marched from the
White House to the Capitol, where
a rally was held in front of the steps
of the building. There were contingents
of high-school women, third-world
women, university students, church-
women for legal abortions, and wom-
en in the medical professions.

The rally was opened by the New
Haven Women's Liberation Rock

~Rand. The introductory speaker was

. Barbara Roberts, one of the three
VONAAC project coordinators and
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an initiator of the "Women versus Con-
necticut” class-action suit challenging
the constitutionality of that state's re-
strictive abortion law. Other speakers
included Joyce Brown, international
representative of the American Federa-
tion of State, County, and Municipal
Employees from Atlanta, Georgia;
Beulah Sanders, president of the Na-
tional Welfare Rights Organization;
Lana Clarke Phelan, vice president
of the National Association for Re
peal of Abortion Laws; Marsha Cole-
man of WONAAC's Black Task
Force; and other women from various
parts of the country.

One of the highlights of the rally
was a speech by Shirley Wheeler, the
twenty-three-year-old Florida woman
convicted last July of abortion-man-
slaughter for having an abortion. As
the first woman in U. S. history to be
convicted and sentenced (to two years
probation) for this "crime," she was
given a standing ovation by the dem-
onstrators. The state of Florida, and
not she, was the criminal, she said.
She announced that she was appeal-
ing her conviction and vowed to fight
as long as necessary to overturn the
court's decision. Nancy Stearns,
Wheeler's appeal lawyer, also ad-
dressed the rally.

Messages of solidarity were received

from women's liberation groups in
Rome, Nottingham, and New Zea-
land. Grace MaclInnis, member of the
Canadian parliament from Vancou-
ver-Kingsway; Congresswoman Bella
Abzug; writer Gloria Steinem; and
Florence Luscomb, one of the activists
in the suffragist movement, who is
more than eighty years old, all sent
greetings to the rally, although they
were unable to be present.

A much advertised counterdemon-
stration organized by the church-
backed "Right to Life Committee” drew
only about 150 people. After a brief
rally on the opposite side of the Capi-
tol, they handed out bibles to the
WONAAC demonstrators.

The sentiments of the marchers were
summed up by Linda Jenness, 1972
presidential candidate of the Socialist
Workers party and one of the rally's
speakers. "This march is just a first
step. There are thousands here and
in San Francisco. But think of the
one out of four [the estimated per-
centage of U. S. women who have had
illegal abortions] who are at home,
but who know we are right and so-
lidarize with this march. Think of the
millions trapped by fears and prej-
udice who are whispering to them-
selves, 'Right On, Sisters!’

"That whisper will become a roar
and these thousands will become hun-
dreds of thousands, because this
march is proving that women can
organize, that we can fight, and that
we can unite."

About 3,000 people marched in San
Francisco, which was the concentra-
tion city for the West Coast and the
Southwest. Since the demonstrators
were denied the use of the city hall
steps, the rally, one of the most spirit-
ed yet, was held in the civic center.

Speakers included Chulita Devis, a
Chicana student leader, Dr. Saja Gold-
smith of Planned Parenthood, Mirta
Vidal representing the Linda Jenness
presidential campaign, and three rep-
resentatives of the National Organiza-
tion of Women, a group whose mem-
bership was divided about whether
or not to support the action.

More than 1,000 people signed pe-
titions in support of Shirley Wheeler,
and more than 300 women became
coplaintiffs in the "Women versus Cal-
ifornia" class-action suit against the
state's abortion law. O

Makes You Wonder What Nixon Smokes

An Australian doctor says smokers
shouldn't drive because cigarettes impair
vision and judgment.
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Under the Banner of '‘Peaceful Coexistence’

Chinese Delegates Take Seats in the United Nations

By Mary-Alice Waters

[The following article is reprinted
from the November 26 issue of the
U.8. revolutionary-socialist weekly
The Militant.]

* * *

On November 15 the representatives
of the People's Republic of China took
their seats in the General Assembly
of the United Nations, and chief dele-
gate Chiao Kuan-hua made his open-
ing address to the Assembly.

The major theme of his remarks
was that the revolutionary tide is on
the rise around the world; that the
people of China stand foursquare on
the side of those struggling for in-
dependence, self-determination, and
revolution; and that Peking will al-
ways oppose the two great nuclear
superpowers and side with small na-
tions struggling to take their destinies
into their own hands.

Chiao stressed that the seating of
the People's Republic of China rep-
resented a defeat for U. S. imperialism
and its allies. This is true. Despite
an intense diplomatic-pressure cam-
paign by the U.S. government, the
large majority of states voted October
25 to expel the reactionary Chiang
Kai-shek government.

However, while that outcome was
definitely not the one favored by the
Nixon administration, it was a deci-
sion Washington was willing to accept
as a modest price to be paid for the
benefits anticipated from the new pol-
icy of rapprochement with Peking.
Thus Nixon pushed on with his
planned trip to China, even though
it was almost inevitable that the logic
of this course of action would bring
defeat for the U.S. fight to keep the
Chiang Kai-shek regime in the U. N.

In short, Washington had it both
ways. Nixon will still pay his respects
to Chairman Mao. Peking has been
seated in the U.N. And Washington
can protest it never wanted Chiang
Kai-shek expelled.

Like Nixon's decision to visit Pe-
king, the U.N. decision represents a
qualitative break in the wall of isola-
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tion surrounding the People's Repub-
lic of China since 1949. It reflects
a new weakening of imperialism for
which the Vietnamese people can take
most of the credit.

But there is another side to China's
new U.N. seat as well. Chiao Kuan-
hua, in his opening address to the
General Assembly, carefully listed the
various liberation struggles his gov-
ernment supports and whose cause
China will presumably champion in
the U.N. He talked about Indochina,

Korea, Palestine, the 200-nautical-mile
territorial claims of the Latin Ameri-
can governments, and added, "The
Chinese Government and people res-
olutely support the people of Mozam-
bique, Angola, and Guinea (Bissau)
in their struggle for national libera-
tion, and resolutely support the peo-
ple of Azania, Zimbabwe and Nami-
bia in their struggle against the white
colonialist rule and racial discrimina-
tion."

But, conspicuous by its absence was
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any mention of the liberation struggle
of Bangla Desh. Nor was there any
mention of the struggles against the

“rtatorships in Ethiopia, the Sudan,

Iran—to name a few other omis-
sions. And the reason is obvious. De-
spite the rhetoric, these are national
liberation struggles Peking does not
support because the Mao regime has
subordinated the needs of the revo-
lutionary struggles in those countries
to its own narrow, national interests.

For the sake of its diplomatic ties
to the Yahya Khan government, Pe-
king denounces the Bangla Desh lib-
eration struggle and provides econom-
ic and military aid to help crush the
Mukti Bahini.

In its haste to improve diplomatic
relations with Ceylon, Peking has
praised the government of Sirimavo
Bandaranaike for its brutal suppres-
sion of last spring's youth rebellion,
which left an admitted 1,200 dead and
over 14,000 still in jail. Chou En-lai
labeled the uprising the work of reac-
tionaries and foreign agents.

The shah of Iran recently became
a great friend of "the Chinese people” —
but nothing is said about his mur-
derous dictatorship over the Iranian
people.

There is nothing in principle wrong
with China establishing diplomatic ties
to even the most reactionary regimes.
But the real nature of Peking's for-
eign policy is evident in the fact that
the needs of the revolutionary strug-
gles within those countries are sac-
rificed to the short-term interests of
the Chinese bureaucracy.

Therein lies the dangerous side of
Peking's entry into the United Na-
tions. It adds a certain "left" prestige
and cover to the organization, making
it easier for the U. N. to play its coun-
terrevolutionary role worldwide.

The danger is particularly real in
relationship to the Bangla Desh strug-
gle. Another TU.N. "peace-keeping"
mission in Bangla Desh — like the one
in the Congo in the early 1960s—
could only be directed against the lib-
eration forces. And it is not at all
far-fetched to picture Peking and the
U.S. both ardently supporting such
a course.

The foreign policy of the Mao re-
gime at the U.N. can only be an ex-
tension of its general foreign policy,
which is based on the practice of
"peaceful coexistence” with imperial-

k,{m It is not a policy that reflects the
eeds of the Chinese revolution or the
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Chinese people; it represents only the
narrow, nationalistic interests of the
bureaucratic caste that rules China.

And it is a policy that is increasingly
coming into conflict with the Asian
revolution. O

Amchitka Test Spurs Protest Movement

Huge Antiwar Demonstrations

Staged in Canada

By Carl Fleming

[The following article is reprinted
from the November issue of Young
Socialist, published in Toronto.]

* * *

"They are going out in the streets
to claim their world," said the Toronto
Star in an editorial November 5, com-
menting on the mass demonstrations
that swept Canada on November 3
and 6.

Well over 100,000 people took part
in mass actions against the Amchitka
nuclear test.

At least 10,000 students demonstra-
ted at three border points in Ontario.
Another 15,000 marched in the Prai-
ries. Eight thousand people filled the
streets of Toronto. Six thousand
people stood for hours in the driving
Vancouver rain. And there were doz-
ens of other protests across Canada
—at U.S. consulates, border points,
in high schools, and on university
campuses. One hundred and seventy-
seven thousand people signed a tele-
gram to Nixon in the week prior to
the blast.

According to Canadian press esti-
mates the demonstrators were support-
ed by 50,000-60,000 unionists in Brit-
ish Columbia, who downed tools for
one-half hour in response to a call
from the B.C. Federation of Labour.

Twelve hundred delegates to the an-
nual convention of the Ontario Fed-
eration of Labour set aside their de-
bates and marched on the U.S. con-
sulate to protest the blast.

They came in thousands — walking
out of their high schools, shutting
down their universities —to be joined
in the streets by new layers of union-
ists, church people, women, Québécois,
and others.

In Regina they marched to the leg-

islature to hear NDP Premier Alan
Blakeney denounce the test.

The mayor of Fredericton, New
Brunswick, named November 6 "Stop
Amchitka Day."

At Macdonald-Cartier Secondary
School in Sudbury [Ontario], a
French-speaking high school, students
took up a collection to send telegrams
in English, French, and Vietnamese
to Nixon.

In Brampton [Ontario], 2,000 high
school students marched on the home
of Premier William Davis.

In Toronto, demonstrators chant-
ing "Stop Amchitka! Stop the War!"
defied police and closed down main
streets on both Wednesday [Novem-
ber 3] and Saturday [November 6].
They renamed City Hall Square "Peace
Action Square," and stood in the rain
in front of the U.S. consulate as the
bomb was exploded at Amchitka.

These were mass demonstrations of
youth — manifestations of the profound
anti-U. S.-imperialist sentiment that is
on the rise across Canada. The main
enemy, the target of all the demon-
strations, was President Richard Nix-
on—the man who ordered the Am-
chitka test and was responsible for
the genocide in Indochina.

The war was a prominent issue in
most of the protests. Speakers at the
mass rallies challenged Trudeau to
give substance to his government's
token protests of Amchitka by break-
ing from the nuclear alliances NATO
and NORAD, under whose auspices
the test was made, and by ending its
complicity in the Indochina war.
Speaker after speaker called on Cana-
da to break from the U.S. war ma-
chine.

The bulk of the demonstrators came
from the high schools. Almost every
major Canadian city saw high school
walkouts, some of them with the offi-

1031



cial approval of the boards of edu-
cation. The Ontario Teachers Federa-
tion, representing 105,000 high-school
and elementary-school teachers, sup-
ported the student actions. For many
students on the west coast, November
3 was the third time they had
walked out to protest Amchitka in
the past two months.

The universities were the center of
the action. The University of British
Columbia became the main organiz-
ing center for the November 3 pro-
tests in Vancouver. York University
student council sent bundles of No-
vember 3 leaflets to campuses across
the country. Mass student meetings to
decide on anti-Amchitka actions took
place for the first time in many areas.
Placards, banners, and leaflets were
produced on the universities for high-
school and college students.

Students took the initiative, using
the facilities of the universities to build
the protest actions. York University
President David Slater provided ad-
ministration funds to pay for buses
to transport students to the Toronto
consulate demonstration. Ryerson
Polytechnic Institute became the meet-
ing place for the student organizers
of the Toronto protest.

George Addison, executive secretary
of the Vietnam Mobilization Commit-
tee, told the demonstrators at the U. S.
consulate on November 3: "There are
thousands of us here today, and we're
all organizers. We are going back
to our schools and universities to turn
them into organizing centers. Student
power is in our numbers—Iet's con-
solidate that power to draw thousands
more into the streets.”

And everywhere new groups sprang
up to join and build the protests. A
leaflet appeared in Etobicoke schools,
signed by the "Student Committee to
Save our World," urging high-school
students to "Fight Apathy, Join the
November 6 Protest.” VMC organiz-
ers handed out tens of thousands of
leaflets, posters, and stickers to stu-
dents for distribution on subways,
streets, and in their schools. Students
insisted that class time be turned over
to discussion of Amchitka. The stu-
dent movement was mobilized as nev-
er before.

The November 3 and 6 actions
trained thousands of organizers for
future antiwar and antibomb demon-
strations. These new activists grav-
itated to theestablished anti-Indochina-
war movement, which in most areas
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became the leadership of the mass
movement, turning the actions into
demonstrations against both Am-
chitka and Canada's complicity in the
war.

Members of the Young Socialists and
the League for Socialist Action played
key roles in building and leading the
demonstrations. Joan Campana, YSer
and Ombudswoman at the University
of British Columbia, was coordinator
of the Vancouver November 3 action,
and chaired the mass rally. Time and
time again it was YS campus activists
who challenged student councils and
university administrations to support
the actions. Young Socialists initiated
and led many of the high-school walk-
outs and addressed most of the mass
rallies.

As the November 6 demonstration
ended in front of the U.S. consulate
in Toronto, with the announcement
that the bomb had gone off, a spon-
taneous chant arose from the crowd.
"No more Amchitkas," they shouted
over and over again.

The groundswell of protest that
swept Canada November 3 and 6
presents the antiwar movement with
the challenge of drawing thousands
of new activists into high school and
university movements —to challenge
student councils and administrations
to break their institutions from the
war machine and create the antiwar
university and high school.

There is an unprecedented oppor-
tunity to build large and dynamic
university antiwar committees, and to

Denmark

consolidate Students Against the War
in Vietnam in high schools across
Canada.

A movement is growing—a move-
ment with the power to stop nucleu
testing and stop Canada's complicity
in the war.

Linda Meissenheimer, president of
Simon Fraser University studentcoun-
cil and a member of the Young So-
cialists, told the November 3 Vancou-
ver rally: "We are challenging them.
Here we are, thousands of us demand-
ing that they stop the bomb. .. . We
will build the movements which will
allow us to decide on questions like
Amchitka and on questions like the
war in Indochina. We will win! We
want to say 'STOP THE BOMB,' and
force the North American govern-
ments to stop it. We want to say 'STOP
THE WAR,' and force them to stop
itt. We want to show the tremendous
power that we have when we come
out into the streets like this. Just think.
The people of Canada could close
down the entire country if we want
to. We could close down the schools,
the businesses, the factories, the in-
dustries, the whole life of Canada if
we acted together to change something.
And we want Amchitka stopped and
we want ALL Amchitkas stopped.”

The next time Nixon tries to esca-
late the Indochina war or detonate
a bomb test he will have this move-
ment to confront him —only larger
and with a betfter understanding of
the tasks ahead of it—because of the
experiences of the November 3 and 6
actions. 0

Anti-Market Rally Hears Mandel, Krivine

Copenhagen
Six hundred persons filled the Uni-
versity of Copenhagen auditorium
Friday November 12 for a four-hour-
long anti-Common Market rally orga-
nized by the SUF [Socialistisk Ung-

doms Forbund— Young Socialist
League, the Danish section of the
Fourth International]. Among the

speakers who addressed the meeting
were the Belgian economist Ernest
Mandel and Alain Krivine from the
Ligue Communiste [Communist

League—the French section of the
Fourth International].

Mandel stressed that the Common
Market was a good example of a ma-
neuver foreseen by Marx, namely that
the capitalists would try to shift their
own competition onto the backs of the
workers. For example, the Common
Market question has made the Bel-
gian Communist party choose between
"the devil and the deep blue sea," and
it has chosen the EEC [European Ecq |
nomic Community, the Common Mar
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ket] in preference to American capi-
talism. Naturally the European cap-
italists are pleased by this, Mandel
«aid.

Mandel pointed out that the capi-
alists have developed international
collaboration in Europe to a higher
degree than has the working class.
If a strike is effective in one country,
it only gets the work shifted to an-
other one. The greatest problem to-
day, even for moderate trade union-
ists, is international cooperation. As
an example for the future, Mandel
singled out a Belgian strike which
ultimately involved workers in six
countries.

"That is the way it will be done,”
Mandel said, but this sort of thing
is still only developing. In the short
run, the Common Market means tak-
ing money out of the workers' pock-
ets, among other things, by the ex-
tension of value-added and indirect
taxes, which shift the economic bur-
den from the capitalists to the con-
sumers.

On the question of the odd coalition
that exists between right-wing nation-
alist forces and left-wing forces against
the EEC, Mandel denied that the few
rightist elements opposing the EEC
represented very much. The strong
social forces in opposition to the EEC
came from the working class, he
added.

In conclusion, Mandel criticized Chi-
na's new foreign policy as a "clear
right turn." The new slogans raised,
Chinese participation in the farce com-
memorating two thousand years of
monarchy in Persia, the support to
counterrevolutionary movements in
Ceylon and Bangla Desh, taken all
together, are bound to be a hard blow,
demoralizing and demobilizing not
only the Maoists but, in the case of
inviting Nixon to Peking, the Ameri-
can antiwar movement in particular.

Alain Krivine gave a brief summary
of how the situation of the left
in France has developed since he was
last in Denmark. He pointed out that
the ultraleft groups— the Maoists, an-
archists, and spontanéists— have lost
all real influence. He noted also that
there has been a certain rapproche-
ment on the left between Mitterrand
and the Communist party, and that
the French bourgeoisie is on the verge
of a split.

The coming split in the capitalist
class was shown, Krivine said, by
the numerous resignations of Gaullist

. “sputies, financial scandals, and an
ability to make concessions in

November 29, 1971

strikes. For example, in the three big
strikes, on the railroads, at Renault,
and in the Paris subways, the capi-
talists have taken a hard line and
cannot afford to give an inch.

After the anti-EEC rally, a press
conference was held for the main
speakers. On the heels of the recent
scandal over the harassment of Dan-
ish Trotskyists by the secret police
and charges that the Fourth Inter-
national was involved in gun-running,
the conference was attended by report-
ers from the big press. Mandel did
not want to get involved in a discus-
sion of this case, but he stressed that
the Fourth International did not en-
gage in illegal methods (for example,
using explosives, as was charged by

Danish Minister of Justice Axel Niel-
sen in an attempt to justify trying to
plant an informer in the Trotskyist
organization) in countries where the
workers' movement was able to exist
legally.

Mandel was also interviewed over
Danish radio and television. He said
that in his opinion the working-class
movement was experiencing a strong
rise while capitalism was retreating
on many fronts. In analyzing the in-
ternational economic situation, he
stressed that the basic question was
not the continually worsening curren-
¢y crisis; this crisis, he said, was only
a manifestation of late capitalism's
faltering ability to solve economic
problems. O

Greek CP Members Arrested, Face Trial

Thirty-three members of a Greek
Communist party faction critical of the
Kremlin will be tried before a civil
criminal court on charges of "attempt-
ing to overthrow the established social
order,” according to the November
10 Le Monde. Thirteen have been re-
leased on bail; the rest remain in jail.

They were arrested in police raids
on the night of October 18, while U. S.
Vice President Spiro Agnew was visit-
ing the country.

Among those held is Mitsos Partsa-
lides, one of the original leaders of
the "anti-Kremlin" grouping. Le
Monde's report identifies him as a
leader of the "Bureau of the Interior."

The Greek Communist party first
openly split at a February 1968 con-
ference held in Bucharest, Rumania.
There, the pro-Kremlin faction headed
by Kostas Koligiannis expelled Part-
salides and a group around him from
the Central Committee. Partsalides
charged that the conference was in-
valid, since no member of the under-
ground from Greece was present and
the meeting lacked a quorum. His
group refused to recognize the author-
ity of the new Central Committee. Af-
ter the conference, a group of party
members living underground in
Greece and calling themselves the Bu-
reau of the Interior issued a statement
claiming that neither of the factions in
Bucharest represented the real leader-
ship of the party, which could only
be composed of members remaining
in Greece.

The split deepened after the Soviet

invasion of Czechoslovakia. Partsali-
des's "United Central Committee" and
the Bureau of the Interior both de-
nounced the invasion, while Koligian-
nis, claiming to speak in the name
of the entire party, slavishly support-
ed the Soviet action.

In April 1969 a "special” plenum
was held in Greece in which both the
Bureau of the Interior and the Part-
salides faction participated. In April
1970 the Koligiannis group held its
own conference, formalizing the split.

Partsalides returned to Greece in
1969, and the organizational relation-
ship between his group and the Bu-
reau of the Interior remains unclear.

Also arrested during the October 18
police operation were four students,
allegedly members of the resistance
organization called the October 20
Movement. There has been no report
of their fate. The exact date of the
Partsalides trial is still unknown. 0O
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Vows 'Political Campaign’ Against Dictatorship

Amalia Fleming Deported From Greece

Amalia Fleming, an outspoken op-
ponent of the Greek military govern-
ment, was deported from Greece to
England on November 14. Convicted
in September of conspiring to help
a political prisoner escape from jail,
she had been sentenced to sixteen
months in prison. On October 21 her
sentence was suspended for eight
months and she was released, because
of poor health.

Fleming's housekeeper said that five
plainclothes cops arrived at her apart-
ment early in the morning, took Flem-
ing to the airport, and placed her on
a plane to London.

The government had previously

Making the Desert Bloom

tried to convince Fleming to leave
Greece, but she had refused.

Athens Police Chief Nikos Daskalo-
poulos told Fleming's lawyer, George
Mangakis, that his client's citizenship
had been revoked because she had
engaged in "antinational activities."
The deportation order described her
as an "undesirable alien."

Upon arrival at London's airport,
Fleming refused to get off the Olym-
pic Airways plane, insisting that she
be returned to Athens. After being per-
suaded that this gesture was futile,
she disembarked and held a press
conference at which she promised to
initiate a "vigorous political cam-
paign" against the junta. O

Scandal in Israel Over Sinai Qilfields

By Jon Rothschild

When the Israeli army captured the
Sinai peninsula during the June 1967
war against Egypt, Israeli rulers in-
sisted that they had no intention of
holding on to that territory, except
for the fort at Sharm al-Sheikh, if
a peace treaty with the Arab states
could be negotiated. Of what value
is a barren stretch of desert, when
the lives of 2,500,000 people depend
on peace, they asked rhetorically.

In recent weeks, however, charges
of theft and corruption in an oil-boom
town have disclosed that the govern-
ment's apparent determination to oc-
cupy the Sinai indefinitely may be
motivated by something other than
humanitarian concern for lasting
peace.

The scandal, news of which the re-
gime tried to suppress, involves the
activities of one Mordechai Friedman,
enterprising general manager of the
Netivei Neft oil company. Friedman
was in the army doing his patriotic
duty in 1967, when the Defense and
Finance ministries asked him to in-
vestigate the condition of the Bilaiyim

1034

oil fields.

Located along the eastern bank of
the Gulf of Suez, south of the canal,
these oil fields were opened by Egypt
in cooperation with an Italian con-
sortium during the 1960s. It had long
been suspected that the Sinai was a
potential source of mineral wealth,
and the fields showed a certain prom-
ise. During the last year of Egyptian-
run production, they produced 4,500,-
000 million barrels of high-grade
crude oil.

Friedman described Netivei Neft
"with pride" as "the most pioneering,
the most important, and the most prof-
itable oil company in Israel." The de-
scription seems apt, but some ques-
tions have been raised as to how this
feat of entrepreneurship was accom-
plished.

As long ago as 1968 there were re-
ports that large amounts of machinery
had disappeared from Abu Rudeis,
Umm Bugmah, and Abu Zenima,
three of the fields' towns. Friedman,
who had his own private company
in 1967, allegedly sold a considerable

amount of said machinery at a profit
(of 100 percent, according to former
Israeli Attorney General Moshe Ben-
Zeev) to foreign concessionaires pr
viding capital for the Israeli effv./
to get the Bilaiyim fields running
again. Then, Friedman became head
of the new Netivei Neft company.

From then on he took the ball and
ran with it. "Mr. Friedman ran Abu
Rudeis like a feudal barony, or a
Chinese empire,” said David Neev, a
government oil geologist who blew
the whistle on the entrepreneur. "Mr.
Friedman built a defensive wall
around himself through contacts with
top people in all the political parties,
and he did it by handing out favors
and benefits. He involved both the
ruling and opposition parties in his
plans.”

Among the "benefits and favors" of
the "empire" was the establishment of
a summer camp for the teen-age chil-
dren of influential Israelis, who were
paid a stipend for attending. In ad-
dition, according to a report in the
November 15 New York Times, "Tes-
timony about these charges has in-
cluded increasingly lurid tales of or-
gies, drunkenness, and corruption in
the free-wheeling frontier atmosphere”
of Abu Rudeis.

Apparently the government had re-
ceived complaints about the function-
ing of the Bilaiyim fields several years
ago but had suppressed the informa-
tion. Now that the lid has been pub-
licly lifted, some former employees
have testified about specific cases of
theft and financial manipulation run-
ning into the millions of dollars.

The reluctance of government of-
ficials to allow public disclosure of
the Bilaiyim story may well be the
result of political calculation, in ad-
dition to the obvious desire to avoid
self-incrimination. Under Israeli oc-
cupation, output of the fields has risen
to 6,000,000 barrels per year, half
of which is marked for export. Israel
has thus quietly become a significant
oil-exporting country —an event with
broad political implications.

Neev, in discussing the affair, re-
ferred to the "rot, corruption, and dis-
honesty spreading throughout our so-
cial and economic life." But Deputy
Finance Minister Zvi Dinstein, coor-
dinator of oil production in Israel,
displayed a more philosophical atti-
tude on Israeli television: "There are
thefts everywhere, but that does DEJ
amount to corruption.”
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Zambia

(_conomic Crisis Splits

The deteriorating economic situation
in Zambia has given rise to a new
bourgeois party in opposition to the
United National Independence party
(UNIP) government of President Ken-
neth Kaunda. Simon Kapwepwe, a
former vice president, member of the
UNIP, and close associate of
Kaunda's for many years, resigned
his posts as minister of culture and
minister of provincial and local af-
fairs in August to found the United
Progressive party (UPP). The UPP,
claiming that Zambia's financial sit-
uation has become chaotic, that un-
employment has reached alarminglev-
els, and that the cost of living has
been rising too quickly, has demand-
ed general elections to form a new
government.

The country's economic situation
rapidly worsened after Kaunda's
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April 1968 proclamation of the "eco-
nomic revolution" aimed at Zambian-
ization" of economic life. The goal
of the new policy, according to Kaun-
da, was to create "popular capitalism"
which would lead to "humanist social-
ism." The first stage of the progres-
sion was the gradual nationalization,
with compensation, of foreign private
companies. In January 1970 the two
largest copper corporations, Roan Se-
lection Trust and Zambian Anglo-
American (both controlled by British,
U.S., and South African capital), were
asked to sell 51 percent of their assets
to the state.

There was not much resistance from
the companies, since compensation on
the order of $209,000,000 was paid
and management of the mines was
left in the hands of the corporations.
In addition, tax and export advan-

Newton, Soledad Brothers Go on Trial

On November 9 Black Panther
party leader Huey P. Newton went
on trial for the third time on charges
of having killed an Oakland, Califor-
nia, policeman in 1967. His attorney,
Charles Garry, protested the compo-
sition of the jury, which has no Black
members, but was overruled by the
judge.

After his first trial in 1968, New-
ton was convicted of voluntary man-
slaughter and sentenced to fifteen
years in prison. But in 1970 the Cal-
ifornia Court of Appeals, bowing to
a massive popular defense campaign,
overturned the conviction.

The second trial ended last August
when the jury, following six days of
deliberations, became hopelessly dead-
locked. Garry has questioned the mo-
tives of the Alameda County district
attorney's office in ordering still an-
other trial. "They're out to destroy
us," he said. "They'll try this case
over and over again.”

/' Across the bay in San Francisco,
weie trial of the Soledad Brothers on
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frame-up charges of having killed a
prison guard in January 1970 was
in the process of selecting a jury as
the Newton trial began.

One of the Brothers, George Jack-
son, was assassinated by San Quen-
tin prison guards August 21. Fleeta
Drumgo and John Cluchette, the sur-
viving defendants, have been beaten
and threatened by guards on many
occasions.

So-called security precautions at the
trial have been described as "the strict-
est ever seen in an American court-
room." Spectators are divided from
the judge, attorneys, jury, and de-
fendants by a bulletproof screen. Cops,
some with machine guns, patrol the
outside corridors.

Besides all this, courtroom specta-
tors are subjected to searches so thor-
ough as to suggest that they them-
selves are prisoners. The defense has
charged that the procedure is specif-
ically designed to discourage people
from attending the trial.

KENNETH KAUNDA

tages were gained, since the companies
became classified as "Zambian" rather
than "foreign."

But for the workers in the so-called
copper belt, the "nationalization” held
considerably greater impact. Kaunda
declared a freeze on wages and an-
nounced that strikes would be pro-
hibited, since to strike against a state
corporation would be to strike against
"the people."

The wage freeze and strike ban co-
incided with the beginnings of the
world monetary crisis, a severe cri-
sis of Zambian agriculture, and a
fall in copper production. (Copper ac-
counts for about 52 percent of Zam-
bia's net domestic product and more
than 90 percent of its exports.)

Consequently, the country's ex-
change reserves fell from 420,000,000
kwacha (one kwacha equals US$1.40)
to 248,000,000 in 1971. The cost of
living rose 48 percent from 1962 to
1969.

Adding to the problems plaguing
the Kaunda regime is the charge that
the UNIP has given most official posts
to members of the Bemba tribe, at
the expense of numerous other tribes
and ethnic groups.

The newly formed UPP has its main
base among the tribes of the copper
belt who have had enough of Kaun-
da's "humanist" austerity. 0
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About 160,000 Still Held in Indonesia’s Prisons

Suharto Continues to Murder Political Prisoners

[We have translated the following
article by Ernst Utrecht from the No-
vember 13 issue of Vrij Nederland,
a liberal weekly published in Amster-
dam.]

Queen Juliana and Prince Bern-
hard's state visit to Indonesia had
one advantage for the great mass of
the people in those islands. It brought
the problem of the Indonesian polit-
ical prisoners once again before the
public eye.

On February 2 of this year, Am-
nesty International [an international
organization defending the victims of
political repression] sent a memoran-
dum to President Suharto signed by
its chairman Sedn Macbride. The
memorandum appealed to the Djakar-
ta regime to respect the minimum rules
laid down by the United Nations for
the treatment of political prisoners.
The findings of two missions sent to
Djakarta by Amnesty International —
the first in 1969 led by Professor Ju-
lius Stone, and another in 1970 led
by Sean Macbride —showed that the
Indonesian authorities failed to ob-
serve a number of established norms
in their treatment of political prison-
ers.

These two commissions reported the
following abuses: The Indonesian au-
thorities failed to provide sufficient
food to maintain health and vitality,
failed to provide proper medical care
and treatment, failed to abstain from
the use of terror and humiliation,
failed to permit prisoners to maintain
regular contact with their close rel-
atives, failed to inform prisoners’' fam-
ilies of their deaths or to advise their
families when they fell seriously ill,
failed to observe the right of prisoners
to inform their families of their ar-
rest, failed to respect the right of pris-
oners to reading material, and failed
to recognize their right to a trial and
legal defense.

In particular, Amnesty International
condemned the deportation of 10,000
political prisoners to concentration
camps on the island of Buru in the
Moluccas and the Suharto govern-
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ment's plans to establish new concen-
tration camps on small islands off
the coasts of Sumatra and Kaliman-
tan.

The continued detention of political
prisoners without any kind of trial
is a serious violation of international-
ly recognized standards of humanity
and justice. Those who can be clearly
shown to have taken part in the abor-
tive military coup d'état—and the law
is concerned only with persons who
have actually done something or else
failed to do something that it was
their duty to do —should be tried with-
out delay. All other prisoners should
be released immediately.

The Amnesty memorandum also
called for an immediate end to the
requirement that all Indonesians pos-
sess testimonials that they "were not
involved in the Communist-led Sep-
tember 30, 1965, movement" (that is,
the unsuccessful military coup of Oc-
tober 1, 1965). Such papers have not
been given to the small number of
political prisoners released, to their
numerous relatives, to the large group
of relatives of prisoners still not re-
leased, or to the relatives of the rough-
ly 500,000 peasants, workers, teach-
ers, and left-wing youth who were
slaughtered in late 1965 and early
1966.

This memorandum got no response.
The Indonesian leaders apparently
disregarded it. Amnesty International
then correctly decided to make it pub-
lic. Taking advantage of the public
attention focused on Indonesia by the
visit of Queen Juliana and Prince
Bernhard, Amnesty did so on August
10. Two days later, on August 12,
an abridged version of the memoran-
dum could be read in almost all the
Djakarta dailies. The Indonesian min-
ister of foreign affairs (and since mid-
September also the chairman of the
General Assembly of the United Na-
tions), Adam Malik, expressed sharp
criticism of Amnesty International.

Malik told journalists: "We are hu-
mane enough to treat our people well,
and in my opinion foreigners should
not interfere in our business." Malik
more or less defended the existence
of the concentration and other prison

)

camps where more than 100,000 In-
donesians are being held without any
kind of trial. He said: "The problem
of the political prisoners is very tragic
for us also. But we must not forget
that along with these prisoners there
are 120,000,000 other Indonesians
who would be in great difficulties if
the Communists had achieved their
aim. The claims of these numerically
so disproportionate groups must be
balanced off against each other. Nat-
urally we want to bring the prisoners
to trial. The question is what is the
fastest way this can be done? This
is more a problem of the judicial sys-
tem than of the prisoners.”

In conclusion, the minister juggled
the figures a little: "It must not be
forgotten that there were originally
500,000 to 600,000 prisoners and that
less than 10 percent of these are still
being held." (Haarlems Dagblad, Au-
gust 19, 1971.)

When it came to light that Foreign
Minister Schmelzer, who was accom-
panying Queen Juliana and Prince
Bernhard, would raise the question
of the political prisoners in discussions
with his Indonesian counterpart, some
Djakarta papers reacted by making
threats. Such "interference in Indone-
sia's internal affairs,” they said, might
seriously upset the steadily improving
relations between the Netherlands and
Indonesia.

On August 30, 1971, the Algemeen
Dagblad in this country reported: "The
military chiefs were irritated by the
concern the Dutch still felt they had
to express about the fate of the po-
litical prisoners in Indonesia. They
were so irritated that shortly before
the arrival of the queen the idea was
being considered at the highest level
of sending a special envoy to the
Hague to request that Heer Schmelzer
omit the question of the political pris-
oners in his discussion with Adam
Malik. The military chiefs thought that
Schmelzer would be able to discuss
this sensitive question informally and
in private with Malik better than in the
presence of two delegations. Tact won
out in Djakarta over irritation. This
plan was not carried out.”

In the meantime, even before thi
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discussion had taken place between
him and Schmelzer, Malik announced
that 6,000 prisoners of the C cate-
_~ory were to be released at the end

September and that by the end
of 1971, of the 45,000 persons cur-
rently being held, only 23,000 charged
with the gravest crimes would still
be in prison. Malik repeated this dec-
laration in his discussion with Schmel-
zer on August 28, 1971. He added
that "in the long run, all the polit-
ical prisoners will be released.”

How many prisoners are there real-
ly? According to Malik, the number
was originally 500,000 to 600,000.
Malik may be confusing the number
of prisoners with the number of vic-
tims of the massacres that took place
in the period from November 1965
to the end of February 1966. But,
it seems more likely that he was in-
tentionally citing an exaggerated num-
ber of prisoners in order to stress
that the Indonesian government has
been trying hard to release as many
prisoners as possible. It goes some-
thing like this. First there were 600,-
000 prisoners and now, after five
years, there are 45,000. So every year
we have released more than 100,000
prisoners.

These figures are completely wrong.
According to a careful study that I
was able to carry out with the help
of some graduate students in March
1966, there must have been about
1,000 big and small prison camps
in the whole of Indonesia (previously
existing prisons, detention cells in po-
lice stations and military police head-
quarters, schools temporarily occupied
by the military, etc.). The big pris-
ons were filled with several thousand
prisoners and normally not more than
150 to 200 prisoners were held in
the small camps. If there was no room
for prisoners, they were killed. Thus,
the total number of persons impris-
oned in March-April 1966 could not
have exceeded 250,000.

In the recent history of the Indo-
nesian camps for political prisoners,
we can find two periods in whichlarge-
scale releases took place—the period
from April to August 1966, and from
October through December 1967. In
the first period, about 70,000 persons
were released; in the second, about
50,000. Some 30 to 35 percent of the
prisoners released had to pay a sum
of money to the authorities involved,

K‘gich varied from 50 to 10,000 gul-

n [one Dutch gulden equals
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US$0.28], in order to get these au-
thorities to sign the official record,
which was a condition for release.

Some prisoners were released be-
tween and after these two periods. Ev-
ery month small groups of prisoners,
usually five or ten per camp (since
September 1966 the number of camps
has fallen to about 400), have been
sent home. Larger groups of, say,
100 to 500 have been released spo-
radically.

Before the new wave of arrests,
which gained momentum in February
1968 (the start of the Blitar incidents)

/
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MALIK: Doesn't want Amnesty "interfering"
with concentration camps.

and lasted to April 1969 (the end of
the Purwodadi incident), the number
of political prisoners in Indonesia
stood at around 110,000.

The new arrests must have brought
in about 50,000 persons. So, to judge
from the official figures, 75,000 to
100,000 persons must have been mur-
dered. Only 4,983 prisoners were re-
leased in the period from Blitar
through Purwodadi. For the sake of
so-called foreign economic aid, the In-
donesian authorities were careful to

see that all releases were reported in
the papers. Thus, it can be determined
that the number of political prisoners
in Indonesia in mid-1969 stood at
155,000. Assuming that in the two
years from mid-1969 to mid-1971 the
number of those who died of natural
causes or were murdered —prisoners
are still being killed — equaled the
number of new prisoners, that the
flood of new arrests stopped, and that
the number of persons released was
too small to weigh in the balance,
we come to the conclusion that the
total number of prisoners is between
150,000 and 160,000.

The Indonesian rulers naturally
give different figures. On October 1,
1969, Indonesian Attorney General
Sugih Arto said that there were 69,-
000 prisoners. The November 29 is-
sue of the Djakarta edition of the daily
Berita Yudha reported that according
to Teperpu (the Central Investigation
Commission), the total number of po-
litical prisoners at the end of 1969
in all of Indonesia was 73,542 (a
figure about 4,500 higher than that
given by the attorney general).

In an interview with the publisher
of the German weekly Der Spiegel
(published June 29, 1970), President
Suharto cited the figure 58,000. In
his initial response to the Amnesty
memorandum, Adam Malik spoke of
70,000 prisoners. But only a few days
later — without one single prisoner
having been released in the meantime
— he cited the figure 45,000. It is ob-
vious that in their eagerness to play
down the number of prisoners, the
Indonesian authorities are arbitrarily
giving the most unlikely totals, vary-
ing between 40,000 and 70,000.

In May of this year, the generals
banned a group of Indonesian intel-
lectuals in Djakarta from holding an
open discussion of the problem of the
political prisoners. The military re-
gime asserted that nothing more need
be said about the question of the po-
litical prisoners because this matter
had long since been settled.

The estimates of the number of pris-
oners made by foreign observers are
much more reliable. In a report pub-
lished in the February 4, 1971, issue
of De Nieuwe Linie, Dr. Finngeir Hi-
orth of the Institute of Philosophy in
Oslo wrote that in 1970, when he
visited Indonesia, there were 150,000
prisoners. That figure agrees with
mine. The April 1971 issue of Am-
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nesty International's newsletter speaks
of 116,000 prisoners.

Since the number of persons released
since December 1967 is quite small —
up till 1970, for example, it did not
yet total 5,000 —the figures cited by
Suharto and Malik indicate that pris-
oners are still being killed. I myself
witnessed the following scene. The
commandant of a small group of po-
litical prisoners in the neighborhood
of the East Javan city of Kraksaan
got the order to transfer the prisoners
immediately to another area because
"refugees from Blitar had infiltrated
Kraksaan."

But the commandant could not find
a safe place to take the prisoners. He
decided to let some of them go "for
a good price” and to take the twenty-
six most obstinate ones in the evening
to the village of Asembagus not far
from Kraksaan. When they arrived
in the village, the commandant had
the prisoners dig two big pits in a
place not far from the local cemetery.
These pits were to become the pris-
oners' graves. Once these holes were
dug, the prisoners were blindfolded.
Their hands were tied behind their
backs. They were mowed down from
behind by a machine gun. Their
bodies tumbled into the graves. The
village chief was then ordered to take
ten men from the locality and pack
the dirt tightly into the pits filled with
bodies.

When Attorney General Sugih Arto
revealed October 1, 1969, that there
were still 60,000 prisoners in Indo-
nesia, he promised that "within two
months, 26,000 will be released.”
(NRC, October 4, 1969.) But he did
not keep his word, although he of-
fered something to appease the out-
side world. In the period from Oc-
tober 1, 1969, to October 1, 1970,
only 4,712 persons regained their free-
dom. In the meantime, 10,000 more
were jailed.

Suharto made the same kind of
shameless promises. In his interview
in Der Spiegel of June 29, 1970, he
pledged that "15,000 persons belong-
ing to Group C are to be released
this year." This promise also was not
kept. In the period from July 1, 1970,
to July 1, 1971, only 4,000 prisoners
were sent home; while during the elec-
toral campaign from the end of April
to July 3 of this year, more than
5,000 persons were arrested.

Malik also seems to want to become
as big a liar. During the visit of Queen
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Juliana and Prince Bernhard he prom-
ised that "at the end of September 6,-
000 prisoners in the C category will
be released.” It is already November
and not one single prisoner out of
this 6,000 has been sent home.

Since the Dutch government cannot
be expected to remind Malik of his
promises, I must appeal to Amunesty
International to watch closely that the

Indonesian officials keep their prom-
ises to release the prisoners. These
officials continually make promises
about the fate of the political prison-
ers but just as continually fail to car |
them out. Another memorandtth
should be sent to President Suharto
and this one too should be made pub-
lic if the generals in Djakarta fail to
respond. O

As Bangla Desh Struggle Gains Successes

All-Out War Between

"The border is hot. All around.” The
Indian official's comment to New
York Times correspondent Sydney
Schanberg was probably an under-
statement. According to Lt Gen.
A. A K. Niazi, commander of the
Pakistani army in Bangla Desh, about
half of his troops are deployed along
the Indian border. India has, he says,
eight divisions facing the Pakistanis,
including one armored brigade. He
claims that an average of 1,400 to
1,600 Indian shells are fired across
the frontier every twenty-four hours.

Pakistani military leaders are not
known for their honesty, but in this
case independent reports seem to con-
firm Niazi's estimates.

Schanberg reported in the Novem-
ber 21 New York Times that border
clashes between the two armies have
reached battalion size. He described
the pattern: Troops of the Bengali
Mukti Bahini (Liberation Forces) re-
treat toward India after engaging the
occupying army. Yahya's troops pur-
sue them, running into Indian sol-
diers, who open fire. The extent to
which either army crosses the border
is unclear.

The source of what many observers

. believe to be impending "all-out" war

between India and Pakistan is the
guerrilla conflict, which is continual-
ly broadening. As was pointed out
by Sunanda K. Datta-Ray in the No-
vember issue of Le Monde Diploma-
tique, the Indian government has
found itself confronted with a "Pales-
tine problem" similar to that of Jor-
dan's King Hussein: the presence on
its territory of a large number of ref-
ugees, deprived of their homeland and
waging an armed struggle to recover
it.

The difference in the two situations

India and Pakistan?

makes Gandhi's position even more
precarious than Hussein's. The No-
vember 18 Christian Science Monitor
reported that Bengali nationalism has
begun to spread within the Indian
province of West Bengal, where near-
ly all the refugees from East Bengal
live. The article stressed the role of
the West Bengal Communist party in
attempting to utilize that sentiment,
but conceded that "impressive statis-
tics" supported the claim that West
Bengal is a virtual colony of New
Delhi.

This political threat to the Gandhi
regime, combined with the immense
cost of feeding the refugees, however
poorly that is done, has prompted the
government to undertake military ac-
tion to find some way of removing
the insurgent Bengalis from Indian
territory.

India has not given much aid di-
rectly to the Mukti Bahini, but has
massed troops on the border, threat-
ening to move into East Bengal and
secure enough territory for the more
than 9,000,000 refugees to return to.
But this tactic has helped the Mukti
Bahini, at least temporarily. With half
the occupying army tied down on the
border, guerrilla forces have an easier
time operating in the interior of Ban-
gla Desh.

Railways, rivers, and communica-
tion networks have been paralyzed
by the guerrillas. On November 17
a daylight curfew was imposed in Dac-
ca. In the countryside, Yahya's army
is operating like Nixon's forces in
Indochina—a terror machine that
randomly destroys villages but is un-
able to secure territory. '

Perhaps the most significant achiev = -
ment of the liberation fighters has beew
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their success in eliminating the raza-
kars as an effective instrument of Yah-
ya's terror. This irregular force, com-
~~ased of West Pakistanis and right-
(_ng Bengali collaborators, was in
large part responsible for driving sev-
eral million Hindu Bengalis out of
East Bengal. Now, according to the
November 21 New York Times, the
Mukti Bahini have stopped shooting
at the razakars.

A Mukti Bahini spokesman de-
scribed them as a demoralized group,
hundreds of whom have surrendered
to the guerrillas and joined the revo-
lutionary forces. Those who remain
serve a dual role. They take pres-
sure off the Mukti Bahini, because
the Pakistan army does not bother
invading areas where the razakars
function. They also give important
military information to the guerrillas.
The Mukti Bahini spokesman said
that many recent successful actions
in and around Dacca were due to
intelligence provided by razakars pos-
ing as loyalists to Yahya.

To add to Yahya's mounting prob-
lems, the Bengali struggle has rein-
forced nationalist sentiments even in
West Pakistan. In the November Le
Monde Diplomatique, Tariq Ali wrote
that organized nationalist currents
have appeared in Baluchistan and the
Northeast Frontier, two of West Paki-
stan's four provinces.

Strikes, the workers' response to the
economic crisis triggered by the war,
have also developed. It seems clear
that Yahya cannot sustain the mili-
tary, economic, and social costs of
trying to put down virtually the entire
populace.

This fact has apparently prompted
him to consider a war with India,
in which he could count on U.S. and
Chinese support to counterbalance In-
dian military superiority.

In the November 21 New York
Times Schanberg wrote that the In-
dian government hopes to accomplish
its objective, "a friendly, independent
East Pakistan,” in a few months and
without full-scale war.

Yahya, however, does not seem will-
ing to concede. And the Bengalis, who
have suffered hundreds of thousands
of casualties, are not likely to be ame-
nable to exchanging Pakistani domi-
nation for Indian tutelage.

Fear of the revolutionary wave that
could engulf the entire subcontinent
has thus far persuaded both New Del-
“hi and Islamabad to hesitate at full-

L le war. But both capitals' unwill-
gness to allow their various nation-
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alities to exercise the right of self-
determination tends to propel them

British Hypocrisy in Ireland

further along a course that could end
in mutual disaster. 0

No Cruelty or Brutality in Torture?

"'The Government reject any sug-
gestion that the methods currently au-
thorized for interrogation contain any
element of cruelty or brutality,” said
Reginald Maulding, the Home Secre-
tary. 'The report of the committee con-
firms this view.'"

This statement, reported in the No-
vember 17 issue of the New York
Times, was Maulding's response to
the report of an official commission
set up by the British government to
investigate reports that alleged Irish
nationalists, arbitrarily arrested and
confined under the Northern Ireland
Special Powers Act, were being sys-
tematically tortured.

Before this committee made its re-
port, rather detailed accounts of the
interrogation techniques in use had
already been published in the big En-
glish papers.

For example, in its October 17 is-
sue, the London Sunday Times dis
cussed statements by eleven prisoners
that had been smuggled out of the
detention camps. The paper also re-
ported the results of its own investi-
gations.

"The technique was the same for all
eleven men. They had been rounded
up at various points in the province
—mostly at Girdwood Barracks in
the centre of Belfast. All were blind-
folded by having a hood, two layers
of fabric thick, placed over their heads.
These hoods remained on their heads
for up to six days.

"Each man was then flown by heli-
copter to an unknown destination—
in fact, Palace Barracks. During the
period of their interrogation, they
were continuously hooded, barefoot,
dressed only in an over-large boiler
suit, and spread-eagled against a wall
—leaning on their fingertips like the
hypotenuse of a right-angled triangle.

"The only sound that filled the room
was a high-pitched throb, which the
detainees usually liken to an air com-
pressor. The noise literally drove them
out of their minds. .

"The statements of the 11 after their
experience are jumbled and often in-
coherent. (One, subsequently released,

is now under treatment for mental
disorder. )"

The method of interrogation, the
Sunday Times discovered, was not
left up to the whim or imagination of
the local police:

"The 'disorientation' technique of in-
terrogation is among the most secret
areas of the British armed services'
training techniques. Using Russian
brainwash techniques, it was refined
for British service use by an RAF
[Royal Air Force] wing-commander,
who committed suicide later. It is
taught to select military personnel at
the Joint Services Interrogation Cen-
tre, whose location is an official secret.

"The interrogation at Palace Bar-
racks was organised, so far as we
have been able to ascertain, by men
from the Joint Services Interrogation
Centre."

The charges of systematic torture
were all the more serious because 980
people have been arrested under the
Special Powers Act since it was in-
voked August 9. Of these, 508 have
already been released, according to
the New York Times of November 17.

Some 472 persons are still being
held, of whom only 278 have even
been formally "interned" under the act,
which permits indefinite imprisonment
on the grounds of suspicion alone.

The size of these roundups— 980
arrests is a large number since they
have been directed exclusively at a
nationalist community of only about
half a million persons— indicates an
attempt to intimidate a whole people.

In its report made public November
8, Amnesty International, a respect-
ed civil-liberties organization, noted
that the testimony of many internees
in Northern Ireland conjured up "a
familiar picture of activities employed
by an army of occupation against
a hostile population.”

Amnesty charged that a group of
twelve internees "were subjected to cal-
culated cruelties imposed on them sole-
ly for the entertainment of their cap-
tors." Another nine internees testified
to "extremely brutal physical cruelties
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coupled with psychologically dis
orienting techniques to break the
will." Five "were beaten and forced to
do exercises for many hours, includ-
ing running around the camp and
being forced to urinate while running
in place.”

The British commission report, as
quoted by the November 17 New
York Times, admitted: "Detainees were
required to be kept fully hooded ex-
cept when interrogated or in rooms
by themselves” and "while detainees
were held together pending interroga-
tion or between interrogations, they
were subjected to a continuous hissing
noise, or electronic 'muuh,’ loud
enough to mask extraneous sounds
and prevent effective oral communi-
cations.”

The report also conceded: "We find
ill-treatment in the diet of one round
of bread and one pint of water every
six hours for men who were being
exhausted by other measures at the
same time. It was confirmed that it
was the general policy to deprive the

Ireland

men of opportunity of sleep during
the early days of the operation.”

Regarding some means of "exhaus-
tion," the official report said that com-
pulsory exercise, for example, "must
have caused hardship but we prefer
to take the view that the exercises
were devised to counteract the cold
and stiffness of which some of the
arrested persons complained.”

The head of the commission, Sir
Edmund Compton, summarized:
"Where we have concluded that phys-
ical ill-treatment took place, we are
not making a finding of brutality.
We consider that brutality is an in-
human or savage form of cruelty.
We do not think that happened here."

It remains to be seen if these re-
assuring conclusions will quiet the
growing outcry over the methods of
the British army in Ireland. When
Home Secretary Maulding referred to
them in his speech to parliament, the
November 17 New York Times not-
ed, he faced an "unruly House of Com-
mons." a

_

7

London Meeting Mourns Peter Graham

London

A memorial meeting was held at
the Friends House here November 12
for Peter Graham, the Irish Trotsky-
ist murdered in Dublin last month
under mysterious circumstances.

Gery Lawless, editor of the Irish
Citizen, the newspaper of the Irish
Solidarity campaign in Britain,
chaired the packed meeting.

Among the speakers was Frank
"Butch” Roche, a member of the group
in Dublin adhering to the Fourth In-
ternational. Roche became famous a
couple of years ago for dropping tear-
gas cannisters in the House of Com-
mons to demonstrate the effect of this
gas, which is used by the repressive
forces in the Bogside and other Cath-
olic ghetto areas in Northern Ireland.

Bob Purdie, a Scottish Trotskyist
leader now active in London, paid
tribute to Graham.

Another speaker, D.R. O'Connor
Lysaght, who arrived directly from
Dublin, described the enthusiastic and
pertinacious work of Peter Graham
in organizing for Trotskyism. Ly-
saght praised Graham as an agita-
tional revolutionary writer and said
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the group of Irish Trotskyists would
publish soon a selection of his ar-
ticles in pamphlet form.

The final speaker was Tariq Ali,
editor of Red Mole and a leader of
the International Marxist Group (Brit-
ish section of the Fourth Internation-
al) under whose auspices the memo-
rial meeting was held.

Ali paid high tribute to Peter Gra-
ham, saying that he had worked for
a long time with the IMG. Although
only in his twenties, Graham showed
many qualities of a veteran. Just a
few months ago, to aid the struggle
developing in Ireland, he had vol-
unteered to return home to organize
a group for the Fourth International.

Ali compared the assassination of
Graham to the recent losses suffered
by the Fourth International in Bo-
livia and Argentina. "Although we
bow our heads in sadness,” he con-
cluded, "we should not be deterred.
We shall say with Trotsky at his
deathblow, 'Go forward, we are sure
of the victory of the Fourth Interna-
tional.'"

The meeting ended with singing of
"The Internationale." C

India

Political Debates

Stir Campuses

Indian university administrators are
finding it increasingly difficult to cope
with a spreading student radicaliza-
tion, according to an article by A.
Hariharan in the November 6 Far
Eastern Economic Review. Since the
academic year began in mid-July, at
least half a dozen universities have
been closed down.

Hariharan reported that one reason
for student dissatisfaction is the "entry
fee," which makes it more difficult for
poor students to get into schools.

"Admission to the top medical col-
leges, for example, is according to
merit. . . . But the student who fails
to make the top, and who is forced
back on the middle-level institutions,
may find a place which will cost him
anything from Rs 10,000 to Rs 20,-
000 [one rupee equals US$0.133]
—a price only the very rich can af-
ford. In New Delhi, scores of those
who have gained first class status in
the qualifying examinations taken af-
ter two years in another college can-
not gain admission to the medical
schools.”

Another cause of unrest, Hariharan
wrote, is the fear of unemployment.
There are presently 60,000 engineer-
ing graduates who cannot find work.

Other issues are the examination
system, inadequate hostel facilities,
and poor public transport. In New
Delhi, students have been particularly
active around the transportation is-
sue:

"Over the past months, there have
been almost daily incidents involving
college students and bus conductors
and drivers. Half a dozen buses have
been burnt, scores have been 'hi-
jacked' into campuses.”

Recognizing the students' interest in
politics, various parties have become
involved in elections to student unions.
Some parties expend large sums of
money in these campaigns. One can-
didate at Delhi University was report-
ed to have spent Rs 10,000. O

Competing Bureaucrats

U. S. State Department aides are report-
edly upset because the secretary of th~
U. S. Communist party learned of Nixon‘\_)
plan to visit Moscow before they did.
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Kittikachorn Takes Over

(_zhind the Coup d’Etat in Thailand

The military chiefs of the Thai gov-
ernment declared martial law on No-
vember 17, dismissing the parliament
and abolishing the meager constitu-
tional guarantees supposedly in force
since 1968. A "revolutionary council”
of nine men, headed by Prime Minis-
ter Field Marshal Thanom Kittika-
chorn, was set up to rule the coun-
try with full dictatorial powers.

This move was necessary, the gen-
erals claimed, since, because of the
"dangers threatening national security
and the throne," the "constitutional
road was no longer adequate for solv-
ing urgent problems."

Referring to rebellions that have
been going on in some areas of the
country for several years, the com-
muniqué stressed the subversive ac-
tivity of "some groups" which, it
claimed, had "misused their constitu-
tional rights and incited the public
and various institutions to oppose and
resist the government, as well as in-
citing the students to demonstrate and
the peasants to strike." The commu-
niqué also mentioned the danger of
3,000,000 Thai Chinese aligning
themselves with the Peking govern-
ment. This danger, the statement
seemed to suggest, had been increased
by U. S. recognition of Peking.

The generals did not name the so-
called subversive groups they were
referring to, but the international press
speculated that shifts in U.S. policy,
with economic consequences in South-
east Asia, had produced a split in
the Thai ruling class.

In the November 19 issue of Le
Monde, correspondent Jean Claude
Pomonti wrote:

"Thailand has profited from the
'Viethamese boom' but in the last two
years especially difficulties have be-
gun to mount. Although it has not be-
come a serious threat, the Commu-
nist insurrection has maintained its
momentum. Bangkok has also had
problems with the Moslem Malays in
the South, who have been affected by
separatist agitation, and with the eth-
nic minorities in the North.

"Besides this, the American military
disengagement from Indochina has
created a hole in the state finances

1, of course, given broader scope

the debate over the U.S. alliance.
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More recently, the admission of the
People's Republic of China to the Unit-
ed Nations has increased this unease.
It has helped to strengthen a 'neu-
tralist' current, or at least a group
that has expressed a desire for re
turning to Thailand's traditional pol-
icy of balancing between the great
powers. . . ."

The New York Times concurred in
this analysis. In an editorial Novem-
ber 18, it wrote: ". . . the abrupt dis-

THANOM KITTIKACHORN

missal of a Parliament that never
posed any serious threat to the rul-
ing élite suggests that Bangkok has
been severely shaken by the evolv-
ing Nixon Doctrine of self-sufficiency
for Asian allies, gradual withdrawal
of American troops from Vietnam and
United States overtures to Peking.

"In addition, the reduction of Amer-
ican personnel and military spending
in the area and a threatened Con-
gressional cutback in aid, coupled
with a weakening in the markets for
Thailand's principal exports of tin,
rubber and rice have generated
mounting economic problems for the
regime. Economic stringencies have
fed social unrest, especially in the cities
where the impact of heavy American
spending, and heavy-spending Amer-

ican troops, has upset traditional Thai
values, including their customary ac-
quiescence to authority."

The most upsetting factor was ap-
parently the Nixon administration's
attempt to find cheaper ways of main-
taining U.S. dominance over South-
east Asia, through a smaller, more
specialized military establishment and
diplomatic deals with Peking. A cut
in their income, along with fear of
losing something in an accommoda-
tion between the U.S. and China,
could be expected to "upset” the "cus-
tomary acquiescence” of at least a part
of the Thai ruling class to the au-
thority of Washington.

This tendency, in fact, seems to have
been one of the main things that wor-
ried the generals, who cannot have
failed to be impressed by the results
of Prince Sihanouk's attempts to main-
tain a certain maneuverability be-
tween Washington and Peking.

In the November 18 Christian Sci-
ence Monitor, Geoffrey Godsell wrote:
"Compounding the mood of dissatis-
faction has been a growing question-
ing of what Thailand's policy should
be toward China in the wake of the
American withdrawal from Vietnam
and of President Nixon's dramatic de-
cision to visit Peking. In the vote on
the all-important United Nations res-
olution last month, on the admission
of mainland China and the expulsion
of Taiwan, Thailand abstained when
the United States voted 'mo'—a sign
of Thailand's at least pondering the
issues rather than automatically keep-
ing step with Washington.

"But in this weighing of the China
issue and of Thailand's relations with
the United States, any pull toward
flexibility toward China and less close
identification with Washington came
more from forces within or close to
the now dissolved Parliament than
from Marshal Thanom and his No.
2 man, Gen. Prapas Charusathira.
Thus Marshal Thanom's taking all
of the reins into his hands makes
less likely Bangkok's edging closer
to Peking. Indeed, it could result in
his striving even more earnestly than
hitherto to identify himself with the
United States.”

A November 17 New York Times
dispatch from Washington noted:
"United States officials expressed con-
fidence today that the changes in Thai-
land would not jeopardize American
interests there.”

But the Times editors thought that
the return to open dictatorship might
reveal pressures that in the long run
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threatened the U.S. position in the
area. In their November 18 editorial,
they wrote:

"This abrupt upheaval in Bangkok
should give the Administration second

Denmark

thoughts about Thailand as a model
for the Nixon Doctrine and a stable
base for what is looking more and
more like a policy of victory through
air power in neighboring Indochina.”

Revolutionist Exposes Police Provocateurs

"Kasper Neergaard, thirty-two, a
Danish revolutionist with internation-
al horizons, has gotten what he al-
ways dreamed of," the conservative
Copenhagen daily Berlingske Tidende
wrote November 1. "He has shaken
up the police intelligence service.

"Neergaard turned over to Sondags
Politiken pictures of two men from the
intelligence branch, so that now they
will probably have to be transferred
to some more mundane department.”

The two unfortunate cops, Detective
Sergeant (kriminalassistent) L. Holst-
Jensen and Detective Constable (kri-
minalbetjent) H. Winther-Hinger, ap-
proached Neergaard, claiming to be
reporters for the Swedish magazine
Text & Bild.

"The two intelligence officers met
Kasper Neergaard several times in
Copenhagen," Berlingske Tidende con-
tinued, and finally invited him to take
a trip to Amsterdam so that he could
talk to them about the activity of the
far left.

"Neergaard flew to the meeting. At
the same time, free-lance photographer
Casper Thorsoe drove to Holland,
where he photographed the spies at
work."

In August of this year, the two cops
began to offer Neergaard money. They
asked him to open an account in a
bank in Stroget.

"When the first 500 kroner [one kro-
ner equals US$0.13] were deposited,”
Sondags Politiken reported October
31, "one of the officers stood outside
and waited for a receipt to take to
Horhusvej, where the intelligence ser-
vice has its offices. Later the police
made the deposits themselves. There
was an 'arrangement' that 1,500 kro-
ner would be deposited every month."

Neergaard told reporters that there
seemed to be no time limit on this fi-
nancial arrangement, that he got the
idea he could keep collecting it for
years just for talking to the two cops.
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In mid-September, in the elegant
Globetrotter Hotel, the two officers sug-
gested that it would be more conve-
nient to hold their next chat in a hotel
in Amsterdam. Neergaard had kept
his organization, the SUF [Socialist-
isk Ungdomsforum — Young Socialist
Forum, the Danish section of the
Fourth International], informed of
these operations. He took the oppor-
tunity now to expose the police.

"The humorous side of the affair,”
the Copenhagen daily Extra Bladet
wrote in an editorial November 6,
"was that Kasper Neergaard would
have been satisfied with coming to
Albord, but the intelligence officers
thought that they had to go to Am-
sterdam to discuss matters. Besides
this, the police paid for sumptuous
lunches in exclusive Copenhagen ho-
tels. Between lunches and trips, their
whole project must have cost 10,000
kroner."

What were the cops willing to spend
this kind of money to find out? "Ac-
cording to Kasper Neergaard," Poli-
tiken wrote November 1, "the two cops
were collecting general information
about the activity of the left, from the
most extreme groups well over into
the Social Democracy. And they were
especially interested in the opposition
to entry into the Common Market."

Politiken continued; quoting Neer-
gaard: "Besides this, the two men were
very interested in the Fourth Interna-
tional and SUF's international con-
nections. They promised me 1,500
kroner for 'lifting' the correspondence
between the SUF and the Fourth Inter-
national in Brussels. They asked me
to try to get elected as a delegate to
the congress of the Fourth Interna-
tional next year."

The daily Information wassurprised
that the Danish authorities would be
so concerned about a meeting of the
Fourth International. In its Novem-

ber 1 issue, it wrote: "This move raises
the question of what interest the local
Danish intelligence could have in get-
ting information about an internatie--
al congress of this type. NATO
the CIA would be more interested in
this sort of data."”

In response to a formal question
in parliament from the SF [Socialist-
isk Folkeparti— People's Socialist par-
ty], Minister of Justice K. Axel Niel-
sen denied all of Neergaard's charges
about police incitement to commit il-
legal acts. Nielsen did not deny, how-
ever, that the intelligence officers had
tried to get information from Neer-
gaard on the activities of his orga-
nization. The cops, according to the
minister of justice, were on the track
of illegal explosives.

The same charges had been raised
November 1 by the right-wing Ber-
lingske Tidende, but in a more sen-
sationalistic way: "The background for
the police's unusual methods," the pa-
per wrote, "is that the intelligence ser-
vice thinks that large quantities of
explosives are being produced in Den-
mark and distributed to groups of
militant Trotskyist activists in many
countries, including Greece, France,
Germany, and Northern Ireland,
where a terrorist group called the Pro-
vincials [Provisionals?] may be get-
ting the explosives for their bombings
from Denmark."

In an editorial November 6, Infor-
mation ridiculed these charges: "The
minister of justice's main defense of
the police operations was 'information
from abroad that arms were being
transported over Danish territory' and
that reports came in the winter of
1970-71 'from a foreign authority that
an illegal bomb factory was operat-
ing here.’

"This is the solidest thing in the sto-
ry. The minister of justice's foolish
remarks about weapons (what kind?)
and ‘'explosives, especially Molotov
cocktails' (were there others?) used
in the World Bank disturbances can-
not be taken seriously. This is just
meant to give ammunition to reac-
tionary editors.” ]
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REVIEWS

Ireland’s Blueshirt Fascist Movement

By Gerry Foley

The Blueshirts by Maurice Manning.
University of Toronto Press, Toron-
to, Canada. 276 pp. $8.50. 1971.

Professor Manning's book on. the
Irish fascist movement is very time-
ly. With the development of a deep
crisis in Ireland since the Northern
ghetto uprisings of 1969, the ques-
tion of the potential and sources of
fascism in the country has again be-
come a very acute one.

In a debate October 23 in the Aula
Maxima of University College Dublin,
the school where Manning lectures,
the Irish Labour party's main intel-
lectual spokesman and apologist, Dr.
Conor Cruise O'Brien, offered a stan-
dard Social Democratic interpretation
of fascism. "Totalitarianism," he said,
arose from a failure to respect the
rules of parliamentary democracy.
But O'Brien was not trying to defend
the policy of the Social Democratic
parties in the 1930s. He was trying
to dissuade young radicals and re-
formers from joining the revolution-
ary anti-imperialist movement of his
opponent in the debate, Tomdas Mac
Giolla, the president of Sinn Féin, the
political party associated with the
Irish Republican Army.

O'Brien challenged Mac Giolla in
these terms:

"But if you set out to bring the so-
ciety you want [socialism] into exis-
tence through denying the validity of
democratic process in the society you
actually have, through a private army
withdrawn from democratic control,
by exploiting the latent forces of ro-
mantic nationalism and hatred of for-
eigners, and if you hope to control
these forces by authoritarian methods
in your Republic within a Republic —
if you set out in this way, then I say
to you that the forces you hope to
use and control will use and control
you. Your movement will not move
in the direction of socialism, not if
we accept the idea that socialism must
‘have a democratic base and content.

,certain conditions, a movement like
yours could perhaps move in the di-
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rection of authoritarian State social-
ism, a kind of Stalinism. But in a
country like ours, with its great weight
of social conservatism and profound
distrust of Communism, it is not in
that direction either that your move-
ment can hope to succeed. It is not
in the direction of any kind of so-
cialism, even authoritarian socialism,
that your movement will go. Where
it is going is towards Fascism. It
is going in that direction because Fas-
cism is the natural destination of an
anti-democratic, militarist, authoritar-
ian, ultra-nationalist movement, whose
ultimate appeal is a mystique inac-
cessible to reason. These elements are
in fact among the principal distin-
guishing marks of Fascism, and all
of them are abundantly present al-
ready in your movement."1

This abstract and moralistic meth-
od, with its arbitrary selection of cer-
tain surface aspects of some fascist
movements as characteristic of the
phenomenon as a whole, has the ad-
vantage, from the Social Democratic
or liberal-bourgeois point of view, of
making it possible to condemn any
militant challenge to the status quo
as either "fascist” or conducive to fas-
cism. In situations where oppressed
nations are struggling against domi-
nation by imperialist powers and their
local allies, the claim that since the
main fascist movements of the 1930s
used nationalist demagogy, then "ul-
tranationalism" is a characteristic of
fascism has an obvious utility for up-
holders of the status quo.

This argument, however, has an es-
pecially ironic ring coming from
Conor Cruise O'Brien, whose party
is orienting toward a coalition with
the historic proimperialist party in the
formally independent part of Ireland,
Fine Gael [the United Ireland party],
the party that was associated with
the only serious fascist movement that

1. For long excerpts from this debate,
see "Irish Republicanism and the Strug-
gle for Socialism,” Intercontinental Press,
November 8, p. 966.

has ever arisen in the country, the
Blueshirts of General Owen O'Duffy.

Despite O'Duffy's record in the war
of independence (he later became the
chief of police of the Free State gov-
ernment which suppressed the militant
wing of the nationalist movement and
liquidated the independence struggle),
there was little enough "romantic na-
tionalism" in the Blueshirt movement.
In fact, the main base of support for
this movement came from the larg-
er farmers who were unwilling to pay
the price of resisting British economic
reprisals against the mildly national-
ist De Valera government.

O'Brien's sanctimonious abstrac-
tions about "mystical" appeals to na-
tionalist emotions completely obscure
the difference between the effect of na-
tionalism in a small, oppressed coun-
try like Ireland, where the main eco-
nomic groups are intermeshed with
the imperialist system dominating the
island, and nationalism in imperial-
ist countries like Germany and Italy.
In the first case, nationalism means
fighting against the ruling class. In
the second, it means fighting in de-
fense of the interests of the national
ruling class.

So, we should not be surprised that
it was not the heroes of the Irish war
of independence, the intransigent sol-
diers of Ireland, who showed the
greatest interest in fascism. It was the
party that favored compromise with
England, "patriotic realism,” as the
constitution of the blue-shirted "Na-
tional Guard” put it, the party that
Manning describes this way: "During
its ten years in power, the policies of
Cumann na nGaedheal [the predeces-
sor of Fine Gael] were neither radical
nor revolutionary. The Cosgrave ad-
ministration sought to develop the in-
stitutions of the state on the basis
already laid down. It attempted to
restore the forces of law and order,
to re-open the channels of trade and
to develop the state constitutionally
on the lines laid down in the Treaty
settlement [which ended the war of
independence]. As a result of this at-
tempt to return to conditions of nor-
mality and stability, the party attract-
ed the support of the entrenched and
established elements in the community
and was generally regarded, by both
its own supporters and its opponents,
as a conservative party. It drew its
support mainly from the business and
commercial classes, the professions
and the bigger farmers, whose values
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and attitudes it reflected. . . .

"Warner Moss, an American politi-
cal scientist who spent part of the
1920s in Ireland studying the Irish
parties, noted that the party drew up-
on the local business leaders, the
priests and the prosperous farmers,
and he perhaps unfairly characterised
it as the 'party of age and compla-
cency.'"

It was the shaky foundations of the
new Irish establishment that impelled
this stodgy rural reactionary party
onto the road to fascism. A resur-
gence of militant nationalism, com-
bined with a working-class radicali-
zation produced by the great depres-
sion, seemed to pose a serious threat
to the Treaty settlement. In 1932, in
coalition with Labour, the Fianna
Fail party of Eamon De Valera, one
of the representatives of the militant
nationalist and losing side in the Irish
civil war of 1922, rose to power.

This shift in the balance of politi-
cal forces in the country frightened
the Treatyite party, which had pre-
sided over the foundation of the Free
State and controlled the government
since 1922. "This first meeting of the
new D4il [in which the historic sup-
porters of the Anglo-Irish Treaty of
1922 were now a minority] took place
against a background of rumour and
speculation concerning the possibility
of a coup d'état,” Manning writes. "The
possibility of the National Army re-
fusing to serve under its former en-
emies was widely debated, and on 26
February, The Irish Press had spoken
of 'a rumour to the effect that two
Cumann na nGaedheal ministers and
others are to attempt to obstruct the
transfer of power to Fianna Fail'. . . .
And it is easy to see how suchrumours
could have originated and spread, for
the memories of the Civil War were
still very vivid; many of the leading
officers in both army and police had
fought under arms against the new
government. And on a more mundane
level, the great publicity which Fianna
Fail had given to the gratuities and
pensions paid to ex-members of the
Free State Army may easily have
given the impression that such
pensions would be terminated or re-
duced by the government and that
a series of purges was imminent."

Despite the underlying social con-
servatism of De Valera, whose real
role was to consolidate the situation
created by the Treaty in a way that
the Treatyites themselves probably
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never could have done, the vested in-
terests feared — and with some justifi-
cation —that a new rise of nationalism
would threaten the foundations of the
economic order in the country.

Militant nationalism apparently
equaled "Communism" for these Irish
conservatives, . since the dominant
group even in the IRA at this time
was still deeply influenced by con-
servative ways of thought. .In 1933,
the Treatyite "theoretician" Professor
James Hogan wrote: "It was the grow-
ing menace of the Communist L R. A.
that called forth the Blueshirts as in-
evitably as Communist anarchy called
forth the Blackshirts in Italy."

Specifically, the Blueshirts arose out
of the Army Comrades Association.
Originally a nonpolitical society of
Treatyite veterans of the civil war,
this formation became the organizing
center for direct action against the
IRA, the underground anti-Treatyite
army, and the mildly nationalist eco-
nomic policies of De Valera.

United Ireland, the organ of the
Fine Gael party, preached the essen-
tial doctrines of fascism, although,
naturally enough in Ireland, it cited
the example of the clericalist fascism
propagated mainly in Spain and Por-
tugal rather than the agnostic or "pa-
gan" types of fascism in Italy and
Germany.

In October 1933, a contributor to
United Ireland wrote: "The intelligent
young men of today . .. want disci-
pline and efficiency, not individualism
run mad."

In his article "The Blueshirts,"2 Da-
vid Thornley noted: "At the lower
strata of the movement a Hitlerian
note was also sometimes to be heard.
A correspondent named 'Oganach'’
[Youth], writing in United Ireland in
December 1933, suggested that Blue-
shirt audiences, instead of greeting
their leader with a 'confused din’,
should imitate the Nazis, who 'give
three sudden staccato bursts of mass
cheering, each burst consisting of one
sharply-ejected syllable . . . The word
may be "Heil!" (Hail!) pronounced
sharply; or it may be "Hoch!" (Up!)

. I can think of no single English
word of one syllable to suggest for
the purpose in mind’, continued 'Oga-
nach.’ ""Hail!" would serve for receiv-
ing the Director-General and other dig-

2. In The Years of the Great Test: 1926-
39, ed. Francis Mac Manus, The Mercier
Press, Cork, Ireland, 1967.

nitaries, but would not suit as an
interjection indicating approval dur-
ing the course of a speech or address.
There may be Irish words of ¢
syllable, capable of filling the mou
and being shot out powerfully. The
matter is worthy of consideration. In
addition to its touch of discipline
(mental), it gives you another symbol
by which you will differ from the
herd.'"

Thornley continued: "I have no evi-
dence that 'Oganach's' suggestion was
seriously considered, although the en-
suing issue of United Ireland bore a
frontpage picture of O'Duffy on his
release from a sojourn in Arbour Hill,
with the caption 'Hail! O'Duffy!'"

The Blueshirt movement, however,
proved abortive; it lasted as a force
in Irish politics for about two years.
Various explanations have been given
for its early demise. Both Thornley
and Manning stress the Treatyites' "es-
sential" commitment to parliamentary
democracy. In any case, De Valera's
conservatism and his determination
to suppress the IRA and the remnants
of the militant nationalist movement
quickly became evident.

Also, Fine Gael made no progress
in the 1934 elections, in which O'Duffy
predicted spectacular gains. It may
be that in a small country where the
bulk of small farmers and small busi-
nessmen saw their only hope for ad-
vancement in the economic national-
ism of De Valera, it was difficult for
fascism to acquire a mass base. Be-
cause of the country's geographical
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position, moreover, no vested interest
in Ireland had anything to hope for
from military adventurism.

. Thornley suggests that Professor
\_~gan, the movement's main ideo-
logue, resigned when O'Duffy began
making threatening gestures toward
Northern Ireland and calling on farm-
ers not to pay their land annuities
and laborers not to pay the rent on
their cottages.

The problem of why a section of the
Irish bourgeoisie flirted with fascism
and why this flirtation was so brief
raises a whole series of questions
about the composition, character, and
aspirations of the Irish ruling class,
No answers to these questions will
be found in Manning's book.

Manning's analysis of fascism is as
abstract and "theological" as the one
O'Brien put forth in the Aula Maxima
debate. For example, in his conclu-
sion Manning writes: "It is possible
to say that the Blueshirts had origins

similar to many Fascist movements,
that this movement looked like and
had many of the external trimmings
of Fascism and that it exhibited such
Fascist characteristics as a strong em-
phasis on the role of youth, attach-
ment to some form of corporate pol-
icy and a fanatical opposition to Com-
munism. On the other hand, it must
be said that not all of these charac-
teristics were the exclusive preserve
of Fascist movements and that the
Blueshirts lacked some of the basic
features of Fascism-— opposition to
democracy [the Blueshirts claimed that
they had organized to "defend free
speech"], a commitment to violence al-
most as an end in itself, and a be-
lief in dictatorship.”

Manning has obviously chosen a
few features common to the propa-
ganda of several fascist movements
as characteristic of the phenomenon
as a whole. Even in applying this
superficial comparative method, how-

ever, he seems slipshod. His bibliog-
raphy does not reflect a very extensive
study of European fascism.3 More-
over, the fact that Vidkun Quisling's
Nasjonal Samling [National Unity]
party is consistently referred to as
"Najonal Sporling," which means noth-
ing in Norwegian, does not say very
much for Manning's knowledge of the
field.

The main attraction of the book is
that it is clearly written and offers
information not easily accessible else-
where. It would make a good pop-
ular paperback at a price much lower
than the $8.50 listed on the hardback
edition. Such a work, however —in-
sipid as it is— may not be very at-
tractive to the market for Irish pop-
ular-history books. O

3. For a Marxist presentation of the rise
of fascism, see The Struggle Against Fas-
cism in Germany, by Leon Trotsky, Path-
finder Press, Inc., New York, 1971.

DOGURENTS

The Split Between Healy and Lambert

By Pierre Frank

After the Reunification Congress of 1963, there were
only two national organizations of any significant size
or political influence claiming to be Trotskyist that stayed
outside the Fourth International. One was the OCI [Or-
ganisation Communiste Internationaliste— Internationalist
Communist Organization], linked to the AJS [Alliance
des Jeunes pour le Socialisme- Alliance of Youth for So-
cialism], led by Pierre Lambert in France. The other
was the SLL [Socialist Labour League] in Great Britain
led by Gerry Healy. These two organizations were linked
together in an "International Committee,” whose declared
aim was to "reconstruct” the Fourth International, alleged-
ly "destroyed" by the "Pabloites.” A split has just occurred
between these two formations.

On October 12 a statement was published, signed by
Lambert, the Bolivian Guillermo Lora, and the Hungar-
ian B. Nagy, in which the SLL was accused of capitulat-
ing to pressures of a Pabloite type.l In response, the
SLL, in association with a few politically insignificant
groups in various countries, published a statement Octo-
ber 24 declaring that the OCI had finally carried through
to an open break a split that it had begun at the Essen

\"See the November 1 issue of Intercontinental Press for the
11 text. — IP
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Conference in July 1970.2 At this conference, the state-
ment said, Lambert had voted, along with the POUM
[Partido Obrero de Unificacién Marxista — Workers Par-
ty of Marxist Unity], among others, against a document
proposed by Healy.

The OCI published its statement in the form of a leaflet
distributed by the tens of thousands. In the November 5
issue of its organ Workers Press, the SLL devoted a two-
page spread to an English translation of the OCI docu-
ment along with a reply four times longer than the text
itself.

Despite the attempt by the protagonists of the dispute
to give their quarrel mass publicity, it is of no interest
to the working class. This affair does hold a certain in-
terest, however, for vanguard militants, in particular for
members of the Fourth International dedicated to build-
ing their worldwide organization and its national sec-
tions. The polemic between Healy and Lambert (I will
use the names of the leaders from here on for the sake of
convenience) will probably not be limited to the October
12 and 24 documents. But these two texts, already pub-
lished, make it possible to identify the differences clearly
and raise some questions.

2. See the November 22 issue of Intercontinental Press for the
full text. — IP
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The Lambertist leaflet has very little political content
in the true sense of the word. It is primarily a vociferous
defense of the Lora POR [Partido Obrero Revolucionario
— Revolutionary Workers party], which it claimed assured
the "class independence” of the People's Assembly in Bo-
livia by forcing the pro-Moscow Communist party to
accept a united front. Those who criticized Lora were
supposed to be the "hidden and open enemies of the dic-
tatorship of the proletariat” In attacking the POR, the
statement said, the SLL had capitulated to "enormous
pressures” (in particular from "Pabloites of all shadings").

Healy's document has much more political content, con-
stituting a condemnation of Lambert's policy as a whole.
This condemnation goes all the way back to the 1950s,
because during the Algerian war, Lambert supported Mes-
sali Hadj. On the question of the Vietham war, Healy
reproaches Lambert for associating with the American
National Student Association, a right-wing organization
that put forward the slogan of "Sign a Peace Treaty With
Vietnam" at the Lambertist conference in Essen. Likewise,
he scores Lambert for refusing "to campaign in support
of a victory for the National Liberation Front, because
of its Stalinist leadership. . . . This led to a situation on
the eve of the 1968 Tet offensive where comrade Berg
openly stated an abstentionist position on Vietnam."

Healy also denounces Lambert for "years of refusal
to support the struggle of the Palestinian people for self-
determination, and inability to take the side of the Arab
revolution against Zionism and US imperialism. .. ."
After this, the statement continues, Lambert glorified the
Irbid "Soviet." Healy concludes that this line represented
"inability to fight against the Stalinists and petty-bour-
geois nationalists in a real fight for independent leader-
ship in the anti-imperialist struggle, and at the same time
an abstract demagogy about the victory of the workers
and peasants. . . ."

On the question of the Lora POR, Healy is unmerciful.
He notes that it was Lambert himself who formulated the
first public criticisms of Lora in 1970 for his collabora-
tion with the pro-Moscow CP at the congress of the COB
[Central Obrera Boliviana— Bolivian Labor Federation].
Healy also pointed out, citing Lora's own words as evi-
dence, that the Bolivian leader himself admitted after Ban-
zer's coup that he had thought General Torres's govern-
ment would give arms to the masses in order "to neu-
tralize" the right-wing officers.

But it is on Lambert's policies in France that Healy's
attack is especially severe. It warrants being quoted at
length because the whole story, or almost the whole story,
is there.

In the first place, Healy accuses Lambert of having
drawn such pessimistic conclusions from de Gaulle's rise
to power that he was incapable of preparing for May
1968 and that as a result he tail-ended during the events
themselves.

"May-June 1968, with the French workers on General
Strike, themselves striving for an alternative government,
was the greatest testing time for the OCI But what did
the strike reveal?

"It revealed the theoretical bankruptcy and political im-
potence of the OCI whose leadership— guided by a super-
ficial impressionist analysis of de Gaulle's coup in 1958
—had exaggerated the strength and viability of the Fifth
Republic, abandoned its revolutionary perspective and
written off the revolutionary capacities of the French work-
ing class.
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"This defeatist conception, which extended even to the
Vietnam war, was summed up in the rationalization of
Lambert that the French working class was 'decisively
defeated in 1958'. This pessimistic and essentially middle
class outlook expressed itself in all the organizatiox\d)
and agitational work of the OCI and the AJS before an
after 1968. It is an undeniable fact that at no time during
the General Strike did the OCI leadership advance a so-
cialist programme. Nor did it attempt to undermine the
political credibility of the Stalinist leadership by critically
supporting the demand of the Renault workers for a 'pop-
ular government' by advancing the demand of a CP-CGT
government. Instead, the OCI leaders tail-ended the work-
ing class and restricted the political scope of the strike
by demanding a central strike committee. This was a
complete evasion of the political [emphasis in the origi-
nal] responsibilities of revolutionary leadership."

This same tail-ending tendency, Healy said, was shown
in the 1969 presidential election. In practice the Lam-
bertists split, some voting for Duclos, others for Deferre,
and still others, like Lambert himself, abstaining.

"Even from this 1968 experience the lessons were not
learned. In fact the abstentionist methods and omissions
of the General Strike period were continued into the pres-
idential elections of 1969.

"In the referendum in March of the same year, the OCI
had correctly campaigned for a vote against de Gaulle,
in contrast to the abstentionism of the Pabloites. How-
ever, the gains from this correct turn were lost in the
presidential elections, the class character of which was
ignored by the OCI. Basing themselves on their fraudu-
lent theory of the 'United Class Front', the OCI leaders
used the failure of the CP and Socialist Party to agree
on a single candidate as a pretext for not supporting
the CP candidate, Duclos, against Pompidou.

"The task of revolutionaries was to raise the conscious-
ness of Stalinist rank and file by critically supporting Du-
clos and pointing out that the main enemy was Pompidou.
The OCI should have campaigned throughout the la-
bour movement to demand that the CP candidate be
pledged to a socialist policy against the banks and mo-
nopolies. To carry forward this fight, while calling for a
massive vote for Duclos, was the best way to exposing
the Stalinists and their programme of 'advanced democ-
racy' and fighting for alternative revolutionary leader-
ship. Any other course leaves the Stalinist control un-
disturbed. It was also necessary to expose the SP can-
didate whose party refused to vote for Duclos in the sec-
ond ballot and supported the bourgeois candidate, Poher.

"The OCI leaders did none of these things. Some mem-
bers voted for Duclos, others for Deferre (SP) and others,
including comrade Lambert, abstained. What was worse,
the OCI attacked the Stalinists for having dared to stand
a candidate in the elections despite the fact that the Stalin-
ists in the previous presidential elections in 1965 did
not do so and instead supported Mitterand [Mitterrand},
a bourgeois politician.”

In Healy's opinion these were not accidental errors,
because Lambert has oriented not toward the workers
influenced by the Stalinists but toward the more back-
ward ones following the Social Democrats: "At no time
has the OCI been able consistently to put forward a pol-
icy and programme to bring it close to the mass of t
French workers who vote for the Stalinists and are o®*
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ganized around the Stalinist-led CGT. Instead they have

orientated towards those sections still supporting the social-

democrats, primarily in the older industries.”

- ~This orientation toward the Social Democracy has re
L,x‘ltly been intensified. After all, isn't it necessary to "save"

Mitterrand's Socialist party?

After long denying all revolutionary perspectives, Lam-
bert has now discovered "the imminence of revolution."
This turn, which to my knowledge was made without
any serious explanation, has not changed the Lambert-
ist policy. As before, this policy still consists in calling
for a "united class front." Healy denounces this as aban-
doning the perspective of building a revolutionary party:

"Now the OCI, using the formula, 'imminence of revo-
lution', elaborating a schema of natural stages through
which the working class passes on the road to power,
distorting the tactic of united front of the working class,
has taken the road of liquidationism laid down by these
revisionists.”

Earlier in the document, Healy says: "Within this frame-
work the OCI's position on the 'united class front' be-
comes a complete liquidation of the party and its subor-
dination to the Stalinist and social democratic parties
and union apparatus. Lenin and Trotsky saw the united
front as a factic [emphasis in the original] and not a
strategy as the OCI claim. They saw it as a relation-
ship between mass workers' parties of a temporary char-
acter for the purpose of winning the masses to the Com-
munist Party. The OCI has transformed this into an over-
all 'unity' of the class achieved on the basis of its present
leadership, without the participation in the united front
of our party. This 'united class front' more and more,
in their theorizing and practice, takes over the role of the
revolutionary party itself."

Finally, to mask this opportunist policy, Healy says,
Lambert has been reduced to trying to pull off spectacu-
lar bluffs. This is what Healy writes about the Essen
demonstration:

"The Essen rally itself was conceived and carried through
by the OCI as a diversion from the unresolved problems
of their work in the French working class. An artificial
formula was constructed which made W Germany the focal
point of the workers' struggle in Europe, and then the
OCI led their youth movement to a raily where less than
200 German youth participated, and real political work
to build sections of the FI was replaced by demagogy and
showmanship."

A few days after these lines were written, the Lambert-
ists were still bluffing, making a claim of 40,000 par-
ticipants in the October 31 demonstration in Paris, a
figure which their own press cut to 20,000 the week after.
In fact, the actual number was far lower.3

All of the criticisms Healy raises— tail-ending in the
class struggle in France, orienting toward the Social De-
mocracy, opportunism in limiting their policy to a "united
front" line, bluffing, refusing to struggle in support of
Vietnam, etc.—are very similar, if not identical, to those
long expressed by the Ligue Communiste. In particular,
these criticisms have been formulated in Comrade Henri
Weber's pamphlet Qu'est-ce que I'A.J.S.— Contribution &
lU'analyse de l'extréme-gauche [What Is the AJS— A Con-

bThe police estimate, according to the November 2 Le Monde,
was 5,000, — IP
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tribution to the Analysis of the Extreme Left], which is
to be published shortly.

It will be interesting to read what Lambert writes in
reply to this very vigorous settling of accounts by Healy.
But while a number of the SLI leader's criticisms are
correct, this does not mean that all that he says in his
attack is free from error, particularly where he mentions
"Pabloism,"” which for him means the Fourth International.

Furthermore, in some cases Healy does more than com-
mit errors! For instance, on the matter of the 1969 pres-
idential election, he curiously forgets about Krivine's cam-
paign, which redounded to the credit of Trotskyism. He
is careful also to avoid saying anything about the posi-
tion of the Fourth International and its adherents in May
1968, about their defense of Vietham and the Arab revo-
lution, or about their effective participation in mass mo-
bilizations in France such as the "Guyot affair,” the dem-
onstrations against the Burgos trial, and the counter-
demonstration against the Ordre Nouveau meeting, and
others.4

On each of these occasions, the Ligue Communiste took
a clear position and conducted a vigorous campaign.
At the same time, the Lambertists followed an abstention-
ist line that was a pale reflection of the one taken by the
PCF [Parti Communiste Francais— French Communist
party).

In the case of Bolivia, Healy falsifies the facts. It is
not true that Lora was "the major supporter of Pablo
in Latin America in 1952." At the time of the 1952-53
split in the Fourth International, Lora was in no way
concerned with what was going on in the international
movement (in which his interest was always only rela-
tive). At that time he was involved in a split from the
Bolivian section of the Fourth International.

Lora did not expand his horizons beyond the Bolivian
national scene until the 1960s, when he took a trip out-
side Latin America. At that time, he thought he saw the
possibility of finding "allies” in the "International Com-
mittee,” among other places, against the Bolivian section
of the Fourth International and its leader, Comrade Hugo
Gonzéalez Moscoso.

Moreover, and this is even graver, Healy chose to lie
outright when he said that the "international Pabloites”
—meaning by that what is called the POR-Gonzdlez5 in
Bolivia— had the same policy toward the Torres gov-

4. The arrest and sentencing of a young high-school student,

Gilles Guyot, in Paris in late February 1971 led to some of
the largest mobilizations of youth against police repression since
the spring of 1968. For the facts, see "Paris High-School Stu-
dents Win in Huge Street Demonstrations,"” Intercontinental Press,
March 8, p. 199. On the Burgos demonstrations in support
of the Basque nationalists being tried before a Franco court,
see "What the Basque Solidarity Demonstrations Showed,” In-
tercontinental Press, February 1, p. 82. The counterdemonstra-
tions against the Ordre Nouveau mass public meeting February
26, 1970, were aimed at preventing the rise of a new fascist
movement in France. — IP

5. There are two organizations in Bolivia named "Partido Obrero
Revolucionario.” In Bolivia and elsewhere in Latin America,
they are commonly identified as the "POR de Lora" and the
"POR de Gonzalez' or "POR-Lora" and "POR-Gonzalez' after the
two main leaders, Guillermo Lora and Hugo Gonzalez Mos-
coso. In France and England, Gonzalez is often referred to
as "Moscoso." In translating Pierre Frank's article, we have
corrected his references to correspond with Hispanic-American
usage. — IP
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ernment that Lora had. In his own document, Healy
cites a statement by Lora that, by condemning the "ultra-
leftists and the Pabloites” for their policy toward Torres,
proves exactly the opposite of this assertion. Healy can-
not be unaware of the many statements by Comrade
Gonzéalez that leave no doubt about the policy followed
by the section of the Fourth International in Bolivia.
He cannot be unaware that Lora allied himself with the
pro-Moscow CP in order to block the admission of the
POR-Gonzéalez to the People's Assembly, along with the
peasant organization led and, insofar as possible, armed
by the POR. Healy cannot be unaware of these facts.
They were reported in English publications that he fol-
lows regularly.

While waiting for the development of the split now made
public to give Healy and Lambert a chance to formulate
their differences, and thus their respective political lines,
still more clearly, I should like to raise two important
points.

First: Healy has accused Lambert of capitulating to
"Pabloism,” and vice versa, Lambert has accused Healy
of the same thing. Poor Pablo would certainly like to
meet all these "Pabloites” haunting Healy and Lambert!
In fact "Pabloism” is an invention dating from 1952-53,
when it was used in an attempt to explain the split. This
concept represented an incorrect extrapolation of the pol-
icy advocated by the Fourth International at the time.
Lambert and Healy preserved this invention and tried
to use it as a master key instead of striving to under-
stand events as they are, to understand the analyses of
these events made by the Fourth International, and to
grasp the political line it deduced from them.

Anyone who claimed to be a Trotskyist and did not
share the positions of the men of the "International Com-
mittee” was a "Pabloite,” including the comrades of Lutte
Ouvriére, who must certainly wonder what they ever did
to deserve this charge. Today, even in breaking with
each other, Healy and Lambert remain prisoners of their
invention. Let us wager that if they are unable to free
themselves from it, they will end up by finding "Pabloism"
springing up everywhere in their own ranks.

The most important question, however, is not "Pablo-
ism." Healy and Lambert claimed to be "reconstructing”
the Fourth International, an international whose Trotsky-
ist orthodoxy would be equal to any test. In this attempt,
they have disregarded the real Fourth Intefnational, whose
sections and supporters—like the Socialist Workers party
in the United States— have been making notable progress
for some years and becoming a factor in the political
life of some countries.

For years Healy and Lambert together claimed to be
"reconstructing” the Fourth International. The axis of their
strategy for accomplishing this was a struggle against the
"Pabloite International." All those who joined Healy and
Lambert's organizations started out by going through
a course of education that denounced "Pabloism” as enemy
No. 1. It must be assumed that this education was de
fective, because now both Lambert and Healy are sup-
posed to be infected with "Pabloism."

But the main question that arises now is: With whom
does either of them contemplate "reconstructing” the Fourth
International? As long as they were united, as illusory as
their project was in reality, it might have deceived some
people, helped to create insignificant groups here and
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there. Now that Healy and Lambert are in conflict with
each other, the unreality of this undertaking seems in-
disputable, save for incurable sectarians. The latter, of
course, will prefer self-justifying formulas rather than 2=
attempt to comprehend the reality and to search for{
true explanation for this rupture between Healy and Lam-
bert.

These two leaders opposed the reunification of 1962-63
under pretext that it was carried through without all of
the problems of the past having been clarified. "Pablo-
ism" had to be cauterized out before there could be any
question of Trotskyist reunification. At the same time,
they rejected the answers that the reunifying forces had
reached on the new problems posed by postwar develop-
ments. They clung to every letter, every word, every com-
ma of the Transitional Program.

But the letter of the texts was not enough. What held
Healy and Lambert together was their sectarian, shop-
keeper concept of organization. In terms of their political
ideas, Healy leans toward ultraleftism (not the Maoist
or spontanéist but the "Third Period" Stalinist type), while
Lambert is by nature an opportunist.

For years Healy and Lambert managed to collaborate
in opposing the "Pabloite International,” although not
without occasional friction. New events and the new per-
spectives opened up to Trotskyists since May 1968 have
finally broken the agreement between these two antagonis-
tic political currents that were united against "Pabloism."

In contrast to this, the Fourth International has not
indulged in a mere repetition of formulas but has striven
to carry the Trotskyist movement forward by offering
appropriate answers to the new problems. In this it has
succeeded, not by making big publicity campaigns around
certain dates arbitrarily set for the convenience of some
political propaganda shop, but through continuous in-
ternal discussion and through involvement in the class
struggle. The Fourth International is not concerned with
the declarations of sects hurling their excommunications
to the four winds. It is indefatigably building new revo-
lutionary leaderships and thus accomplishing the task
it set itself at its foundation.
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