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Moscow, Peking

Give Nixon
Green Light
to Crush Vietnam

PODGORNY: "Peace mission" to Hanoi precluded pres-
ence of military officers or discussion of defense against
U.S. bombing raids. See p. 755.

Kremlin Orders Arrest of Pyotr Yakir
George Novack on Healy’s ‘Philosophy’

Provisionals Call Cease-Fire in N. Ireland



Sri Lanka

Begin Trials of
JVP Rebels

The trial of Ceylonese rebels who
took part in the abortive insurrection
in April 1971 opened in Colombo
on June 12. The trial is being heard
by the Criminal Justice Commission,
specially appointed because, accord-
ing to the June 22 Ceylon News, "the
practice and procedure of the ordinary
courts were inadequate to administer
justice in relation to those offences."

Outside the old Queens Club, where
the commission is sitting, "soldiers
with submachine guns stood on
guard. Ten foot high barricades sep-
arated the area which is to house
the suspects during the proceedings.”
The public was apparently discour-
aged from attending since many seats
allotted to it were reported empty.

On June 13, Attorney General Vic-
tor Tennekoon named forty-one per-
sons who are being accused in the
trial of 'conspiring to wage war
against the Queen and of conspiring
to .overawe the lawfully constituted
Government of the country." Among
them is Rohana Wijeweera, leader of
the Janatha Vimukthi Peramuna
(JVP), the youth organization that
played a key role in the rebellion.
The defendants also inciude S. D. Ban-
daranayake, a former member of par-
liament; Mahindapala Wijesekera, a
student leader; and Susil Siriwardena,
a former director of the Agrarian Re-
search Institute of the Ministry of
Lands.

The first witness called by the at-
torney general was the inspector gen-
eral of police, Stanley Senanayake.
He told the commission, according
to Ceylon News, that most of those
who took part in the insurrection were
young people "between the ages of
17 and 25 who were unemployed,
and poor but educated.”

Senanayake cited a number of slo-
gans inscribed by the insurrectionists
on walls and posters during the re-
bellion. They included: "Born slaves,
let us through revolution die free,”
"Liberate the motherland even at the
cost of our lives,” "No solution ex-
cept through revolution,” and "Let us
die. on our feet [rather] than live on
our knees." 0
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With ‘Green Light’ From Moscow and Peking

Nixon Intensifies Campaign to Destroy Vietnam

By Allen Myers

"To speak plainly," wrote journalist
L F. Stone in the June 15 New York
Review of Books, "the chief running
dogs of US imperialism now seem
to be Brezhnev and Chou En-lai. This
is how it must look from Hanoi. Ig-
nominious as Hitler's appeasers were
in the Thirties, he was never dined
as an honored guest in Paris, Lon-
don, or Washington while he bombed
Guernica and destroyed the Spanish
Republic.”

In two articles analyzing the Mos-
cow summit and the response of the
Soviet and Chinese bureaucracies to
Nixon's escalation of the war, Stone
pointed out clearly what is behind
the summit meetings in Peking and
Moscow:

"True, without Soviet and Chinese
supplies, the North Vietnamese and
the NLF would soon be forced back
to low-level protracted warfare, as
they may be in any case if the bomb-
ing and Dblockade continue long
enough. But without the enormous res-
olution and courage of the Vietnam-
ese, what would Moscow and Peking
have to offer Nixon, what would they
have to sell? Peking bought its ad-
mission to the United Nations, bought
its way out of containment, with the
blood of the Vietnamese people. The
same commodity —in such plentiful
supply —has brought Nixon to Mos-
cow. All those bright hopes of ex-
panded US trade and credits which
Nixon's emissaries have been dan-
gling before the Kremlin since Secre-
tary of Commerce Stans went there
last year rest on Nixon's desire to
buy some Soviet 'restraint’' on Ha-
noi. If it were not for Hanoi, Moscow
too would have little to sell." (Empha-
sis in original.)

Predictably enough, Stone's frank
description brought forth howls of out-
rage from the U. S. Communist party,
the Kremlin bureaucracy's most slav-
ish defenders. In the June 20 issue
of the Daily World, reflecting the views
of the U.S. CP, Erik Bert protested
that "Stone's view is shared only by
the wretched peddlers of Trotskyism
in its varied assortment.”

Bert attacked Stone for quoting So-
viet dissident Andrei Sakharov, whom
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he slandered as being connected with
"the CIA's espionage activities in the
Soviet Union." But in an earlier de-
fense of the Moscow summit against
Stone, the CP had been reduced to
quoting with approval a much less
savory character. In the June 8 Daily
World, Conrad Komorowski wrote:

"At the conclusion of the Moscow
talks, Nixon said, 'There are no los-
ers here, only winners." It is an ac-
curate estimate. . . ."¥

It appears that "wretched peddlers
of Trotskyism" have achieved such
influence in North Vietnam that the
Kremlin is forced to engage them in
semipublic debate. Hedrick Smith re-
ported from Moscow in the June 20
New York Times:

"On the day before President Nixon
arrived in Moscow, the North Viet-
namese Army newspaper accused the
Kremlin of having showed weakness
toward the American President and of
having put its own 'national interests
against the interests of world revo-
lution." The charges did not mention
Moscow by name but it was clearly
the target.

"Five days later, on May 26, No-
voye Vremya, a Communist party
weekly on international affairs, car-
ried a sharply worded and unusually
explicit rebuttal written by Vadim V.
Zagladin, deputy chief of the Cen-
tral Committee's department for re-
lations with other Communist parties.

"The article denied that Moscow was
shirking its socialist duty. It argued
for proceeding with the summit meet-
ing in the interest of major achieve-
ments, such as an agreement to limit
arms, through the policy of peaceful
coexistence. . . ."

The Soviet betrayal of the Vietnam-
ese could not be clearer if it were
publicly announced in Moscow. The

* Both Bert and Komorowski passed over
in silence Stone's remarks about the Chi-
nese bureaucracy. Does this mean that
the U.S. CP accepts Stone's analysis as
applied to Peking, but considers it a
"slander" as applied to Moscow? It would
be interesting to hear an explanation of
the "difference” between the two summit
meetings.

Kremlin bureaucrats have in fact
come very close to such a declara-
tion. Soviet President Nikolai Podgor-
ny's June 15-18 visit to Hanoi, for
example, was remarkable for the fact
that he was not accompanied by any
senior Soviet military officials, as he
had been during his previous visit
last October.

In a June 18 dispatch from Mos-:
cow in the Washington Post Robert
G. Kaiser reported that public lectur-
ers are telling Soviet audiences that
the Chinese government has "categor-
ically refused" to allow Soviet ships’
carrying cargo for North Vietnam to
unload in Chinese ports.

"Even when North Vietham itself
asked China for this cooperation,”
Kaiser wrote, "Peking refused, accord-
ing to official lecturers here. They add,
however, that the Chinese have un-
loaded four Polish and four East Ger-
man freighters carrying goods for
North Vietnam."

Nothing that the Soviet bureaucrats
say can automatically be taken at
face value, particularly when they are
speaking about their political oppo-
nents. But in this instance, other re-
ports have tended to back the charge
against the Maoist regime, and none
have been denied by Peking. In the
June 19 New York Times, for ex-
ample, Robert Kleiman of the paper's
editorial board wrote:

"...six weeks after the mining
of Haiphong and other North Viet-
namese harbors, Moscow and Peking
evidently have been unable as yet to
agree on increased land shipment
across China of Soviet aid to com-
pensate for the halt in sea supply. . . .

"Of all the Soviet ships en route
to North Vietnam when the blockade
was imposed, only one tanker has
put into a Chinese port, and that brief-
ly for emergency reasons. It now is
reported to have left without unload-
ing. Three or four Soviet ships have
put into Hong Kong and Singapore.
Some are back in Vladivostok. Others
are still at sea, apparently awaiting
instructions.”

Whatever the truth of the charges,
as long as the Chinese government
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does not publicly declare its willing-
ness to ship supplies for North Viet-
nam through its ports, its silence pro-
vides the Soviet bureaucrats a con-
venient pretext for not supplying the
necessary aid.

The Kremlin is obviously grasping
at any pretexts it can find. In the
article quoted earlier, Kaiser described
one of the sophistries being dished
out by the Soviet lecturers:

"Lecturers are telling the public that
immediately after the United States
laid mines along the North Vietnam-
ese coast in early May, nine Soviet
minesweepers set out toward North
Vietnam from Vladivostok. . . .

"One reason these sweepers were nev-
er used, Soviet audiences are being
told, is that the United States could
have quickly replaced its mines if they
were swept."

Presumably a similar logic explains
the Kremlin's failure to provide the
missiles that could stop the genocidal
bombing of North Vietnam: if the
planes were shot down, Nixon would
just send more.

A report released June 13 by the
Stockholm International Peace Re-
search Institute indicates that the lack
of sufficient Soviet aid to North Viet-
nam is not caused by stinginess. The
Kremlin can in fact be quite generous
with arms—when the recipient is a
bourgeois government. Walter Sulli-
van described the institute's findings
in the June 14 New York Times:

"The chief recipient of Soviet arms,
the report said, was Egypt, which re-
ceived weapons valued at $250-mil-
lion in 1970 and $420-million in
1971, chiefly in aircraft and missiles.
The second biggest recipient was In-
dia, which has now been licensed to
make MIG-21 aircraft, including the
missiles and engines with which such
planes are equipped. Soviet shipments
to India included planes, antiaircraft
missiles and tanks, the report said.

"The institute reported that the Soviet
Union had also provided $2-million
worth of 'major arms' to Ceylon last
year to help put down an uprising
by extreme leftist revolutionaries."

In the two years that Brezhnev and
his colleagues in the Kremlin were
providing Sadat alone $670,000,000
in sophisticated weapons, their mili-
tary aid of all kinds to North Vietnam
totalled $170,000,000.

While the Soviet bureaucrats look
the other way, there have been in-
creasing indications that Nixon is
moving toward an attempt to destroy
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Fourth Year Of The “Plan To End The War” (Contd.)

completely the dikes that protect North
Vietnam from flooding. Bombing of
the dikes on a lesser scale has already
occurred, presumably with the inten-
tion of gradually accustoming world
opinion to the idea.

On June 22, Vo Van Sung, a mem-
ber of the North Vietnamese delega-
tion to the suspended Paris talks, re-
ported that between April 10 and June
10 U.S. planes had attacked dikes
sixty-eight times, dropping a total of
665 bombs.

"Mr. Sung asserted,” the New York
Times reported, "that the American
aim was to spread death and famine
among the civilian population and
lower its morale. 'The possible rup-

Herblock in the Washington Post

ture of the dikes in North Vietnam
during the season of cresting rivers
would threaten millions of inhabitants
and create the danger of submersion
of hundreds of thousands of acres of
cultivated land,' he said."

Sung's charges were denied by the
U. S. Defense Department, but a June
24 - Agence France-Presse dispatch
from Hanoi by Jean Thoraval in-
dicated who was lying. Thoraval de-
scribed what he had seen of the dike
system about sixty miles south of Ha-
noi:

"One of the embankments was com-
pletely cut. Several were gutted, with
gaps in the dike itself and hollows,
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evidently caused by bombs, alongside.
Deep cracks were visible everywhere.
The landscape was almost what one
might have expected to find on the
moon.

"Village officials feared that the em-
bankments would continue to disin-
tegrate. One man explained that bat-
tered, cracked dikes were more dif-
ficult to repair than completely de-
molished ones."

Jean Cristophe Oeberg, the Swedish
ambassador to Hanoi, told an inter-
viewer from the Swedish Broadcasting
Corporation June 24 that "the destruc-
tion, the devastation, is more com-
plete now than any time before."

Oeberg said that U.S. planes were
attacking "not only military targets
but also economic targets —factories,
well, as a matter of fact, anything."

An ominous propaganda ploy in
regard to the North Vietnamese dikes
was reported by Seymour Hersh in the
June 24 New York Times. Hersh quot-
ed "well-informed critics of the Viet-
nam war" to the effect that there was
"no evidence" of deliberate bombing
of the dikes.

Hersh named only one of these "crit-
ics,” but their reliability can perhaps
be judged from the fact that they in-
cluded "some men still serving in the
Government." Presumably to lend au-
thority to the government "critics," the
article quoted by name only Fred
Branfman, director of Project Air War,
an antiwar group based in Washing-
ton. But although Branfman blamed
individual pilots rather than Nixon,
his remarks were not exactly an un-
alloyed defense of the Washington
warmalkers.

"No one is going to be stupid enough
to target dikes," he said, "particularly
since it's a known war crime. But there
is a paucity of targets left in North
Vietnam and an awful lot of planes
going up. It's inevitable that pilots
are going to want to bomb lucrative
targets.”

Anonymous officials indicated to
Hersh that if dikes were bombed, it
was all an unfortunate accident:

"'] know for a fact that the target
lists do not include dikes,” one well-
informed former official said. 'If we
wanted to bomb them, we would.'

". .. The source, who had access
to most intelligence material while in
the Government, added that the oc-
casional bombing of a dike, whether
by error or because of a pilot's vio-
lation of rules, was impossible to rule
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out.

"'In fact,’ he said, 'we had some
photos earlier this year of dikes that
were hit, but I just can't believe it
was done by policy."" (Emphasis add-
ed.)

Hersh also quoted the official line
as laid down by Daniel Z. Henkin,
an assistant secretary of defense:

"Hanoi might be making these al-
legations so that they could claim,
if there were any floods caused by
natural phenomenon [sic], that they
resulted from the erroneous charges
that we have been bombing dikes."

After this remarkable twisting of
both reality and grammar, Henkin
went on to invoke the responsibility
of a reputed long-time ally of U.S.
imperialism:

"If there are floods in North Viet-
nam, and I hope to God there will
not be, they would be acts of God
and not as a result of any targeting
of dikes or dams."

Those moved by the pious Mr. Hen-
kin's prayers for his enemies should
recall that this propaganda argument
was predicted in last week's Intercon-
tinental Press:

"Unlike the use of nuclear weapons,
this tactic [bombing the dikes] has
the advantage of causing an unbear-
able catastrophe without Nixon ever
having to give a direct order; he could
deny responsibility and blame the re-
sult on a series of 'natural accidents.'"
(See "Will Nixon Bomb the Dikes in
North Vietnam?" June 26, p. 725.)

As the history of U.S. aggression
in Indochina has shown, the present
refusal of the Soviet and Chinese bu-
reaucracies to respond to Nixon's es-
calation will only encourage new and
more dangerous actions—such as
bombing the dikes.

As L F. Stone observed in the ar-
ticles quoted above, "Nixon has been
given a green light to smash North
Vietnam." ]

ltalian Workers Need a United Front

Provocations Feed Growing Fascist Threat

By Livio Maitan

Stalled negotiations over forming a
new government; another murderous
outrage in Gorizia, where a bomb was
planted in a police car; and the threat
of a coup d'etat by the fascist leader
Almirante dominated the Italian pa-
pers in the first two weeks of June.
But besides their news value, these
events offered important indications of
the tendencies in the Italian situation.
I don't know, and I am not overly
concerned about finding out, how
much of a conscious link there was
among these developments. The im-
portant thing was that in their ob-
jective result they all pointed in the
same general direction. They favored
a rightward shift preparing the gound
for a return to reactionary policies.

The negotiations over forming the
first cabinet of the new legislature have
been carried out in a way clearly
calculated to wear out the patience of
the people and thereby force them to
accept a shift to the right virtually
through sheer exhaustion. From the
start, the Christian Democrats opted
for a rightward course, even though
the May 7 election results left only
very narrow margins for such a solu-

tion. If this line runs into difficulty
in fairly short order, even in terms
of getting a working parliamentary
majority, the response will come on
two levels. On the one hand, the
bourgeoisie will try to force the Social-
ist party to capitulate entirely or try
to provoke a new split in its ranks.
On the other, they will launch a re-
newed and stepped-up campaign on
the theme that the country is "ungov-
ernable” in the present political and
constitutional framework. The out-
come, then, in the fairly near future
will be a crisis of the regime.

That the actions of the fascists help
to promote this right turn is self-evi-
dent. Thus, there is a two-pronged
attack. The conservatives and mod-
erates operate on the parliamentary
and electoral level. The fascist goon
squads try to intimidate people and
deter them from engaging in present
or future social struggles. There is
no contradiction. Almiranté must be
regarded as an able and energetic
opponent and not just a second-rate
swindler.

While making its weight felt in par-
liament, the so-called Destra Nazionale
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[National Right, a coalition of fascists
and monarchists] has tried and will
continue to try to accentuate the con-
servative trend, and thus to sharpen
the confrontation with the mass move-
ment (which the reformist policy
aimed at avoiding), by organizing
direct action to intimidate and repress
the masses. It is seeking and will con-
tinue to seek conditions favoring an
outcome beneficial to the ruling class
and the most reactionary political
forces.

A number of events since the May
7 elections have shown irrefutably that
there is increasing complicity with the
fascist policy in wide sectors of the
state apparatus. (Such cooperation, it
must not be forgotten, is necessary for
even a partial success of the operation;
and, as we all know, it was decisive
for the victory of fascism fifty years
ago.)

The apparent third element in the
reactionary strategy has been the sub-
ject of the most violent arguments and
the most widely varying hypotheses.
No one can say with absolute cer-
tainty who is responsible for a chain
of criminal acts whose latest link, for
the time being, is the car bombing
near Gorizia. No one can be sure
whether they are part of a single plan.
Irrational acts, of course, may be
committed by individual persons or
groups operating independently of any
definite political forces. Historical re-
search has been unable to determine
the instigators or motives of many
crimes.

However, it is hard to believe that
the series of crimes that stretches from
the Piazza Fontana to Gorizia were
all the result of chance. All of these
outrages have been openly exploited
to give grist to the mill of the most
reactionary forces. Furthermore, the
bombings and murders have always
come at a time when the right and
extreme right could legitimately think
that it could profit from such acts
or that it had particular need of them.

There is another piece of evidence.
In none of these cases have the so-
called authorities been able to find
the culprit. In the case of the Piazza
Fontana bombing they did bring
charges against one person. Butevery-
body knows he had nothing to do
with it. This is so obvious that the
government is reluctant to start a trial
that would inevitably bring down their
whole house of cards.

It is hard to believe that all these
crimes do not depend on a heavy mea-
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sure of complicity at various levels.
It seems incredible that they are not
based on a desire to maintain an
atmosphere of tension and uncertainty.
The minimum objective must be to
give a dramatic demonstration of the
impotence not just of "specific" institu-
tions but of the regime as a whole,
and thus to promote or accelerate a
general political crisis.

In fact, if the grim trail of outrages
continues, we would have to say that
this was the main method of pro-
moting a crisis of the regime. The
technique of indiscriminate bombings;
political murders apt to provoke spe-
cial reactions, which are quickly in-
stigated and magnified to the extreme
by the bourgeois press; and the im-
punity of those responsible can whip
up an atmosphere of unrest, indigna-
tion, exasperation, and distrust of par-
liamentary democracy. These methods
accomplish this result without
arousing a revolutionary mobiliza-
tion for a much more genuine kind of
democracy. Thus, they can only have
the effect of promoting a crisis of the
regime aimed toward a right-wing
solution.

Furthermore, it is worthwhile to refer
to the experience of the not too distant
past. Many episodes in the Italian
political struggle in this period are
reminiscent of similar developments
under the so-called Weimar republic,
that is, bourgeois-democratic Germany
in the period following the first world
war. It is all the more legitimate to
draw the parallel when we consider
other factors, which are often cited
in today's discussions, as cause for
at least relative optimism. From a
bourgeois-democratic point of view,
the Weimar constitution was rather
advanced, in some respects more ad-
vanced than the present Italian one,
and the workers' movement could rely
on powerful political and trade-union
organizations, in particular a strong
Communist party. But the crisis of
the Weimar republic culminated in the
victory of Hitlerite fascism.

All these facts must be considered,
not to raise any false alarms nor to
justify the attitudes of those people
who, now that the great euphoria is
over, are screaming before they have
really been hit. Nor must they be
studied  simply for the purposes of
analysis. The problem is how to act
and react to confront a grave situation
and block the plans that the reaction-
aries are trying more and more open-
ly every day to carry out.

In this connection it is not neces-
sary to repeat here the fundamental
importance of the bargaining cam-
paign that has opened up over the
renewal of contracts for the major
categories of workers. In the present
context, this struggle assumes even
more clearly the dimensions of a po-
litical fight of the working class as
a whole.

The essential thing is to revive the
theme of unity in action in order to
repel the attacks of the ruling class
in all their ramifications. What is need-
ed is unity on a class basis —not some
vague, general "democratic" antifas-
cism that would also appeal to the
bourgeois parties or tendencies with-
in them. We need unity of the work-
ing class, of all the working people,
and the students and intellectuals who
stand on the positions of the work-
ing class. In more precise political
terms, this means that we need a
united front including the revolution-
ary left organizations as well as the
traditional reformist ones. The basis
of such a front, of course, must be
a common class platform.

I realize all too well that achieving
this objective is far from easy. Sec-
tarianism and infantile ultraleftism
continue to reign in the revolution-
ary left (Lenin's phrase about the "in-
fantile disease of left communism" re-
tains all its validity). Too many say
that they want nothing to do with
the detested revisionists (except to vote
for them on the quiet), because the
traditional organizations think they
can escape by denouncing the mis-
deeds of the "grouplets” and loudly
taking their distance from them.

Underlying both attitudes there is
a grave political shortsightedness.
Both the ultraleftists and the reform-
ists fail to understand that unless there
is a truly united mobilization of the
class and its allies based on a plat-
form making no concessions to the
bourgeoisie, the crucial battle in prog-
ress and those to follow will be lost
in essence.

Let me draw the analogy with Wei-
mar Germany once again. There the
need for a united front was denied
by the big workers' organizations and
advanced only by Trotsky, "the proph-
et unarmed." The result was that Hit-
ler won, sweeping away the Social
Democrats, the Stalinists, and the rev-
olutionists. Let us reflect on this les-
son, which, despite all the differences
to be seen in the present situation,
retains all of its timeliness. O
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Linked to CIA and Republican Party

Bay of Pigs Veterans Raid Democrats

By David Thorstad

At 2:30 a.m. on June 17, five men
were caught red-handed and arrested
for breaking into the twenty-nine-suite
offices of the Democratic party's Na-
tional Committee headquarters in
Washington, D.C. A week after the
arrests, the case still remained shroud-
ed in mystery, but several fingers of
suspicion seemed to be pointing in
the direction of the Republican party
and even the White House as respon-
sible for the scandal.

The arrested burglars had in their
possession extensive photographic
equipment and electronic surveillance
instruments capable of intercepting
both room conversation and telephone
communication. They had removed
two ceiling panels near party chair-
man Lawrence O'Brien's office in or-
der to install a bugging device.

Police discounted the likelihood that
persons "up high" had planned the
raid because it was so badly bungled
at every stage. Police may have been
hasty, however, for the apparent lead-
er of the plot, Bernard Barker, has
had practice in bungling —he helped
mastermind the abortive 1961 Bay
of Pigs invasion in which top gov-
ernment officials also had a hand.
All five suspects were linked in one
way or another to the Central In-
telligence Agency and the activities of
anti-Castro gusanos.

In addition, one of them, James Mc-
Cord Jr., is a former CIA employee
who is a salaried security aide for
Nixon's own reelection committee,
with $1,209 a month "take-home" pay
and his own office in the committee's
headquarters. He also holds a sep-
arate contract to provide security ser-
vices to the Republican National Com-
mittee. (Since the raid, he has been
fired.)

On top of this, E. Howard Hunt,
a former aide to a high-level White
House official, has been linked to the
plot. Hunt was the top CIA official
in charge of the Bay of Pigs inva-
sion. Cuban sources in Miami indi-
cated that two weeks before the raid,
Hunt met in Miami with Barker, who
was his immediate subordinate in the

July 3, 1972

Bay of Pigs fiasco. Hunt has now
gone into hiding.

The other three participants are
Frank Sturgis, an American who
served in Castro's army and later
trained a gusano guerrilla force; Eu-
genio R. Martinez, a Miami real-es-
tate agent; and Virgilio R. Gonzales,
a locksmith. The latter two have been
linked to a gusano group called Ex-
Combatientes Cubanos de Fort Jack-
son, a group of veterans of the Bay
of Pigs invasion. New York Times
correspondent Agis Salpukas reported
June 24 that the group had held meet-
ings in Miami with "American friends
from Washington" and had agreed to
undertake "direct action to combat
what they viewed as left-wing causes
in the United States.”

The incident has caused consider-
able embarrassment to Republican
party officials in an election year. Al-
though both Democrats and Repub-
licans authorize the use of such cloak-
and-dagger operations against left-
wing organizations without hesitating,
it is apparently a violation of the rules
of fair play for them to do it to each
other. Suspicion that the Republican
party was behind the raid was not
lessened by the fact that the chairman
of Nixon's reelection committee is
none other than John Mitchell, who
as attorney general gave a green light
on surveillance, bugging, and wire-
tapping. Mitchell claims neither he nor
his committee authorized the raid. "We
deplore such activity,” he hypocritical-
ly asserted.

Democratic party chairman O'Brien
nonetheless announced a $1,000,000
suit against Nixon's reelection com-
mittee on June 20 for invasion of
privacy and violation of the civil
rights of Democrats. He called it a
"blatant act of political espionage.”

Efforts of the Republican leadership
to quell the mounting suspicion have
only added fuel to the fire. On June 19,
for instance, the party's National
Committee sent out an internal mem-
orandum instructing those on the par-

ty payroll not to say a word about
the case. This solemn approach con-
trasted sharply with White Housepress
secretary Ronald Ziegler's flippant
characterization of the raid as a "third-
rate burglary attempt” that the White
House did not feel the need to com-
ment on.

This prompted the Washington Post
to editorialize June 21: "Mr. Ronald
L. Ziegler, the White House spokes-
man, has already dismissed it as a
'third-rate burglary attempt' and
warned that 'certain elements may try
to stretch this beyond what it is.' The
implication of that last statement is
that he knows what it is and if so,
we wish he would tell us, because
frankly it doesn't shape up as your
ordinary, garden variety burglary —
however 'third-rate’ its execution." The
Post editors noted their concern over
the implications of the affair "in a
time of waning confidence in the pro-
cesses of government.”

The FBI has begun a nationwide
search for four men who rented rooms
in Washington's Watergate Hotel the
weekend of May 26-29 together with
four of the five men involved in the
raid. Over that weekend, on May 28,
an attempt was made to break into
the Democratic party offices, which
are in a building adjoining the hotel.
The four being sought are thought
to be members of an anti-Castro group
called "Ameritas."

Meanwhile, the Democrats smell a
promising campaign issue and can
be expected to squeeze it for every
vote it is worth. O

Doesn’t Like the Company

Arguing against building an antibal-
listic missile site around Washington, as
permitted by Nixon's agreement with the
Soviet leaders, U.S. Senator William Prox-
mire observed, "It is ridiculous for the
country to put up a billion dollars to
protect the politicians while the rest of
the country is utterly destroyed. . . .

"Certainly it is important that in the
unthinkable event of a nuclear holocaust,
that all that's left would be bureaucrats
and politicians.”

We have never expected the capitalist
politicians and bureaucrats to worry
about what happens to us in the event
of nuclear war, but perhaps the prospect
of being left with no one but themselves
would tend to make them a bit less bel-
licose.
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Northern Ireland

Provisionals Call for Cease-Fire, Talks

By Gerry Foley

The Provisional IRA announced
June 22 that it would suspend "of-
fensive operations" provided there
were a "public reciprocal response"
from the British army. The statement
continued:

"The leadership of the Republican
movement believes that a bilateral sus-
pension of operations would lead to
meaningful talks between the major
participants to the conflict.

"The movement has formulated a
peace plan designed to secure a just
and lasting solution and holds itself
in readiness to present it at the ap-
propriate time."

In the June 23 New York Times,
a dispatch from Bernard Weinraub
in Belfast commented:

"At least one element of surprise in
today's announcement was that there
was no time limit on the I R.A.'s
offer. There had been earlier indica-
tions that the Provisionals’ leader-
ship was discussing only a two-week
or three-week truce.

"Another element of interest and sur-
prise was the I R.A.'s demand that
it take part in any discussions on the
future of Northern Ireland.”

Weinraub noted that the Provision-
als had dropped their previous con-
ditions of an end to internment and
abolition of the Belfast parliament,
which in February was suspended for
a year.

It did not seem, however, that the
Provisionals would be the ones to
gain from their concessions. Gerry
Fitt, one of the principal figures in
the Social Democratic and Labour
party (SDLP), the moderate Catholic
political organization, said:

"When I heard the Provisionals call
for a meeting with Mr. Whitelaw [the
London-appointed governor of North-
ern Ireland] and heard nothing about
a precondition for ending internment,
I nearly fell off my chair.

"Once they had missed that— and
I rather think it was a mistake on
their part—then we really had some-
thing to grasp. For the first time we
could go and see Whitelaw without
fear of pressure from anyone."
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The British administration was
quick to accept the Provisional IRA's
offer. "Mr. Whitelaw said that the army
would 'obviously reciprocate' when the
IRA ceased its campaign,” Weinraub
reported. "The Provisionals said to-
night that they accepted this as a mu-
tual suspension of operations.”

WHITELAW: Eager to "reciprocate.”

The weekend preceding the sched-
uled truce, due to begin on midnight
June 26, was marked by increased
terrorist activity. The press speculat-
ed that the Provisionals' intention was
to show that they had not been mili-
tarily beaten. There were also rumors
that sections of the Provisional ranks
would refuse to obey the cease-fire.
In a statement quoted by Weinraub,
Séamus Twomey, commander of the
Belfast forces, seemed to confirm the
existence of opposition to halting the
campaign:

"Mr. Twomey said that, after mid-
night Monday, 'if any member of the
Provisionals takes part in any offen-
sive action, he will be very severely
disciplined.

"'And if we find he is guilty of an
act of deliberate treachery, then he
will be shot.""

Disorientation in the Provisional
ranks might be expected, since this
group has been built almost exclu-
sively on the perspective of guerrilla
warfare, without a clear and effective
program for mass action. On the other
hand, the leaders of the organization
have made it clear on several occa-
sions that they were trying to force
the British to the conference table and
had no hopes of being able to win
a decisive military victory. In August
1970, Sean Keenan, who was the Pro-
visional leader in Derry then, told me
and a Swedish journalist that hehoped
the armed campaign would force
United Nations intervention.

Nonetheless, it seems clear that the
Provisional campaign has ended in
a political defeat. They have been
forced to surrender almost uncondi-
tionally by a peace campaign in the
Catholic community fueled by little
more than the promise of concessions
from the British authorities. The con-
centration camps are still open. There
have been only token releases, and ar-
rests continue. No serious steps have
been taken to meet the long-standing
grievances of the nationalist commu-
nity. The suspension of the Belfast
parliament has only given the Brit-
ish administration a fresh face and
greater maneuverability. The system
of religious bigotry remains intact,
and the Protestant proimperialist or-
ganizations continue to play their role
as a backup and ally for the occupa-
tion forces.

The real reason for the power of
the peace campaign seems to be that
a large section, if not the majority,
of the Catholic population has come
to resent terrorist actions as a source
of apparently needless discomforts
and dangers. They have no control
over such actions and the violence
did not seem to be leading anywhere.
There was support for the bombings
and the other violent acts in the Cath-
olic ghettos, but the most common
defense of them that I heard in Bel-
fast in February of this year was
that "they make the government sit
up and take notice." Now that the
imperialist regime seems to be "tak-
ing notice," the support for terrorism
appears to be ebbing with dizzying
speed.

Moreover, since the Provisionals
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failed to build a mass political alter-

native to the moderate Catholic pol-
iticians, it was virtually inevitable

that the halting of the military cam-

paign would restore the position of-

these traditional "negotiators.” g

Abandon Attempt to Jail Shop Stewards

Dockers’' Protest Forces Tories to Retreat

London

In a judgment that will have far-
reaching legal and industrial reper-
cussions, the Court of Appeal on June
13 reversed an earlier ruling of the
National Industrial Relations Court
that had found the Transport and
General Workers Union "in contempt”
and had resulted in £55,000 in fines
against the union.

The original contempt order and
fines resulted from an application by
a Liverpool container-lorry firm to
force dockers there to end the "black-
ing" [boycotting] of the firm's lorries.
This was the first major trial of
strength for the newly instituted In-
dustrial Relations Act.

The docks dispute arose because cer-
tain companies are employing unreg-
istered dock workers at lower wages
to pack and unpack containers at spe-
cial depots near the docks. The reg-
istered dock workers see this as a
threat to their jobs and are black-
ing lorry firms that are known to
be involved.

The June 18 Appeals Court judg-
ment found the TGWU not respon-
sible for the actions of its shop stew-
ards in the docks who were provid-
ing the local leadership for the black-
ing of these firms. The only recourse
under the Industrial Relations Act was
to take legal action against these rank-
and-file leaders.

Contempt proceedings were begun
the next day against three London
docks shop stewards who, despite ear-
lier court orders, continued to picket
the Chobham Farm container depot
in East London, where sixty-three un-
registered TGWU workers were em-
ployed. The three men were Vic Turn-
er and Bernie Steer, respectively chair-
man and secretary of the National
Ports Shop Stewards Committee, and
Alan Williams.

The three were given until 2:00 p. m.

Friday, June 16, to appeal their case,

after which time the High Court's Tip-
staff would go to the Chobham picket
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to issue the orders and have them
arrested.

But sixty-five minutes after this
deadline, Peter Pain, acting on behalf

HEATH: Forced to back down by militancy
of dock workers.

of the official solicitor and without
the knowledge of the three men con-
cerned, requested of the Appeals Court
that the arrests not take place and
that the charges be dropped because
of insufficient evidence. The judges
agreed unanimously. .

When he heard that an appeal had
been lodged, Vic Turner commented,
"This is a bloody liberty. I don't know
what to make of it. How can any-
one make an application on behalf
of someone else to do exactly the op-
posite of what the person he is sup-
posed to be appearing for wants?"

Some 35,000 dockers were on strike

-that day, and all work was stopped

at London, Manchester, Hull, Preston,

and Liverpool to protest the threat-
ened imprisonment of the three dock-
ers' representatives. Moreover, sup-
port was coming from miners, en-
gineering workers, Ford and Vaux-
hall workers, printers, and railway-
men. The miners themselves had de-
livered a massive defeat to the gov-
ernment earlier in the year and the
railwaymen, in spite of a court-im-
posed "cooling-off period" and com-
pulsory ballot, had recently won a
pay rise greater than the government's
pay norms.

Under the virtual certainty of an
unofficial national docks strike from
Monday [June 19], which would have
found active support throughout the
labour movement, the prime minister
called an emergency meeting with cab-
inet ministers Thursday evening and
another with the attorney-general and
solicitor-general early on Friday. Af-
ter the eleventh-hour intervention by
the official solicitor, the government
were, of course, quick to deny inter-
ference with the legal proceedings.

Earlier, on June 14, an official na-
tional docks strike was deferred for
at least six weeks, but not without
considerable opposition from the dock-
ers. Almost all work was stopped at
London, Tilbury, Liverpool, Hull,
and Preston on that day to coincide
with the TGWU docks delegate con-
ference. The decision to postpone the
strike was not well received by 500
militant dockers lobbying at the
union's headquarters at Transport
House. Unofficial action in the main
ports now seems very likely, especially
in view of the government's attempt
to imprison the three dockers' repre-
sentatives.

Most certainly, the "blacking” will
continue and the possibility of another
confrontation with the Tory govern-
ment is not ruled out. The dockers
cannot afford to compromise on this
issue; their numbers have fallen from
65,000 to 42,000 in seven years and
threaten to fall another 10,000 in the
next five years. Friday's unofficial
protest stoppage has demonstrated the
dockers' determination to counter this
trend. O

When He Was Still Mortal

The Mao Tsetung museum at Wham-
poa, reports the Far Eastern Economic
Review, includes among its exhibits a
chamberpot with the notice: "This is a
hygienic convenience which was used twice
by Chairman Mao in his youth."
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Son of Murdered Soviet General

Kremlin Orders Arrest of Pyotr Yakir

By George Saunders

After months of threats, the Soviet
political police have arrested Pyotr
I. Yakir, a prominent dissident Com-
munist, civil-rights leader, and son
of one of the Red Army generals as-
sassinated in 1937.

Yakir was taken into custody by
plainclothesmen about noon on June
21, according to friends of his. The
arrest was made at his apartment in
the auto-plant district of Moscow. He
was driven away in an official-look-
ing black Volga automobile, dissident
sources said.

His friends reportedly expect that
he will be put on trial on charges of
"anti-Soviet" activity.

Yakir was subjected to a prolonged
search of his apartment in mid-Jan-
uary, at which time large quantities
of personal documents, manuscripts,
and files were confiscated from him.
In connection with an official drive
to suppress the samizdat newsletter
Chronicle of Current Events, he was
kept under close surveillance after that
and, reportedly, searched a second
time.

According to Charlotte Saikowski,
writing from Moscow for the June 22
Christian Science Monitor, Yakir was
arrested for "anticonstitutional activ-
ities which he had systematically car-
ried on for several years, submitting
to Western propaganda agencies in-
formation which was used against the
Soviet Union.”

Together with Vladimir Bukovsky,
Yakir was one of three Soviet opposi-
tionists who gave a filmed interview
to CBS-TV correspondent William
Cole in Moscow in early 1970. That
television film was part of the evi-
dence used to convict Bukovsky in
January of "anti-Soviet propaganda
and agitation," an offense for which
he received a twelve-year sentence.

Saikowski says that her source
named Radio Liberty and Radio Free
Europe as the agencies to which Yakir
allegedly submitted information. Such
a tactic of smearing pro-Soviet, but
antibureaucratic opponents by asso-
ciation with reactionaries and real
agencies of imperialism has been
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Stalinist judicial practice since the
1920s.

Saikowski had further unpleasant
news to report from her "source,” who
"said Mr. Yakir had been warned sev-
eral times by Soviet authorities that
his activities were illegal, but he per-
sisted in them. Also, he added, the
dissident formed a group of young
people, including his daughter Irina,
to assist him." (This is an apparent
reference to the Initiative Group for
the Defense of Human Rights in the
USSR.)

"The latter charge apparently will
be used in the trial," Saikowski goes
on. "At this writing, however, it is
not known under what article of the
Soviet criminal code Mr. Yakir will
be tried or when the trial will take
place.”

If Yakir is placed on trial, a very
sharp confrontation between pro-
Stalin and anti-Stalin forces in the
Soviet Union could result. In recent
years Yakir has become widely known
as an outspoken opponent of Stalin-
ism. An open letter he wrote in March
1969 stipulated grounds in present-
day Soviet law under which Stalin

-should be posthumously tried.

An earlier open letter, in January
1968, cosigned by the Crimean Tatar
poet and activist Ilya Gabai and un-
derground satirical songwriter and
singer Yuli Kim, had protested the
increasingly favorable views of Stalin
being printed. The 1968 letter con-
trasted the rehabilitation of Stalin's
reputation to the continued negative
treatment of Trotsky, whose role as
People’'s Commissar of War and
Chairman of the Military Revolution-
ary Council was still being present-
ed as "unrelieved wrecking activities."

To oppose what he saw as a grow-
ing return to Stalin's methods of po-
lice terror, Yakir joined with other
Soviet dissidents to form the loosely
knit Initiative Committee for the De-
fense of Human Rights in the USSR
in May 1969. Most of its members
have been jailed or confined in psy-
chiatric hospital-prisons, the most re-
cent victim being the Kiev mathema-

tician Leonid Plyushch, who was ar-
rested in January of this year.

The Initiative Committee's main ac-
tivity has been to publicize violations
of civil rights and to protest cases
of political persecution. This has been
done through protest letters and peti-
tions, many addressed to the United
Nations.

Despite the victimization of many
dissidents in recent years, Yakir had
not been previously touched, for all
his outspokenness. In an open letter
to the Twenty-fourth Congress of the
Soviet Communist party in March
1971, in which he called Stalin "one
of the greatest criminals of the twenti-
eth century,"” Yakir indirec¢tly referred
to this temporary immunity he seemed
to enjoy while friends and acquaint-
ances were being picked off by the
police on every side: "The selective-
ness, the 'discrimination,’ employed
in exercising repression (for one and
the same 'crime,’ one person is given
a reprimand at work, another is not
bothered at all, and a third gets sev-
eral years in a prison camp) only
underscores the arbitrariness and il-
legality of the repressive measures.”

The reason the KGB was reluctant
to arrest him previously was of course
that a legal case involving a Yakir
would revive too many memories of
the great purges of the 1930s. After
his father, General Iona [Russian for
"Jonah"] Yakir was shot, the general's
widow and Pyotr, then fourteen years
old, were interned in a concentration
camp. They were not freed until after
Stalin's death in 1953. In the "de-
Stalinization" period they were reha-
bilitated, as were the Red Army of-
ficers Stalin had slaughtered on the
eve of World War II, in a move that
beheaded the first line of Soviet de-
fense.

Khrushchev himself referred to
Pyotr Yakir in the 1956 "secret speech”
at the twentieth party congress. Al-
lowed to work as a historian, Pyotr
edited a collection of articles about
his father. How far the rehabilitation
of the purged generals of 1937 went
may be judged from the fact that a
Soviet ship was named the lona Yakir.

Ironically, after Pyotr Yakir had
signed a protest letter to the United
Nations, the captain and crew of this
ship sent him a letter remonstrating
with him for his "unpatriotic” act. His
reply to the crew of the Iona Yakir
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is one of the documents circulating
in samizdat today.

Another of his uncensored works
circulating privately is entitled Con-
centration Camp Childhood. Part one
of his memoirs, this has also been
published outside the Soviet Union.
The second part was reportedly con-
fiscated by the KGB this year.

If Yakir is placed on ftrial, it will
be the first time since the denuncia-
tion of Stalin's crimes that someone
directly linked with a victim of the
great purges has been subjected to
revived Stalin-type frame-ups. The
protests around the Sinyavsky-Daniel
trial, the Ginzburg-Galanskov trial, the
Litvinov-Bogoraz trial, and the Bu-
kovsky trial might prove to be only
preliminary skirmishes if all the forces
opposed to a revival of Stalin's meth-
ods can unite and mobilize in defense
of Yakir.

For several years the Kremlin has
shied away from public trials for dis-
sidents who might win too much sup-
port, especially if they are opposition
Communists who might win support
from left forces internationally. Thus
the tactic of "quiet" incarceration in
madhouses was used against the dis-
sident Communists Pyotr Grigorenko
and Ivan Yakhimovich.

In recent months the Kremlin has
adopted a new tactic: allowing dis-
sidents to leave the country but not
permitting them to return. Leading
dissidents and associates of Yakir—
Yuri Glazov, Yuri Titov, and Alek-
sandr Yesenin-Volpin— as well as the
poet Josif Brodsky have thus been
removed as immediate problems from
the Kremlin's point of view.

A recent report in a N orwegian
newspaper, Aftenposten, states that the
Soviet authorities are planning to of-
fer leading oppositionists a choice: to
leave the Soviet Union or be impris-
oned. Correspondent Per Egil Hegge
claimed that among the opposition-
ists to be thus approached were Yakir,
novelist Aleksandr Solzhenitsyn, and
Human Rights Committee member
Valery Chalidze.

Hegge also claimed that, if expelled
from the Soviet Union, oppositionists
would be stripped of Soviet citizen-
ship under Article 20 of the Crim-
inal Code of the Russian Republic.
This is the same article under which
Stalin expelled Leon Trotsky in 1929,
according to Hegge.
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Other rumors have been reported
that former Major General Pyotr Gri-
gorenko, confined in a psychiatrichos-
pital under conditions sure to destroy
him before much longer, might also
be expelled from the Soviet Union.

Such rumors could well have been
planted by the Kremlin regime to dis-
arm international protest if new trials
are being prepared. A relatively minor
oppositionist writer, Valery Tarsis, it
should be recalled, was allowed to
leave the USSR and was then stripped
of citizenship in the same week that
the major trial of writers Sinyavsky
and Daniel occurred in 1966.

The Kremlin has real reason to aim
reprisals against Yakir, Chalidze, Sol-
zhenitsyn, and others like them. The
signs of mounting unrest and political
consciousness among the masses, es-
pecially among some of the national
minorities, cause the Brezhnev regime
to fear any organized or prominent
oppositional person or group as a
potential spark that could set off a
conflagration.

The regime's anger at the outspoken
oppositional stands of Yakir, Solzheni-
tsyn, and Chalidze was obvious in the
course of the trial of Viadimir Bukov-
sky in January. All three were repeat-
edly linked with Bukovsky by the pro-
secution; and the harsh sentence meted
out to him was a gauge of the treat-
ment they would like to give the
others.

Yakir and Chalidze figured largely
in the protests around the Bukovsky
trial, both preceding and following
it. Yakir especially was linked with the
publication of the transcript of Bu-
kovsky's trial, which the authorities
wished to keep secret. Aleksei Tumer-
man, the young Jewish dissident who
took responsibility for making that

transcript public, is reportedly a close
associate or even a secretary or assis-
tant of Yakir.

In the month or two before Nixon's
trip to Moscow, the Brezhnev regime
seemed to suspend the sharp campaign
it had opened up against all forms of
dissidence at the turn of the year. Ap-
parently, embarrassing incidents were
to be avoided on the eve of Nixon's
grand tour.

The dissidents, for their part, did
not call a truce. Tumerman gave an
interview expressing the hope that the
question of human rights would come
up in the Brezhnev-Nixon discussions,
a vain hope of course. For that, he
was immediately confined for "psychi-
atric" observation.

Yakir, too, issued a statement along
the same lines as Tumerman's. "The
guarantee of the freedom of the indi-
vidual has ceased to be an internal
matter and has become an interna-
tional problem," he declared.

"Before the arrival of President
Nixon," he reported, "people were called
in to the militia [regular police] and
the state security police, where they
were asked to sign a promise not to
commit any antisocial act during the
president's visit."

"1 would like to hope that after Presi-
dent Nixon's visit, reaction will not be
stepped up, that arrests will stop, and
that no one will be interned in an in-
sane asylum," he added.

The regime has reacted otherwise.
Under pressure from international and
domestic public opinion to stop its
repressive actions, it nevertheless has
a mortal fear of a social uprising that
would strip it of its privileges. It is
casting about, seeking a way to si-
lence the voices of protest without
creating more protest in turn. O

Report Opposition Leaflet in Moscow

An underground appeal distributed
to selected mailboxes in Moscow
apartment buildings during June calls
on the Soviet people to strike and
demonstrate to improve their living
standards as Polish workers did in
December 1970. Written in what the
Western press calls blunt, aggressive
language, the document is believed
to be, if genuine, the first product of
the Soviet underground aimed at av-
erage Soviet citizens.

The statement is signed "Citizens
Committee” and is said to be circu-
lating in three versions of varying
length: 200 words, 600 words, and
1,200 words. According to the June
20 New York Times, dissident sources
say the document was written by mem-
bers of the "technical intelligentsia." It
charges that Soviet living standards
are being driven lower by luxury con-
sumption on the part of the domestic
elite and huge expenditures on foreign
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aid, that there have been "concealed"
increases in the price of food and
industrial goods over the past ten
years, and that the present Soviet sys-
tem is not socialism, but "state cap-
italism, the worst and most rapacious
system of government. This kind of
pitiless thieving and uncontrolled rule
is what Germany had under Hitler's
'socialism.'"

The document points to the higher
standard of living in the West and
says that this was achieved because
Western workers fought for it. The
example of Poland, where workers'
struggles forced the removal of the
Gomulka regime, an improved eco-
nomic situation, and "softened censor-
ship,"” is cited, and Soviet workers are
urged to follow the Polish example.

There is some doubt, however,
about the authenticity of the document.
Numerous economic

statistics are

cited, some of them inaccurate. For
example, the leaflet says that the av-
erage Soviet worker's wage amounts
to 100 rubles per month; in reality,
according to the June 21 Christian
Science Monitor, it is 126 rubles per
month. The leaflet says that in the
West the unemployment rate stands
at between 2 and 4 percent; in fact,
unemployment in the United States
has been more than 6 percent for
some time.

Furthermore, in its list of countries
receiving Soviet economic aid —which
the document says is completely un-
justified — North Vietnam is included.
The authors of the leaflet claim that
Soviet aid to Vietham stood at 3,000;-
000 rubles (about $3,700,000) per
day, a figure that vastly exceeds any
Western estimate. Soviet aid to Egypt
and Cuba is also criticized. (]

Releases Reform Program to Reporters

Sakharov Asks Democratization of USSR

"Our society is infected with apathy,
hypocrisy, narrow-minded egoism,
and hidden cruelty. With hurt and
alarm I am forced to note, in the wake
of a largely illusory liberalism, the
growth of restrictions on ideological
freedom or persecution for political
and ideological reasons."

With these words Andrei A. Sakha-
rov, member of the Soviet Academy
of Sciences and a founder of the semi-
underground Human Rights Commit-
tee, released to Western reporters the
text of a March 1971 "memorandum”
he had sent to Soviet Communist par-
ty chief Leonid Brezhnev.

The memorandum contained a se-
ries of suggestions for reforming So-
viet society, dealing with such points
as economic policy, political prison-
ers, freedom of the press, and foreign
policy. When, after more than a year,
Sakharov had not received a reply,
he wrote an "afterword" (dated June
1972), invited Western reporters to
his Moscow apartment, and present-
ed them with both documents.

The June 23 New York Times, while
not printing the full texts of the mem-
orandum and the afterword (they are,
after all, not official treaties or presi-

764

BREZHNEV: Not answering his mail.

dential pronouncements), summarized
Sakharov's views.

His major fire was directed against
the "open and secret privileges" of the
government and party elite, who, he
said, "are deeply indifferent to viola-

tions of human rights." He urged that
the salaries of all public officials be
made public, that single-slate elections
be abolished, that the people be al-
lowed to select government and party
leaders. Provision should be made,
he said, for the "genuine possibility
of recall of officials, at all levels, in
cases of wunsuitability," one of the
norms of Bolshevik practice before
the Stalinist degeneration of the Com-
munist party and the Soviet state ap-
paratus.

Other points included in either the
memorandum or the afterword were:
general amnesty for all political pris-
oners; an end to closed trials and a
review of all sentences made "in vio-
lation of the right to know"; passage
of new laws regarding the conditions
under which political dissenters are
held in mental hospitals; abolition of
the death penalty; the drafting of a
new law, to be presented to the peo-
ple for discussion, on press regula-
tions; an end to the jamming of foreign
radio broadcasts and liberal access
to foreign literature; the formation of
watchdog committees for all those ar-
rested to protect them from physical
abuse; the establishment of open bor-
ders.

Sakharov also called for an inten-
sification of the struggle against
drunkenness, whose spread to the "di-
mensions of a national calamity” he
said was a symptom of "a moral de-
gradation of society, which is more
and more sinking into a condition
of chronic alcohol poisoning.”

Finally, Sakharov attacked the size
of the Soviet military budget, which
he estimates to be about 40 percent
of the national income. "Only a con-
centration of resources on internal
problems will make it possible to over-
come difficulties in the areas of the
economy and the welfare of the pop-
ulation." ]

Still Available

Complete Back Files
Intercontinental Press

1966 42 jssues $25.00

1967 42 issues $25.00

1968 44 jssues $22.00

1969 43 issues $21.50

1970 43 issues $21.50

1971 45 jssves $22.50
P.O.Box 116

Village Station
New York, N.Y. 10014

Intercontinental Press



Argentina
e

The Violence of Those at the Top

[The following is the fourth install-
ment of a lengthy feature on repres-
sion in Argentina that appeared in
the April 25 issue of the Buenos Aires
newspaper Nuevo Hombre. Its pub-
lisher, Dr. Silvio Frondizi, has been

arrested and the newspaper has been
banned as a result of the publication
of this issue. Translation is by Inter-
continental Press.]

* * *

Methods of Torture and Those Who Use |t

Thanks to the collaboration of law-
yers and solidarity groups, Nuevo
Hombre succeeded in obtaining fifty
affidavits from compatriots who have
been tortured. From them we are tak-
ing the excerpts that best illustrate
these physical tortures and make it
possible to imagine the psychological
effects each one of them produces.

Torture With Electricity

1. Simple electric shock. "They be-
gan to apply shocks to my muscles,
thighs, vagina, gluteal muscles, anus,
abdomen, breasts, armpits, neck, the
bottom of my feet, my arms, fingers,
head, and mouth. They did it for
two hours."— Elena Maria Da Silva
Pereira (April 1972).

2. Electric shocks with water. "When
they stopped, it was to throw ice water
over my whole body."— Alcides Fran-
cisco Godano (March 4, 1972).

3. Applying electric shocks whilevic-
tim is strapped down. "They tightly
blindfolded me and transferred me to
another location where they began fo
undress me. They strapped me to a

table. They began to apply shocks
to me...."—Adela Jorge (April
1972).

4. Electric shocks applied internally.
"Shocks were applied to various parts
of my body simultaneously. A great
deal of blood was lost as a result
of applying shocks to the vagina.”
— Elena Codan (April 1972). "They
took me again to be given shocks.
Everything was done all over again.
They stuck something hard in my
vagina."— Ema Elida Angélica de De-
benedetti (April 1972).
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5. Electrified brush. The person
making the statement claims that they
applied to moist areas and to his
lips "something like an electrified
brush. The sensation this gives one
is that of flesh being torn off, and
when they took out the brush I re-
alized that I was all curled up be-
cause they very slowly began to
stretch out my feet and arms."— Ho-
mar Valderrama (May 1971) in the
newspaper La Opinién (January 12,
1972).

6. Wires connected to the eyes. "They
attached wires to my eyes, which were
covered with paper, and other wires
around my head, which pressed heav-
ily against my skull. These wires
burned and sent a feeling of sharp
pain through me."— Mirta Cortese de
Ali (July 1971).

Torture by Humiliation

1. Rape. "On the fifth day they came
back for me. Again I was tortured.
One of the torturers licked my chest
while panting. ... They raped me
and told me that they were going
to work me to death, that my uterus
was half out. I lost consciousness.”
— Elena Codan (April 1972).

2. Scratching the wvagina. "They
stuck a finger into my wvagina,
scratched me with their fingernails,
spat on me, laughed, interrogated me,
and once again the electric shocks.”
— Elda Franscetti (April 1972).

3. Hard objects in the anus. "I was
told to take down my pants as a way
of humiliating me. An attempt was
made to stick a revolver up my anus
through my clothes."— Carlos Gon-

zdlez (March 11, 1972). "One of the
most offensive insults was when they
stuck a pen into my anus."— Emilio
Brigante (October 1970).

Hot/Cold Tortures

1. Cigarette burns. "They burned
my fingers with the hot coals of a
cigarette."— Alvaro Centurién (Octo-
ber 1970). "With cigarettes, they
burned various parts of my body,
especially the genitals; they turned a
radio on full blast to drown out my
screaming."— Edgardo Ramén Gam-
boa (March 4, 1972).

2, Infrared rays. "They passed a
disk over my foot that gave off heat,
producing burns in some places. Dur-
ing other sessions, they applied in-
frared rays that gave me two large
burns in the gluteal area."— Mirta
Cortese de Ali (July 1971).

3. Acid burns. According to a re-
port in the January 12, 1972, issue
of the daily La Opinién, Mirta Mi-
guens de Molina "says that she saw
her husband in an awful state, with
acid burns on his testicles and mouth.”

4. Fan. "These tortures consisted

. of undressing her and soaking
her in water, then sitting her in front
of a fan and forcing her fo remain
in this position."— Maria Angélica Sa-
belli (court statement, February 186,
1972).

Torture by Revulsion

1. Basin of dirty water. "These tor-
tures consisted of ... submerging
one's head completely in dirty water
to the point of suffocation."—Maria
Angélica Sabelli (court statement,
February 16, 1972).

2. Urine to drink. " . . . for three
days I had had nothing to drink.
They held out to me a container
with a warm liquid in it. After taking
a swallow, I realized that it was urine
mixed with tea."— Carlos Della Nave
(La Opinién, January 12, 1972).

Torture by Stress and Suffocation

1. Standing up. "They forced me to
stand up and look into a corner while
they made sure I didn't lean against
the wall. Whenever I was overcome
by fatigue and sleep and did so, they
would pull my hair or beat me." Hugo
Alberto Sosa.

2, Flexing with weights. "Afterwards,
they made me, still naked, flex my
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outstreched arms, loaded down with
two big books, for a period of ap-
proximately four hours. When I fell
to the ground exhausted, they got me
to stand up by kicking me and pull-
ing my hair."— Miguel Gallizzi.

3. Parrot's stick. "With a thick pole
placed underneath the knees and
through the arms, I felt them hoist-
ing me into the air; they began to
beat me on my back, along the sides
of my body. . . ."— Carlos Stecanella.

4, Hood. "After that, they put a
a hood on me made out of thick and
double-layered cloth, which made it
almost impossible to breath; it was
fastened around the neck by a cord."
— Alcides Francisco Godano (March
4, 1972).

5. Near strangulation. "When they
got up to apply shocks to me, they
would sit me in a chair and around
my head they would put a strap or
a rope, and, with an object that I
believe was a stick, they would make
a tourniquet with the rope, which then
tightened around my head."— Ubaldo
Gonzalez (La Opinidén, January 12,
1972). "When I tried to scream, they
pressed a finger against my trachea
until I could not breathe."—Jorge
Agrest (same newspaper).

Torture by Means of Various
Traumatisms

1. Clubbing. "As I didn't reply, the
‘chief' began to try to beat my gen-
itals with a spring wrapped inside
a tube."— Homar Valderrama (La
Opinién). "Consistent tortures consist-
ing of blows with something hard,
possibly a piece of wood, adminis-
tered to the bottom of the feet."— Ro-
berto Santucho (same newspaper).

2. Hair pulling. "They pulled me
up by the hair, and I felt several
tufts of hair come out. . . . They also
pulled hair out of my head and groin.
... Since I was unable to stay on
my feet, they held me up by the hair
for a while."— Carlos Figueroa (De-
cember 1971).

3. Hair pulling with rotating move-
ments. They grabbed me by the hair
and pushed my head down, making
me turn it in a circular movement
while they continued to pull it; this
lasted for a period of ten minutes,
until I felt completely faint."— Alcides
Francisco Godano (March 4, 1972).

4. Hanging. "As if from a rack,
they hanged me against the wall, with
my arms and legs spread apart,

766

tightly tying down my wrists and
ankles; all the weight of my body
seemed to go on my left arm."— Elda
Franscetti (April 1972).

5. Spring with retractable ball."They
showed me a torture invention and
told me that it was made by the Yan-
kees and that they gave it to those
in the security services. It consisted
of a plastic ball with a spring and
a small flat piece that was inserted
into the mouth; then, when the plastic
ball was pulled away about 15 Or
20 centimeters, they would let it go
and it would come at me with a ter-
rifying force."— Guillermo Oscar Ga-
ramona (La Opinién).

6. Clapping in the ears. "He begins
rhythmically to clap the palms of both
his hands against my ears, deafening
me."— Gil Carlos Cicognini (March 11,
1972).

7. Permanent handcuffs. "They struck
me, handcuffed and blindfolded, with-
out any interrogation occurring,
with their fists. . . . The entire night
of Monday the 21st to Tuesday the
22nd I remained seated with my hands
handcuffed behind my back; they
did not allow me to sleep, and they
did not provide me with either food
or water."—Juan Carlos D'Angelo
(March 10, 1972).

8. Punches. "Without any kind of
explanation, faced with my denial
they struck me at great length on the
back of the neck, in the face . . . all
kinds of blows and kicks; they es-
pecially tried to hit me in the stom-
ach."— Edgardo Ramoén Gamboa
(March 4, 1972).

9. Wedges under the nails. "They
drove needles under my fingernails and
they walked on my toes with their
boots."— Hugo Marcos Ducca (Sep-
tember 1971).

10. Sait in wounds. "They poured
salt on my back and chest and began
to beat me."— Carlos Figueroa (De-
cember 1971).

11. Massive beating. "They took me
to the corner of a corridor ... and
blindfolded me with cotton, bandages,
and adhesive tape; then they punched
me violently over and over in my

shoulders, kidneys, and stomach."—
Ricardo René Haidar (March 4,
1972).

Starvation and Lights

1. Ban on food and water. "They
kept me there for two and a half days
without anything to eat or drink and

without being allowed to go to the
toilet, so I had to do my duty right
in the same cell.”" "They placed me in
a cell 2 meters by 1 meter."— Ricardo
René Haidar (March 4, 1972). "He
was held for five days . . . through-
out this period he was given neither
food nor drink. . . . In addition, they
beat his head against the wall, and
as a result of the injuries this caused,
he estimates that he has lost approx-
imately one and a half liters of
blood."— Luis Ferndandez Martinez No-
villo (court statement).

Threats and Pretenses

1. Chinese spatulas. "The threats are

. . that they will bring me to Buenos
Aires where they have needles
equipped with spatulas from China
that make it possible to scrape the
bones without leaving any external
marks."— Carlos Gonzalez (March 11,
1972).

2. Tub filled with acid. "Along with
this they threatened to transform me
into foam by putting me into a tub
of chloric acid that they kept on hand."
— Carlos Gonzdlez (March 11, 1972).

3. Simulated execution by firing
squad. "They spoke to me and told
me that the moment had arrived to
execute me; they took me to a room
where gunfire could be heard; they
shouted that they were preparing the
order for my execution since they were
going to take me to the mountain."
— Carlos Figueroa (December 1971).
"At one point, they carried out a simu-
lated execution by tying me to a tree.
I heard several shots go off. Then
they untied me and let me rest."—
Carlos Delia Nave (La Opinién).
"Threats . . . that they were going to
cut me up into small pieces, that they
were going to fasten a rock to my
neck and throw me into the river."
— Marcelo Nivoli (March 1972).

4. Threats to torture or kill mem-
bers of one's family. "That they were
going to make me give birth on the
table. . . . One, whom they call doc-
tor, took my pulse and checked my
condition and said they could con-
tinue. . . . They told me I would
talk, that they had time. That they
could kill my son."— Emma Debene-
detti (April 1972). "They made insult-
ing comments about my mother, my
wife, and my daughter, and said that
they were all already sentenced to
death, that they would torture my wife,
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and worst of all that they would kill
my daughter. . . ."— Edgardo R.
Gamboa (March 4, 1972).

5. Screams of persons being tor-
tured nearby. "Out of the corner of
my eye I saw a hooded person in
red pants and a white shirt being
led by several people."— Eduardo
Daniel Ramirez (March 12, 1972).
"While they were striking the other
person— I heard the blows and the
screams — they asked that the radio
be turned up so it could not be heard
from the street."—Jorge Raul Mende
(December 1971).

6. Drugs to make punishment bear-
able and use of Pentothal. "They had
recourse to drugs put into cigarettes,
decanters, cotton swabs, and tablets;
they revived me with this so that I
could bear up under a continuation
of this kind of interrogation."— Mirta
Cortese de Ali (La Opinién). "The
very day she was arrested, they gave
her two injections that she is sure
were of Pentothal, in spite of the fact
that they said it was Coramina. She
says the injections were of Pentothal
because they brought on drowsiness,
and in this state she was questioned
about various criminal acts. .. ."—
Maria Angélica Sabelli (court state-
ment, February 16, 1972).

Sometimes —as in this case—it is
superfluous to add an epilogue or
draw a conclusion. Yet, unfortunately,
this long list is not exhaustive. Many
more examples could be added. They
all speak about the heroism of the
men and women who are victims of
this torture and about the sadism of
those who inflict it.

The Torturer

"What happens to you when you
are torturing?"

"You may not realize, but it's very
tiring. . . . It's true we take it in turns,
but the question is to know when to
let the next chap have a go. Each
one thinks he's going to get the in-
formation at any minute and takes
good care not to let the bird go to
the next chap after he's softened him
up nicely, when of course the other
chap would get the honour and glory
of it. . . . Our problem is as follows:
are you able to make this fellow talk?
It's a question of personal success.
You see, you're competing with the
others."— Frantz Fanon ( The Wretch-
ed of the Earth)

Is the torturer (and, by extension,
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the repressor) sick? Is the responsi-
bility for what he does merely an in-
dividual problem? The answers are
negative in any serious analysis which
takes as its point of departure not
only the fact that personality struc-
tures are conditioned by the society
in which they arise, but also that it
is this very social setting that makes
use of them for its own ends. Thus
there is no torturer without a society
that requires the use of torture and
that therefore rewards those who in-
fliet it.

For it is not merely a question of
the "use" of violence, but of what it
is used for. In an article published
in Montevideo in Marcha, Mario Bene-
detti expressed this succinctly: "Revo-
lutionists of any kind can kill (as
they can be killed) during a full-blown
confrontation; they can even pass im-
placable judgment on counterrevolu-
tionaries. But they never torture. They
do not torture because they understand
that the mere act of torturing would
corrupt their status as human beings,
would debase their concept of justice,
would degrade their social conscious-
ness, and in the final analysis would
bring dishonor upon the untainted
image and the clear example of their
great mentors and martyrs.”

Nuevo Hombre asked Dr. Silvia
Bermann, general secretary of the Na-
tional Executive Committee of the Ar-
gentine Psychiatrists Federation and
a member of the Executive Committee
of the Buenos Aires region of that
group, to contribute some thoughts
on these ideas and on the psychology
of persons who inflict torture. This is
her report:

"It is difficult to be detached about
the moral implications and the hor-
ror of torture, whether it be an iso-
lated pherniomenon or a part of the
system, as in our country today. It
is impossible to abstract the torturer
from his social context in order to
dissect him.

"On the other hand, the torturer,
with few exceptions, does not go to
clinics, and the system is not open
to investigation from the psychological
point of view. Essentially, what we
know about it we learn from those
who are tortured; this is an important
characteristic of the system and
another sign of how vile it is: It car-
ries out its operations in secrecy and
bad faith. Torture is brazenly denied;
it is hypocritically rejected, and
it is then practiced. But there must be

a suggestion of it if it is to fulfill its
function of intimidating; it must travel
from mouth to mouth as a rumor.

"Fanon describes for us two cases
of torturers whom he was familiar
with. One of them felt pursued day
and night by the screams of those he
had tortured; the second, who was
also given to torturing his wife and
children, ended up requesting the
chance to torture without any feeling
of remorse. These were, obviously,
two highly contrasting personalities.
Between the two extremes are found
a great variety of types. But what
they have in common is the fact that
the ability of an individual to tor-
ture cannot be held to be within the
bounds of what is normal.

"Lauretta Bender has pointed to five
causes of cruelty in children as the
origin of sadism in the adult: 1) when
a situation of family rivalry — with
parents, brothers, or other members
of the family —reaches a point of ex-
treme intensity as a result of some
external factor; 2) when a situation
of rivalry occurs in a family situa-
tion that is not normal for the child —
for example, in an adoptive home in
which positive emotional responses are
not sufficiently strong to be able to
control aggressive tendencies; 3) when
organic factors cause the child to feel
inferior and abandoned and in need
of greater love, of which it is deprived;
4) when educational difficulties are
intolerable for a child with enough
understanding to be able to be aware
of an inferior status that it sees being
forced upon it; 5) when the rule of
family behavior is one of severe ag-
gression in the parents and the child
has to protect itself against them by
reacting in the only way it knows
how.

"These abnormal emotional experi-
ences prematurely distort and divert
the child's character until it results
in a psychopathic personality, highly
distorted and perverted in its in-
tellectual, emotional, and sexual struc-
tures. 'The more authoritarian and
frustrated the forms of family relation-
ships, the greater will be the aggres-
sion that regulates them, and the
greater will be the affective deficiencies
of the developing human being. The
sadomasochist suffers from psycho-
sexual infantilism; he has notbeen able
to develop, he is slow to mature, and
he bears within himself anexaggerated
burden of aggression and dependency.’
(The Torturer, M. Fernandez.)
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"These characteristics —aggression
and dependency —fit perfectly into the
framework of the torturer: He has to
have someone give him orders andlead
him, and possibly punish him, at the
same time that he carries out his con-
temptible role in torture. It is a matter
of destroying coldly and deliberately,
with full recognition of his responsi-
bility, not only the person but the
personality of the one who is tortured.
He looks on the latter as something
very different from himself; he regards
his victim as beingstrong, independent,
and free, capable of standing up to
him and having his own distinct ide-
ology. He uses every possible physical
and psychological means to get the
information he wants. This creature —
a sick person and social refuse at one
and the same time — usually disassoci-

ates himself from his acts and feigns
acts of kindness and family tenderness,
is moved by the suffering of animals,
etc.

"Our social organization prematurely
imposes harsh repressive structures in
such a way that our entire society
is infused with violence. But aggression
is not innate in the individual, but
is a distortion of full development as
a social being and is a product of the
frustration of his basic human needs.

"But the torturer is not the only one
responsible for his acts; also respon-
sible are those who make up, and
ultimately determine the course of, a
society that generates the causes of
family sicknesses, that retains, pro-
motes, and makes use of these sick
persons for its own ends."

[To be continued.]

New Actions Planned in Mar del Plata

General Strike Wins Release of Prisoners

On June 14, the city of Mar del
Plata, 400 kilometers south of Buenos
Aires, was completely shut down by a
one-day general strike by workers and
students. The June 14 issue of Avan-
zada Socialista, the newspaper of the
Argentine Socialist party (PSA— Par-
tido Socialista Argentino), called the
mounting mobilization of workers and
students "the mostimportantreactionto
date" in opposition to the "antisubver-
sive" campaign of the repressive Lan-
usse regime.

The wave of unrest was provoked
by the arrest of five students following
a mass meeting at the university June
6. Approximately 1,000 had gathered
there to mark the sixth month since
the murder last December of the stu-
dent Silvia Filler* by armed fascists
who invaded a peaceful student assem-
bly and opened fire on the partici-
pants. Speakers at the June 6 meeting
included representatives from all ten-
dencies in the student movement, Fil-
ler's father, and Marcos Chueque, a
member of the PSA who was seriously
wounded in the fascist assault. Chue-
que is one of the main witnesses in
the case.

* Qur article on the Mar del Plata general
strike in our June 26 issue incorrectly
gives Filler's first name as Susana.— IP

768

As the crowd was leaving the audi-
torium, people were savagely attacked
by the police. "In the confusion," re-
ported Avanzada Socialista, "a group
of policemen dressed in civilian clothes
singled out PSA comrades Jorge Spro-
vieri, Sara Ferreiro de Chueque, and
Marisol Diez, and arrested them along
with the student Alfredo Iglesias.” Later
that evening, Marcos Chuequewas also
arrested at his home.

Along with Chueque, Sprovieri is a
key witness in the case against the
fascist gang, a number of whom are
currently in jail. The arrests were seen
as a blatant attempt on the part of
the police to side with the fascists by
dealing a blow to the plaintiffs in the
case. The newspaper La Capital com-
mented in its June 10 issue: "The im-
pression, shared by people on all lev-
els, is that this is an attempt to elimi-
nate obstacles so that members of the
CNU [the fascist group that murdered
Filler] can be set free before long."

An indication of the complicity of the
police with the fascists is the fact that
two of those arrested — Chueque and
Iglesias — were actually placed in the
very same cell in which the members
of the fascist band were being held,
thereby risking not only their well-
being but even their lives.

The response to these arrests was

immediate among the student popula-
tion. On June 7, a meeting of 1,000
students voted to strike and set up an
interuniversity coordinating appara-
tus.

On the night of June 8, a silent
march was held around the slogan
"Freedom for the comrades.”

Support grew among the university
population. The rector of the provin-
cial university and all of the deans
demanded that the prisoners be
released. A top governing body of the
university sent telegrams of protest to
leading government figures, including
General Lanusse and Minister of the In-
terior Mor Roig. A meeting of pro-
fessors, teaching staff, and graduate
students voted to organize a march
encompassing all levels of the faculty.
Statements of protest and solidarity
came from a number of unions, among
them those representing workers in
light and power, press, private petro-
leum, milling, automotive transporta-
tion, banking, and graphiecs. They also
called on the CGT (Confederacién Gen-
eral del Trabajo— General Confedera-
tion of Labor) to call a meeting to
vote on a proposal to hold a work
stoppage demanding the release of the
arrested students.

Statements of solidarity were also is-
sued by a series of political groups,
including the UCR (Unién Civica Radi-
cal — Radical Civic Union), the "62
Organizations," the PSA, the FIP (Fren-
te de Izquierda Popular — Front of the
Popular Left), the Communist party,
the PSP (Partido Socialista Popular —
Popular Socialist party), the Bar As-
sociation, the Peronist Lawyers Cen-
ter, the Provincial University Workers
Association, the Association of Psy-
chologists, the Society of Architects,
etc.

On June 12, the scope of the protests
increased considerably with the in-
volvement of the secondary school stu-
dents and, especially, with the decision
of the CGT to organize a general
work stoppage on June 14. The same
day, four of the five persons who had
been arrested were released. Three of
them — Iglesias, Diez, and Sara Fe-
rreiro de Chueque — are nevertheless to
be eventually put on trial. The fifth,
Sprovieri, remains imprisoned, and
was reportedly to be transferred to
Buenos Aires.

The June 14 general strike was held
in spite of the release of the four,
which was generally understood to be
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a concession to the success of the mass
mobilizations.

A coordinating committee of vari-
ous political parties has been formed
to help organize a continuing struggle
for freedom for Sprovieri and demand-

Allende Toes CP's Line

ing that no trials of any of those ar-
rested be held. The participating par-
ties thus far include the PSA, the FIP,
the PSP, and the ENA (Encuentro
Nacional de los Argentinos — National
Encounter of Argentinians). |

Chile Cabinet Shuffle Reflects Shift to Right

Chilean President Salvador Allende
announced June 17 that six members
of his cabinet had been dropped. One
who lost his post was Minister of
Economy Pedro Vuskovic, who has
been an advocate of moving ahead
with the administrative take-over of
large private companies on a list of
ninety-one earmarked for state con-
trol. He is being replaced by a more
moderate independent socialist, Carlos
Matus Romo.

The cabinet shake-up suggests that
the Communist party, which favors
a slowdown in implementing this and
other aspects of the Popular Unity
program, has won out in the crisis
that has threatened the coalition since
mid-May. Certain left-wing elements
in Allende's own Socialist party
around Senator Carlos Altamirano
favor mass mobilizations and extra-
parliamentary struggle as a way of
implementing the program and com-
batting the mounting danger from the
right. They appear to be the losers
in the cabinet shuffle.

According to New York Times cor-
respondent Juan de Onis, on June 17
Allende announced that the new cabi-
net had been chosen "to carry forward
a more clearly defined and better co-
ordinated program against inflation,
deficits in Chile's international pay-
ments and wage and price conflicts,
as well as to improve relations be-
tween the state and private sectors
of the economy." Inflation is expect-
ed to climb to a rate of 40 or 50 per-
cent this year in contrast to 20 per-
centin 1971.

The CP is pushing for more than
a "consolidation" of the economy, how-
ever. It would also like to crack down
on the MIR (Movimiento de Izquierda
Revolucionaria — Movement of the
Revolutionary Left) and reach an ac-
commodation with the opposition
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Christian Democrats. "The CP would
like to bring about a complete break
with the MIR by the government co-
alition," wrote Le Monde correspon-
dent Charles Vanhecke, June 14, "as
well as an explicit condemnation of the
illegal occupations of farm properties
that are doing their part to cut the
government off from the moderate sec-
tion of the electorate — as several par-
tial elections during the past few
months have shown. Realizing that
the government is at a political im-
passe, it is proposing a dialogue—
and even an understanding — with the
Christian Democrats, whose neutrality
in the parliament is indispensable to
the government if it wants to get any
legislation passed.”

Whether Allende will move to crack
down on the MIR remains to be seen,
but no time has been wasted in be-
ginning the "dialogue" with the Chris-
tian Democrats. Allende met for near-
ly two hours in the presidential palace
June 13 with the president of the op-
position party, Renan Fuentealba, re-
ported Agence France-Presse. The aim
of the meeting was thought to be an
attempt to reach agreement on the
text of a new constitutional change
setting clear limits on the three sec-
tors of the economy (national, mixed,
and private). Minister of Justice Jorge
Tapia made this observation follow-
ing the meeting: "In the final analysis,
Popular Unity was never all that far
removed from Christian Democracy.”

The New York Times, an influen-
tial voice of U.S. imperialism, had
kind words in a June 20 editorial
for Allende's decision to reject the "rad-
ical counsel" of his own party in favor
of the "more moderate and concilia-
tory approach urged by the Commu-
nists." It noted that "In thus shifting
back toward the center of Chile's po-
litical spectrum, Dr. Allende has re-

duced the danger of large-scale civil
strife and given his revamped Gov-
ernment its best chance to revive a
sagging economy." It also tossed in
a bit of advice to the rightwing
Chilean opposition: "It should always
be the objective of Chile's now-united
democratic opposition not to force Dr.
Allende out of office but to make his
Government play by well-established
rules.” The cabinet shuffle shows that
the imperialists can rely on the Com-
munist party to play this watchdog
role.

Other changes in the cabinet include
the appointment of Mireya Baltra, a
Communist deputy, as minister of la-
bor; Orlando Millas, a prominent
member of the CP's Political Commit-
tee, as minister of finance; Anibel
Palma, a Radical party member and
formerly under secretary of foreign
affairs, as minister of education; and
Luis Matte, a civil engineer described
as "an independent of the left," as min-
ister of housing.

In another development, a military
tribunal in Santiago on June 16 sen-
tenced ex-General Roberto Viaux to
twenty years in jail and five years
in exile for masterminding the mur-
der of General René Schneider on Oc-
tober 22, 1970. Schneider was mur-
dered by a right-wing commando in
an attempt to create chaos and pre-
vent Allende from assuming the presi-
dency.

The court also sentenced Jaime Mel-
goza, accused of being one of the
three persons who actually shot
Schneider (the two others have fled
abroad), to the maximum sentence
of life imprisonment. Raul Igualt, a
retired colonel, was sentenced to ten
years in jail and two other persons
received fifteen and five years. |

Neuman Trial Postponed

Giora Neuman, the young anti-Zionist
revolutionist charged with refusing to sub-
mit to induction into the Israeli army of
occupation, went on trial before a mili-
tary tribunal June 11. Neuman has al-
ready served six months in jail and, if
convicted, could face a five-year sentence.

At the request of the defense, the trial
was postponed for one month, but a de-
fense motion to transfer the case to a
civilian court was rejected.

The movement in Neuman's defense took
a step forward during June: A letter writ-
ten by Jean-Paul Sartre expressing his
support for Neuman received wide distri-
bution in the Israeli press.
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In ‘Retaliation’ for Existence of Palestinians

Meir Launches Two Terror Raids Into Lebanon

By Jon Rothschild

Against the background of tragedy
that is imperialism's contribution to
the drama of world events, the United
Nations Security Council has often
provided attentive observers with the
diverting spectacle of low farce. The
June 24 special meeting to discuss
the latest Israeli invasion of Lebanon
was no exception. Huang Hua, the
delegate of the People's Republic of
China, had apparently rediscovered
the existence of imperialism, without
which, he said, Israel could not have
perpetrated the attack. But Israeli dele-
gate Yosef Tekoah had an answer
ready. He brazenly asked the Chinese
bureaucracy for support. "In the dawn
of recorded history,” said Tekoah,
harking pretty far back, even for a
Zionist ideologue, "there had been two
nations [sic] in Asia— China in the
East and Israel in the West.

"China knows that history did not
begin with the Arab efforts to oust
the Israelis from the Middle East. The
people of China will recognize Israel's
fundamental rights of peace and coex-
istence.”

The regime that Tekoah represents
had just finished giving the world a
lesson in peace and coexistence. In

g s

ixo®
. N ‘-‘d o
}e Mdo ES

“Out Now}' f

. P

.
e

COPIES MISSING?

Keep your files of Intercontinental Press
complete and up-to-date. Missing issues
for the current year may be ordered
by sending 50c per copy. Write for
information about previous years.

Intercontinental Press
P.O.Box 116
Village Station
New York, N.Y. 10014

770

two days of unprovoked attacks on
Lebanese territory, the Israeli armed
forces had killed dozens of civilians
and destroyed a large number of
houses belonging to Palestinian ref-
ugees.

The first attack came on June 21,
when an Israeli armored force struck
into southern Lebanon near the vil-

GOLDA MEIR

lage of Ramieh. Lebanese officials
said five Israeli tanks and three half-
tracks had ambushed five Syrian of-
ficers who were touring border areas.
The Syrians, along with several of
their Lebanese escorts, were taken pris-
oner.

At the same time, another Israeli
armored force entered the Lebanese
town of Batishya and spent some two
hours "searching." But the most seri-
ous facet of the attack was the Is-
raeli air force bombing raids on the
town of Hasbaya, which is located
some eight miles north of the Israeli-
Lebanese border and is one of the
areas to which Palestinian fedayeen

withdrew after a series of Israeli at-
tacks last February on their bases in
southern Lebanon.

Most of the civilian casualties, which
the Lebanese government put at four-
teen killed and twenty-five wounded
(fedayeen sources said thirty of their
number were killed and an equal num-
ber wounded), came as a result of the
Hasbaya air strikes.

The Israeli government claimed that
the assaults were in retaliation for
a resumption of Arab guerrilla ac-
tivity against Israel. A Tel Aviv dis-
patch to the New York Times dated
June 20, that is, before the Israeli
"retaliation," described the nature of
the alleged resumption of commando
activity:

"Official announcements by [Israeli]
Defense Forces headquarters here said
four Israelis were injured in two guer-
rilla attacks on occupied Lebanese ter-
ritory. [Emphasis added.]

"An elderly couple on an excur-
sion on the slope of Mount Hermon
were injured [they later died] when
their tour bus was hit by a bazooka
shell near Ramtha. In the same re-
gion two soldiers were reportedly hurt
in a mine explosion.”

Even from the preposterous view-
point of Zionist "retaliatory" ideology,
the explosion of a single mine (which
could have been planted anytime from
1967 to the day before it exploded)
and one assault on a bus carrying
sightseers around territory conquered
by military force must have seemed
a weak excuse for so massive a strike
against civilians who in any case had
nothing to do with either event. So
a "senior Israeli staff officer" who re-
fused to be identified claimed that the
operations were "connected with infor-
mation we had in recent weeks of
preparation” for more operations by
the Palestinian resistance movement.

Two days later came the second
Israeli attack. This time it was against
the town of Deir el-Ashayer, even
further north than Hasbaya. The Leb-
anese government reported eighteen
civilians killed and twelve wounded in
Israeli bombing and shelling. Feday-
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een sources said "scores of guerrillas
were killed or wounded. This assault,
the Zionist regime said, wasretaliation
for a rocket attack on the Israeli vil-
lage of Qiryat Shemona, an attack
which took place after the Hasbaya
raids and in which no casualties were
reported.

The Israeli explanation for the two
invasions is thus, as usual, a lie. There
is in fact no evidence that there has
been any significant increase in
fedayeen military operations in recent
weeks. The June 14 New York Times
printed a report by Henry Kamm

Kamm said, has been reduced from
thousands (before the Israeli invasion
in February) to about a hundred.

In a follow-up article in the June
19 Times, Kamm quoted a"high-rank-
ing Lebanese security official’ who vir-
tually invited the Israeli armed forces
to come to the Lebanese regime's aid
in eliminating the Palestinian move-
ment once and for all. The official
complained that "we are in a bad sit-
uation” in trying to deal with the fe-
dayeen. "Speaking of Israel, he said,
'They will have to take care of this.
Their army is more powerful and has

Israeli Prime Minister Golda Meir said
on June 23, "If the danger is from over
the border and the Lebanese Govern-
ment is unable to handle it, we don't
have any choice but to do it our-
selves."

The trouble is that the "danger" is
at present nearly nonexistent. The real
thrust of the Israeli border policy is
to see that in the future there will be
no danger from the Palestinian rev-
olutionary movement. This entails the
physical terrorization and political
fragmentation of the Palestinian peo-
ple, who must be pushed forever fur-

describing the present situation of the
fedayeen in southern Lebanon. The
number of guerrillas in the area,

Seemingly

If You Can't Face the Facts, Rule Them OQOut
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thoughts  that sprang to life at the dawn of
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A Malignant Case of Sectarianism in Philosophy

By George Novack

The relation of philosophy to politics has been a sub-
ject of continual controversy within and around the so-
cialist movement for over a century. Witness the criti-
cisms of the utopian and "True" Socialists made by the
creators of Marxism in the 1840's, Engels's pitiless dis-
section of Diihring's notions, Plekhanov's refutations of
the subjective method of the Populist ideologues, and Len-
in's polemics against the partisans of empiriocriticism.

The most significant dispute of this kind in the history
of Trotskyism was connected with the struggle waged
by Trotsky, Cannon, and their associates in 1939-40
against the petty-bourgeois opposition led by Burnham,
Shachtman, and Abern, who abjured the method of Marx-
ism in their departure from the principles and positions
of the Fourth International. The nature of dialectical ma-
terialism and its role in the practice of revolutionary
politics was thoroughly illuminated in the course of that
conflict.

Trotsky's contributions to the discussion are reprinted
in the collection In Defense of Marxism. His views can
be summarized in the following points. Dialectical ma-
terialism is the irreplaceable philosophic foundation of
scientific socialism. Its mainspring is the dialectical method
of thought whose laws and categories reflect the most
general features of a changing world. This logic is es-
pecially useful in clarifying contradictory processes and
complex problems of the class struggle. Rejection of dia-
lectics under the pressure of nonproletarian forces is a
telltale sign of revisionism and opportunism. Its aban-
donment opens the door for the intrusion of obsolescent,
inadequate, and inferior modes of thought. These are
evidenced in the intellectual productions as well as the
political orientations and conduct of their adherents.

Trotsky documented these propositions by analyzing
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the specific errors committed by the unprincipled Burn-
ham-Shachtman-Abern combination. It was imperative,
he concluded, for the Socialist Workers party to uphold
dialectical materialism and transmit its teachings to the
younger generation in order to prevent infection by alien
and incorrect theoretical tendencies and avoid aberrant
habits of thought.

Trotsky primarily directed his arguments against the
conception that philosophy in general, and dialectical
materialism in particular, was of negligible use in deal-
ing with political problems in the class struggle. This
position was put forward by the chief theoretical inspirer
of the opposition, James Burnham, who bluntly declared
in Science and Style: "There is no sense at all in which
dialectics . . . is fundamental in politics, none at all."
(In Defense of Marxism, p. 196.)

Burnham was echoing the empiricists, positivists, and
formalists, who divorce philosophy and logic in prin-
ciple from sociology and politics, denying that they have
any interconnection. The same opinion of their mutual
irrelevance is held by diverse reformists who live from
hand to mouth and from one crisis to the next without
feeling the need for any theoretical grounding for their
political activity or any consistent, thought-out perspective
for the workers' movement.

In the course of time, dialectics teaches, everything is
transformed into its opposite. This has been the case
with the controversies over the relation of philosophic
method to political practice on the fringes of the Fourth
International. They have been turned about. Whereas
in 1939-40 we had to do battle against an aggressive
rightward-moving tendency in order to ward off the dan-
gers of skepticism about the dialectical method, now, a
third of a century later, it's necessary to expose the errors
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and pretentions of sectarian phrasemongers represented
by the Socialist Labour League in England and its sat-
ellite in the United States, the Workers League. *

The Healyite approach to this question is the converse
of Burnham's and Shachtman's. Whereas Burnham as-
serted that dialectics had no value in politics, the SLL
maintains that everything else is of subordinate impor-
tance. Whereas Shachtman was indifferent to the philo-
sophical aspects and implications of Marxism, the SLL
leaders are fanatically obsessed by them. They advertise
themselves to the radical public as the exclusive custo-
dians, prime exponents, and peerless practitioners of the
dialectical method.

They unremittingly campaign in their press and pub-
lications for "the understanding and development of dia-
lectical materialism as the theory of knowledge of Marx-
ism." This, they reiterate, is the most essential task of
the revolutionary vanguard today.

Whoever questions this order of priorities or their mis-
interpretations of Marxism is condemned forthwith as
a revisionist, liquidator, centrist, and "capitulator to the
vendors of bourgeois idealist philosophy." These labels
are culled from indictments of their erstwhile French, Hun-
garian, and Bolivian comrades in the International Com-
mittee with whom they have recently broken, ostensibly
over this very issue. (The editor and contributing editors

*]n a series of articles entitled "The Liberal Philosophy of George
Novack” Alex Steiner insinuates that I stayed on the sidelines
in that struggle, ignoring a direct request from Trotsky for
me to intervene. "There is no indication,” he writes, "that Novack
took any active part in the discussion, which was so crucial
to the theoretical development of the SWP." (Bulletin, March
6, 1972.)

For the record, John G. Wright and I were assigned by the
majority leadership to take responsibility for the education of
the membership in Marxist theory both during and after the
struggle. In the climactic debate between the contending factions
in New York, Cannon presented the majority position on the
political questions while I answered Burnham on the philosoph-
ical issues. But facts carry little weight in the Healy-Wohlforth
Academy of Detraction and Distortion.
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of Intercontinental Press have been targets of similar ac-
cusations for a much longer time.)

The French Internationalist Communist Organization
(OCI) had for its own reasons refused to ratify the SLL's
injunction that "Everywhere revolutionary youth must de-
vote itself first of all (our emphasis) to the task of de-
veloping Marxist theory through a struggle against bour-
geois ideology in all the forms it takes in the workers
movement." American radicals will understand why. They
have become familiar with this kind of diversionary pol-
itics based on resolutions and declamations against one
or another aspect of "bourgeois ideology." Ultralefts such
as Progressive Labor, sometimes joined by opportunists
like the CP, are accustomed to counterpose campaigns
inveighing against "racism" and "sexism" in the abstract
to the organization of mass actions on specific issues
such as the struggle for Black control of the schools in
the Black communities or for the repeal of laws restrict-
ing women's right of abortion. And when these groups
encounter resistance from serious militants, they, like the
Healyites, invariably hurl unrestrained epithets against
their opponents for lack of political arguments.

Healy, Slaughter, Banda, and their overseas disciples
fall into the category of sectarian dogmatists in philos-
ophy as in politics. Ideologues of this type seize upon
a correct idea and twist it into a caricature that has little
correspondence with reality. What they lack above all
is a sense of proportion. This unrealism runs through
all their positions from their appraisals of the state of
the class struggle to their perversion of dialectical ma-
terialism.

There are persons who appear to talk quite sensibly
until we notice that they have one-track minds and are
consumed by a single subject. The Healyite evangelists
are like that. They are monomaniacs on the subject of
the dialectical method. To them everything else in work-
ing-class politics is directly and unconditionally hooked
up with their crusade on behalf of the dialectical gospel.

Having learned from Trotsky that a correct philosoph-
ical doctrine is indispensable for revolutionary politics,
they inflate this truth beyond measure and apply it in
the most exaggerated, indiscriminate, and absolutistic
manner. From a sound premise they draw the illegitimate
conclusion that dialectical materialism is the central el-
ement in the political life of the revolutionary vanguard.
This is not so.

Theory is united with practice in Marxist politics. The
living link between them in the proletarian struggle for
power is the revolutionary party. The basis of the party
is its principles and program, not its philosophic method.
Although the program of revolutionary socialism has
been worked out and is refined with the aid of dialectical
materialism, it does not coincide with it.

The distinction between the two is expressed, among
other places, in the requirements for party membership.
Whoever agrees with the programmatic positions and
perspectives of the party and acts in a disciplined way
to implement them is eligible to join its ranks.

The sectarians are not content with these standards.
They demand in addition that all their members and
collaborators swear by the teachings of dialectics as they
misconstrue them. This criterion is erected into the su-
preme test of loyalty to the movement.

A scientific socialist party guided by materialist prin-
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ciples cannot exact any such philosophical loyalty test
from its militants. It is not a religious denomination but
a combat organization dedicated to transforming society.
It judges people by where they stand and what they do
in the arena of anticapitalist action, not by what they
profess or believe in the field of philosophy.

Each and every adherent to the vanguard party can-
not be expected or obliged to subscribe, hand on heart,
to its philosophic outlook. This prescription would ex-
clude all nondialecticians and nonmaterialists from its
ranks. Of course, it is incumbent upon the Marxist party
to educate its members in the ideas and spirit of dialec-
tical materialism and counter the influence of antiscien-
tific tendencies inside and outside its organization. But
this is a pedagogical and propagandistic task dependent
upon rational persuasion leading to conviction in free
discussion.

Ideas, and still less philosophical systems and their
theories of knowledge, cannot be imposed upon people's
minds; and a genuine Marxist party would not bring
organizational pressure to bear upon individual mem-
bers to conform to official opinion in these matters.

The SLL, on the other hand, insists upon total com-
pliance, at least outwardly, with its eccentric version of
Marxist theory. The Workers League, its echo chamber
in the United States, has, we have heard, expelled critics
for the dereliction of "idealism." What this accusation really
means is that the hapless individual has dared question
some policy or action of the national leaders who, in
the name of defending the Holy Grail, crack down on
anyone who steps out of line.

This bureaucratic practice does not belong to the Marx-
ist tradition. It is borrowed from Stalinism, which com-
mands all the faithful to pay obeisance to scholasticized
"diamat" on penalty of expulsion. Purely ideological dis-
sent or nonconformity is ipso facto branded as disloyalty.

The Healyites rightly regard Trotsky as a high au-
thority in these matters and their misappropriation of
his mantle deceives some people. But Trotsky had a dif-
ferent conception of the place of dialectical materialism
in the totality of party life. During his most vigorous
defense of Marxist philosophy against its detractors, he
stated: "To demand that every party member occupy him-
self with the philosophy of dialectics naturally would be
lifeless pedantry." (In Defense of Marxism, p. 45.) This
is precisely what the Healyites call for. They are the "ife-
less pedants" Trotsky warned against.

All members of the revolutionary party must accept,
try to understand, and apply to the best of their capacity
its principles, program, and perspectives. But such a de-
mand cannot be extended to include the philosophy of
dialectics. This is a voluntary, not a mandatory, aspect
of party activity and personal development.

In 1940 Trotsky was willing to reserve room in the
leadership of the SWP and also the Fourth International
for individuals and groupings that rejected dialectical
materialism or depreciated its importance, provided they
abided by the stated program. This policy did not sig-
nify that he undervalued the Marxist method of thought
in any respect. It was a realistic recognition that the strug-
gle for philosophical ideas and the doctrine which con-
stitutes the foundation of the revolutionary program does
not override at all times other, more pressing tasks and
objectives.
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Trotsky engaged in hundreds of controversies over forty
years. Many of his polemical writings contain valuable
observations on the use and abuse of the Marxist method.
But in only a few of these did he bring the role of dia-
lectical reasoning to the fore. He did so when it was ap-
propriate and urgent, as in the 1939-40 dispute over
the fundamentals of Marxism. When in their flight from
Trotskyism the leaders of the petty-bourgeois opposition
disclaimed and disparaged the logical method of scien-
tific socialism, Trotsky took up the challenge and probed
the question to the bottom for the education of the party
cadres. He knew how to invoke and apply its ideas when
the issues at stake warranted. But he did not make an
ikon out of this logical instrument or treat it as an end
in itself.

The Healyites for their part make a fetish out of the
dialectical method. They convert it into a hollow abstrac-
tion which they beat like a drum. For them it is a shib-
boleth around which the devotees must gather. They re-
semble idealistic thinkers in their reverential attitude to-
ward a self-subsistent method detached from social re-
ality.

The lifestream of materialist dialectics flows from its
indissoluble merging with the facts of the real world.
This is the source of the concrete content that makes its
concepts meaningful and the method fruitful.

The Healyites, however, scornfully dismiss as a prag-
matist or empiricist anyone who gives primacy to the
facts. Here again they stand in opposition to Trotsky's
position. In 1934 he told one of Healy's precursors, the
Belgian sectarian Vereecken: "But we Marxists are in-
terested, above all, in facts." (Writings of Leon Trotsky,
1934-35, p. 211.)

By their criteria, such a statement would classify Trotsky
as a dangerous petty-bourgeois empiricist who had to
be fought tooth and nail. Actually Trotsky was voicing
the mandate of materialism that facts, not ideas or per-
sonal opinions, determine what is so and not so, what
is true and what is false, what is effective and what is
misleading in action.

The SLL dogmatists, who shout so loudly about the
struggle for the materialist dialectic in general, usually
abstain from resorting to its procedures when it comes
to concrete cases. These champion swimmers do not like
to get wet.

Let us dwell upon two pertinent examples of their bar-
renness. Dialectical logic should enable competent Marx-
ist thinkers to comprehend and cope with objective con-
tradictions in all sectors of reality, and especially to ana-
lyze complex political phenomena.

The 1959 Cuban revolution traversed an extremely
unusual path of development that diverged in salient re-
spects from the pattern of the October 1917 revolution.
In overthrowing Batista, the insurrectionary guerrilla
forces proceeded from the rural areas to the cities and
the capital while the armed struggle was led, not by a
party with a Marxist program, but by a band of human-
istic revolutionaries in the July 26 Movement. Yet in two
years Castro and his followers went forward from de-
molishing the military dictatorship to expropriating the
native and foreign capitalists and converting Cuba into
a workers state. No one had foreseen this eventuality,
its principal authors included.
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These unexpected and anomalous developments offered,
it would seem, a splendid opportunity for self-proclaimed
masters of the Marxist method to display their skill. More-
over, it would have been seemly for would-be supporters
of Trotsky to recognize that the Cuban events strikingly
confirmed the unfolding of the permanent revolution in
a colonial country fighting against imperialism for its
national independence and social liberation. Historical
realization is, after all, the supreme test of the truth of a
theory that teaches the inseparable interdependence of the
democratic and socialist objectives in our epoch.

What did the best minds of the SLL come up with? Con-
fronted with the unlikely features that characterized the
revolutionary process, they ran away from its objective
contradictions and buried their heads in the sand. They
simply refused to acknowledge fundamental facts known
to the whole world.

Capitalist relations, they continue to assert to this day,
have remained intact in Cuba; and Castro, like Batista,
they say, heads a capitalist regime. These absurdities dem-
onstrate how strident proclamations of undying fidelity to
dialectical materialism can mask an incapacity to use
its principles in making a correct assessment of so epoch-
making an event as the first socialist revolution in the
Americas.

The Healyites are not totally bereft of dialectical sense.
They have recognized that under certain exceptional con-
ditions capitalism could be abolished by Stalinist parties,
as happened in Eastern Europe and China. But they
balked when this was done without the benefit of the Soviet
army through a non-Stalinist—and a non-Trotskyist—
leadership. Such a contradictory state of affairs was be-
yond their limited comprehension. So they shut their eyes
and their minds to what really happened.

But, as Trotsky observed, when dialectics goes out the
door, other modes of thought come in the window. In
order to file everything in familiar pigeonholes in their
minds, the Healyites classify Cuba as state capitalist. There
is a name for this sort of thinking that proceeds in de-
fiance of the facts. It is formalistic and schematic, not
dialectical; unrealistic, not materialistic.

* * *

A common appraisal of the Cuban revolution and its
results promoted the reunification of the divided forces
of the Fourth International in 1963. A rump organiza-
tion called the International Committee, consisting of the
SLL in England and the OCI of France, stayed by itself
for the next eight years.

Although the OCI did not agree with the SLL's bizarre
position on Cuba, the two managed to coexist under the
same tent during that time. Then all of a sudden at the
end of 1971 they openly split, exploding the pretension
that the International Committee was a viable alternative
to the Fourth International.

Since Paris is closer to London than Havana, it should
be an easier chore for the SLL participants to give a
clear, coherent, and convincing explanation of the split
along dialectical lines. So far their statements have had
a purely empirical character, being limited to listing a set
of specific differences that cropped up over the past two
years between them and the OCI. But why did these dif-

ferences evolve to the point of irreconcilable antagonism.

and come to a head so abruptly? They do not tell us
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what the root causes of the rupture were.

Their explanation remains superficial because they do
not know what they themselves really are as a political-
theoretical current. To understand what is behind the break-
up of the IC, it is necessary to understand the essential
political character and direction of the disputants.

As the record shows, the Healyites are sectarians in
theory and practice (which does not preclude an occasional
opportunistic sortie.) The Lambertists of the OCI are
opportunistic by inclination, as evidenced in their trade-
union orientation, electoral policies, and international align-
ments. After the reunification of the Fourth International
in 1963, the pair could get along in a loose alliance
because of their common hostility to the organization, po-
sitions, and perspectives of the authentic Trotskyists in
the Fourth International.

This cement began to crumble as the two groups kept
pulling in divergent directions in their respective countries
and on questions of world politics. It only remained for
one of the partners to find a convenient occasion to part
company with the other. Differences over the conduct of
the Lora group in Bolivia seemingly precipitated the split.

But Healy, true to form, has a more "profound" ra-
tionalization for it. He claims that the French OCI did
not see the urgency of inculcating the ideas of dialectical
materialism in the youth. That was the OCI's unpardon-
able offense. Just as Wohlforth expells dissidents for "ideal-
ism,"” so Healy casts out Lambert over philosophic
divergences.

This lame excuse still does not add up to a dialectical
analysis which would have to set forth the nature of the
contradictory factors and the course of their development
that led to the split.

The truth is that the rump International Committee
set up by Healy in 1963 has been an abortive combin-
ation of sectarians and opportunists who formed an un-
principled bloc against Trotskyism. Once its dissimilar
components clashed, their ephemeral coalition was shat-
tered. That is a correct accounting of the logic that under-
lay the split and rendered it inevitable.

Healy, however, dispenses with applying any such
dialectical acumen to this unpleasant episode in his inter-
national maneuverings. To do so would ‘cut the ground
from under his feet. He would gain more credence if he
lectured on dialectics less and utilized it more.

* * *

Systematized sectarianism is one of the worst varieties
of that virulent political disease. In the mouths of the
Healyites, dialectics is nothing but an incantation, a form
of*mumbo-jumbo.

The bombast and bluster of these phrasemongers may
impress some inexperienced and credulous people who
have still to deepen their knowledge of the essentials of
Marxism and absorb the traditions of Trotskyism. It would
not be the first counterfeit to temporarily pass for good
coin.

But reiteration of formulas cannot be a satisfactory
substitute for the real thing in philosophy or politics.
Such a sterile approach has nothing in common with fruit-
ful and creative application of the method of scientific
socialism.

June 15, 1972
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Letter of 17 Communists on Russification of Latvia

[The following open letter by seventeen
Latvian Communists has been excerpted
by several Western publications since it
was first summarized in the January 30
issue of the Swedish daily Dagens Nyheter.
The attention it has attracted occasioned
a "rebuttal” by the official Soviet press,
claiming that the letter is a forgery.
(See Intercontinental Press, April 17, p.
432.)

[We reprint below the full text of the
letter. It was accompanied by a note read-
ing, "Please forward copies to Communist
party leaders in Rumania, Yugoslavia,
France, Austria, and Spain, as well as
to parties in any other countries ;‘ou
choose. Please forward personal copies
to Comrades Aragon and Garaudy in
France."]

Dear Comrades,

We are seventeen Latvian communists,
seeking your help. We are writing to you
because we do not see any other way
of affecting certain actions and events
which cause great harm to the communist
movement, to Marxism-Leninism, and to
our own and other small nations.

Many communists have voiced in their
party organizations the concerns we are
expressing here, and some have appealed
to the Central Committee of the Commu-
nist party of the Soviet Union. Repres-
sions have been the only results.

In order for you to understand us
better, we would like to say a few words
about ourselves, We are not opportunists,
nor are we "leftists" or "rightists." We are
communists and most of us became com-
munists twenty-five to thirty-five, or more,
years ago. We wish only success for so-
cialism, for Marxism-Leninism, and for
the whole of mankind.

All of us were born and have lived
in Latvia, and most of us have person-
ally experienced the deficiencies of a bour-
geois regime. We joined the party at a
time when it was still underground. We
endured repressions, were confined to pris-
ons, and suffered under the yoke of
bourgeois Latvia. The struggle to estab-
lish Soviet power and a socialistic order
was our main goal in life. We all studied
Marxism-Leninism. During the last world
war, we were members of the Soviet armed
forces or partisan groups and fought the
Nazi aggressors. During the postwar
years, we all actively participated in build-
ing socialism in our land.

With .a clear conscience, we did every-
thing in our power to carry out the teach-
ings of Marx, Engels, and Lenin. How-
ever, it became painfully clear to us that
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with each passing year their ideas became
more distorted, that the teachings of Lenin
are used here as a cover for Great Rus-
sian chauvinism, that deeds no longer
agree with words, that we are complicat-
ing the work of communists in other
countries, that we are impeding this work
instead of enhancing it.

Originally we believed that this was due
simply to the errors of a few individual
local officials who did not realize the
harmful effects of their attitudes. With time,
however, it became apparent to us that
the leadership of the Soviet Communist
party had deliberately adopted a policy
of Great Russian chauvinism and that
the forcible assimilation of the small USSR
nations had been set as one of the most
immediate and important domestic policy
goals.

Latvia is such a small country that
its history, geography, and economic sit-
uation probably are not known to many
outsiders.

Already 2,000 years ago the Indo-Euro-
pean tribes of Kursi, Seli, Zemgali, and
Letgali inhabited the eastern shores of
the Baltic Sea. Because they inhabited
the shores of sea gulfs and the estuaries
of navigable rivers, such as Daugava,
Visla, Venta, and others, their territories
attracted the attention of nations both to
the east and west, principally Germany
and Russia. Consequently, these tribes
were conquered in the thirteenth century
with the cross and the sword of the Ger-
man Crusaders. The ancestors of the Lat-
vian people lived for 700 years under
the oppression of the German Crusaders
and barons.

But the Russian czars always dreamed
of capturing the icefree ports of Vent-
spils, Liepaja, Riga, and Tallin.

Czar Peter I fulfilled this dream and
our ancestors came under Russian dom-
ination. From time to time various areas
of Latvia were also occupied by the Poles
and the Swedes. All these conquerors tried
to assimilate the local tribes, but without
success. Later these tribes evolved as the
nations of Lithuania, Latvia, and Esto-
nia, gaining their independence in 1918,
after World War 1.

The territory of Latvia covered 66,000
square kilometers, with 2,000,000 inhab-
itants, 76 percent of them Latvians. Lat-
via established a democratic bourgeois
government with a multi-party system.
A political class struggle took place and,
according to the division of power, the
system was more or less democratic. The
trade unions and the Social Democratic
party from 1918 to 1934 functioned le-
gally, but the Communist party was un-
derground from 1919 to 1940.

Before World War II the Soviet Union
forced Ulmanis, the head of the Latvian
bourgeois government, to sign an agree-
ment permitting the stationing of large
garrisons of the Red Army in Latvia,
but in 1940, with the help of the Red
Army, the bourgeois government was
overthrown and Latvia was annexed by
the Soviet Union.

During the democratic bourgeois rule,
Latvian economy and cultural life
achieved significant progress. Latvia,
along with Denmark and the Netherlands,
supplied the world's markets with the
highest quality butter, cheese, eggs, ba-
con, lumber, and flax. It also exported
electrotechnical equipment, optical goods,
and other industrial products. It had a
national university with nine faculties,
four other institutions for higher educa-
tion, opera, a theater of music, several
theaters of drama, and many groups of
performing artists.

During World War II, approximately
40,000 people were evacuated to the in-
terior of the Soviet Union. Two Latvian
divisions fought in the ranks of the Red
Army. The rest of the indigenous pop-
ulation remained in Latvia. Some of the
people who had remained in Latvia were
annihilated by the German fascists. Some
died on the front in battle against the
Red Army, and, at the end of the war,
some emigrated to Western countries (West
Germany, Sweden, Australia, United
States, etc.).

After World War I, the CPSU CC{Com-
munist party of the Soviet Union Cen-
tral Committee] established as its goal
to develop a permanent power base in
the territories of Latvia, Lithuania, and
Estonia, and began the forceful coloni-
zation of these territories with Russians,
Byelorussians, and Ukrainians. It also
began the forceful assimilation of Lat-
vians, Lithuanians, and Estonians, as
well as other minority nationalities, dis-
regarding the fact that such actions clear-
ly speak against the principles of Marx-
ism-Leninism.

Since we cannot sign this letter, you
may think that the things we have said
are not true, that we have exaggerated
certain shortcomings that are unavoid-
able in any endeavor.

No, it is not so. Let the facts speak
for themselves. Let us start with those
truthful words that are written in the res-
olutions of the CPSU CC meeting on June
12, 1953 (the only such truthful reso-
lution).

In his report about this resolution by
the Presidium of the CPSU CC, the mem-
ber of CC and candidate of the Presidium
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of CPSU CC Janis Kalnberzins said at
the plenary session of Latvian CP CC
on June 22, 1953:

"The Presidium of CPSU CC resolved
to:
"1) Charge all party and state organs
with the task to correct thoroughly the
situation in the national republics —to put
an end to the mutilation of Soviet na-
tional policy.

"2) To organize the preparation, edu-
cation, and wide selection for leadership
positions of the members of local nation-
alities, to abandon the present practice
of selecting leaders who are not of the
local nationality, and to relieve individ-
uals who do not have the command of
the native language, and have them re-
called by the CPSU CC.

"3) All official business in the national
republics should be conducted in native
languages.”

Latvian CP CC First Secretary Kaln-
berzins stated in this Latvian CP CC ple-
nary session that the CPSU CC Presi-
dium's resolution was harsh, but in re-
gard to the Latvian SSR it was correct.
Stated in this ruling was that Latvian CP
CC and Council of Deputies (obviously
under pressure from Moscow) up until
then had grossly overstepped Lenin'sprin-
ciples of national policy. He further stated
that numerous party, Soviet, and econom-
ic executives, basing their actions on
false vigilance, expressed their distrust of
the local cadres, and for leading posi-
tions picked mostly non-Latvians. These
people did not understand the Latvian
language and were ignorant of local con-
ditions. Such a position taken against the
local cadres had resulted in a situation
such that in the Latvian CP CC only 42
percent of its members were Latvians,
while among the party secretaries from
cities and districts only 47 percent were
Latvians. Besides many of them were
Latvians in name only and did not know
the Latvian language, having lived many
years, or their entire lives, in Russia.

Who knows to what extent this action
had been directed from above, but Kaln-
berzins (very loyal to Moscow) then cor-
rectly said that there was an especially
unsatisfactory situation from a national
group viewpoint in the city of Riga par-
ty organization. In the City Council di-
vision cadre there were no Latvians, and
among thirty-one instructors only two
were Latvians.

The cadre policy and party organiza-
tion membership was set by the regional
organization division and the party's
charter organization secretary. It was in
these circles that there were the fewest Lat-
vians —the regional committee divisions
each had but one Latvian, and among the
charter organization secretaries, only 17
percent were Latvians.

Such unfounded mistrust of Latvian
workers, farmers, and working intel-
ligentsia, combined with the described
party cadre membership, had led to the
situation that among Riga communists
there were only 18 percent Latvians.

This gross distortion of national poli-
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tics and discrimination against Latvians
mentioned in the Latvian CP CC plenum
was acknowledged by such a sycophant
of power politics as Arvids Pelse, the then
Latvian CP CC propaganda secretary,
present CPSU CC policy bureau member,
and CPSU CC Control Committee chair-
man. Speaking about the CPSU CC ple-
nary resolution, he said:

"The resolution gives clear and unequiv-
ocal instructions —first of all, to improve
the basic situation in the republic, to end
distortion of Soviet national policy . . .
to prepare to train, and to appoint Lat-
vian cadres to leading positions in the
near future, on a large-scale basis."

From this statement, it is obvious that
it was officially acknowledged in 1953
(the only time since Lenin's death) that
the Marxist-Leninist national policy in our
country had been grossly distorted (and
is still being grossly distorted today).

But did this distortion end after this
plenary session? No. The above-men-
tioned course continued but a short time.
After that, even though the plenary res-
olution was never repealed, all intended
changes were halted and everything re-
mained as it had been before. Even more,
in the national republics the determined

program for the coercive assimilation of.

small nationality groups was enacted even
more forcibly and consistently.

What is the main course of this pro-
gram and how is it enacted? The first
main task is to transfer from Russia,
White Russia, and the Ukraine as many
Russians, White Russians, and Ukrain-
ians as possible to Latvia (and to other
Baltic states) for permanent settlement.

How is this first main task enacted?

The Soviet Union CP CC did not trust
the national republic CP CC. Thus:

1) For the Latvian CP CC, and like-
wise for all other republic CP CCs, a
Soviet Union CP CC organizational bu-
reau (orgbureau) was established for Lat-
vian affairs. The bureau's function was
to control and direct the Latvian CP CC
and the republic's overall politics. Sha-
talin was chosen the orgbureau's chair-
man, but was later replaced by Rjazanov.

2) For the Latvian CP CC second sec-
retary position Moscow appointed Ivan
Lebedev and for the Latvian CPCC first
secretary in cadre affairs, Fjodor Titov.
These positions are still held by appointed
Russians. At the present time the Latvian
CP CC second secretary position is held
by Belucha, a Russian sent from Lenin-
grad.,

3) The orgbureau and these "high com-
missars’ from Moscow have continually
directed the republic's cadre politics so
that all leading positions— and primarily
all party, state, and economic department
head positions —are given to Russian new-
comers. These people in turn grant other
newcomers preference for registration in
cities, provide apartments, and appoint
them to better jobs.

4) To guarantee a massive influx of
Russians, White Russians, and Ukrain-
ians into the Latvian republic, federal,

interrepublican, and zonal government de-
partments have been set up in Latvia,
and the construction of new large indus-
tries, as well as expansion of existing
plants, has been undertaken, disregard-
ing any economic necessity.

The construction personnel for these proj-
ects were collected and brought in from
cities outside of the republic; raw ma-
terials were brought in from the Urals
or the Don basin (i.e., from places 3,000-
4,000 kilometers away); similarly, the la-
bor force and the specialists were import-
ed, but the production was exported from
the republic. For this reason a diesel
equipment factory, a factory making elec-
trical accessories for automobiles (Auto-
elektropribor), a hydrometric equipment
factory (Gidrometpribor), and a turbine
factory were built in Riga. Extensive syn-
theticfiber plants were built in Daugavpils.
The imported labor force for these plants
has formed a fair-sized town with almost
no Latvian inhabitants. A large tricot
garment factory and many other plants
have been established in Ogre.

Literally, in every regional city new
plants are being or have been built. The
construction labor, specialists, and pro-
duction labor are imported, but the prod-
ucts are sent to the entire USSR.

Although Latvia had a sufficientnumber
of generating stations, which have pro-
vided electric power for the republic, and
Russia has many large rivers, imported
workers have built a hydroelectric sta-
tion in the River Daugava at Plavinas,
and a city — Stucka —has been built for
the construction forces, and consequently
a new region has been formed in the
republic.

5) Although the depletion of forests has
exceeded reforestation for every year
since the war, forests are being barbaric-
ly destroyed, turning large areas into
swamps and leading to the importing of
raw materials for the local furniture in-
dustry. For the last few years lumber-
jacks have been and are still being
brought into Latvia from Russia, White
Russia, and the Ukraine. The destruction
of the forests continues and the imported
lumberjacks settle permanently in the re-
public.

This policy has led to the present situa-
tion where between 25,000 and 35,000
additional people each year become per-
manent residents of Riga. Total popu-
lation has increased by a factor of 2.5.
As a result, whereas Latvians in Latvia
were 62 percent of the population in
1959, in 1970 they accounted for 57 per-
cent of the population. Similarly, thepopu-
lation of Riga was 45 percent Latvian
in 1959 and only 40 percent Latvian in
1970.

‘The future result of such a policy can
be clearly discerned from the fate of the
former Karelian Soviet Socialist Repub-
lic. It exists no more, as it has been lig-
uidated because the local nationals make
up less than half of the total population
of the republic. Now Karelia is a part of
the Russion Soviet Federated Socialist Re-
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public. A similar fate awaits the Kazakh
SSR and Latvia.

6) Absorption of the local population
into the mass of arriving Russians, White
Russians, and Ukrainians is also furthered
by the establishing of large bases for
the armed forces and border guards on
Latvian soil, as well as the building of
dozens of medical clinics, rest homes, and
tourist facilities for the use of the entire
Soviet Union. Rigas Jurmala (the beach
area on the Baltic Sea) is now an official
Soviet Union resort and there remain few
local residents.

This has been the policy ever since the
end of World War II and in the last two
years it has been further reinforced. In
our republic there are already many large
firms where almost no Latvians remain
among the workers, technicians-engi-
neers, or management (e.g., "REZ," Disel-
estroitelnij zavod, Gidrometpribor, and
many others), and there are other com-
panies where the majority of workers are
Latvian, but management does not under-
stand the Latvian language (Popov radio
factory, Wagon Car Mfg., Autoelektro-
pribor, Rigas Audums, etc.).

There are bureaus and departments
where few Latvians are employed. For
example, in the Interior Department sys-
tem of Riga there are about 1,500 work-
ers, but only about 300 of these are
Latvians.

Among the employees in the Commerce
Department, a majority (51% ) does not
speak Latvian and only 29% of the man-
agement positions are filled by Latvians.

There are very few Latvians in con-
struction. Approximately 65% of the phy-
sicians who work in Riga's medical insti-
tutions do not understand Latvian, and
because of this there are often gross mis-
takes made in diagnosis as well as in pre-
scribing treatment.

All of this naturally leads to rightful
indignation among the local population.

In achieving the first basic aim, the
increase in the number of non-Latvians
in the republic, steps are also being taken
to achieve the second basic aim, which
is to assimilate the Latvians and lead
to the Russian way of life throughout
Latvia.

To achieve this the following things al-
ready have been done and are still being
done:

1. The arrivals' demands for increased
Russian-language radio and televisionpro-
gramming have been met. Currently, one
radio station and one television station
broadcast programs only in Russian, while
the others broadcastprograms bilingually.
Thus, approximately two-thirds of radio
and television broadcasts are in Russian.
Jelinskis, the former director of Riga's
broadcast center, resisted the arrivals' de-
mands and was fired.

2. Regardless of the accessibility in Lat-
via of all newspapers, magazines, and
books published in the Soviet Union, ap-
proximately half of all periodicals issued
in Latvia are in Russian. In Latvia
there is a shortage of paper for publish-
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ing works of Latvians and for school
books; however, works of Russian writers
are published, as well as school books
in Russian.,

3. In the republic's city, regional, and
most of the local municipal organizations,
as well as in all enterprises, all business
is conducted in Russian.

4. With the exception of such collectives
as the Latvian newspapers and maga-
zines, Latvian theaters and schools, and
partially the farm collectives, all gather-
ings and meetings are conducted in Rus-
sian.

There are many collectives where the
absolute majority is Latvian; however,
if there is only one Russian in the col-
lective, his demand that meetings be con-
ducted in Russian is met. If this is not
done, the collective is accused of nation-
alism.

5. In cities and villages the formation
of the so-called united schools, kindergar-
tens, and children's homes continues. In
practice this means that Russian-language
kindergartens and schools remain un-
changed, but in all the formerly Latvian-
language institutions classes in Russian
are instituted. Thereafter, in these cases,
all pedagogical meetings, teacher and stu-
dent meetings, as well as the meetings of
the Young Pioneers, are conducted in Rus-
sian. Excepting the rural districts of Kur-
zeme, Zemgale, and Vidzeme, few Lat-
vian kindergartens, children's homes, and
schools remain.

6. In all high schools and institutions
of higher learning there are extensive
study programs in Russian.

7. In newspapers, radio and television
broadcasts, meetings, and books—every-
where, every day, friendship with Rus-
sians is encouraged; widely propagandized
are cases where Latvian girls marry Rus-
sians or Latvian youths marry Russian
girls.

8. In the production of consumer goods,
everything national has been eliminated.
Formerly in Latvia, as in any other
country, there were unique foods, special
brands of confectionery, chocolates, cig-
arettes, but now there are only the brands
of the Soviet Union: Belock, Lastocka,
Kara-Kum, Kazbek, Belomorkahal, and
others. In cafeterias and restaurants food
is prepared according to the Russian rec-
ipes. National foods are rarities.

9. The Latvian people have a very
important festival called "Ligo," which has
been celebrated for hundreds of years,
even during the German fascist occupa-
tion. Until last year, it was expressly for-
bidden to hold this festival. This year
the festival again was not recognized,
although it was not officially banned.

10. There are two approaches to our
literary heritage. There are repeated edi-
tions of the works of such Russian authors
as Tolstoi, Turgenev, Dostoevski, Gogol,
Pushkin, Lermontov, and others. How-
ever, of the Latvian authors who wrote
in the pre-Soviet era, only Rainis, Paegle,
and Veidenbaums are fully recognized,
and partial recognition is given to As-

pazija, Blaumanis, and a handful of
others.

11. Riga is divided into six adminis-
trative regions, none of which has a lo-
cally derived name. They are named Len-
in, Kirov, Moscow, Leningrad, October,
and Proletarian.

12. Riga has streets that have been re-
named after Lenin, Kirov, Sverdlov,
Pushkin, Lermontov, Gogol, and Gorki.
One street is named after Suvarov, who
was a czarist governor. The street names
that were dropped include Aspazija Bou-
levard (named after the best-known Lat-
vian poet) and Krisjana Voldemara Street
(named after an unrelenting exponent of
Latvian nationhood).

13. In Riga today there is a memorial
museum not only for Lenin, but also
for Peter I—the Russian czar who con-
quered the Baltic states.

14. Latvian soldiers, called "strelnieki,”
played an important role in the October
Revolution. Lenin himself gave them the
important role of guarding the Kremlin
during the most critical days of the rev-
olution. During World War II, two Lat-
vian divisions and a special aviation bat-
talion heroically fought as part of the
Red Army. Today, however, there are
no separate Latvian military units; Lat-
vian youths in the military are purposely
not assigned to the Russian units stationed
in Latvia, but are scattered throughout
the Soviet Union as far from Latvia as
possible. .

15. Latvian professional and amateur
theaters, ensembles, orchestras, and choirs
cannot have a repertoire officially ap-
proved unless it contains Russian plays
or songs. However, the Russian coHec-
tive repertoires almost never include Lat-
vian plays or songs.

We could continue enumerating more
such facts and conditions that all sup-
port the same point, namely, that all ex-
pressions of Latvian nationalism are sup-
pressed, that there is a forcible assimila-
tion and no equality among nations, cul-
tures, and traditions.

One could ask: Why are the Latvian
people and Latvian communists silent?

They are not silent. There have been
attempts to oppose this political policy.

For example, the former first secretary
of the Riga committee of the Communist
party, who later became vice chairman
of the Latvian Socialist Soviet Republic,
E. Berklavs, always spoke out against
this injustice. For a time he was also
supported by other members of the Cen-
tral Committee of the Latvian Commu-
nist party.

But when his support grew to include
a majority of the Central Committee mem-
bers, the then first secretary of the Com-
munist party of the {Union of] Soviet
Socialist Republics, Comrade Khrushchev,
made a personal trip to Latvia and later
sent the secretary of the CPSU, Muchiti-
nov. As a result, E. Berklavs was dis-
missed from his post as vice chairman
of the Council of Ministers and expelled
from the Central Committee Bureau and
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the Central Committee, and was sent out
of the Latvian republic.

For supporting E. Berklavs and op-
posing Great Russian chauvinism and op-
posing the mutilation of Marxism and
Leninism, the following persons were also
removed from their posts:

K. Ozolins, chairman of the Supreme
Soviet of the Latvian Soviet Socialist Re-
public and Latvian Communist party Cen-
tral Committee Bureau member;

Straujums, first secretary (after E. Ber-
klavs) of the City of Riga Communist
party Committee and Latvian Commu-
nist party Central Committee Bureau
member;

Pizans, editor of the Latvian Commu-
nist party official newspaper, Cina, and
Latvian Communist party Central Com-
mittee candidate;

E. Mukins, deputy planning chairman
for the republic;

V. Kreitus, first deputy chairman of
the City of Riga party Executive Com-
mittee;

Bisenieks, Latvian Communist party
Central Committee Bureau member and
secretary;

V. Krumins, Latvian Communist party
Central Committee secretary;

P. Dzerve, director of the Economic Re-
search Institute of the Latvian Soviet So-
cialist Republic's Academy of Science;

V. Kalpins, minister of culture and Lat-
vian Communist party Central Commit-
tee Bureau member;

P. Cerkovskis, deputy minister of cul-
ture;

Prombergs, deputy health minister;

A. Nikonovs, minister of agriculture;

Vallis, deputy minister of agriculture;

Darbins, editor of the City of Riga of-
ficial newspaper;

Ruskulis, first secretary of the Commu-
nist Youth League Central Committee;

Valters, Latvian Communist Youth
League secretary;

Brencis, editor of the Latvian Commu-
nist Youth League official publication, Pa-
domju Jaunatne

Zandmanis, director of the Cadres Di-
vision of the Latvian Soviet Socialist Re-
public's Council of Ministers;

J. Kacens, supervisor of the Adminis-
trative Section of the Latvian Commu-
nist party Central Committee;

E. Liberts, minister of highways;

Plesums, chairman of the Control Com-
mission of the Latvian Communist party
Central Committee;

E. Erenstreite, senior adviser to the
Council of Ministers;

J. Gibietis, member of the City of Riga
Communist party Central Committee and
supervisor of the Education Section of
the City of Riga Communist party Exec-
utive Committee;

M. Vernere and Duskina and many oth-
er principals of intermediate schools.

All the significant party and govern-
ment posts have now been filled with non-
Latvians and Latvians who have spent
their entire lives in Russia and who ar-
rived in Latvia only after World War IL
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The majority of them either do not speak
any Latvian or speak very little. The
facts speak for themselves.

The secretaries of the Central Commit-
tee of the Latvian Communist party are
the following:

First Secretary Voss, Russian-born Lat-
vian; as a rule, he doesn't speak Lat-
vian in public.

Second Secretary Belucha, born Russian.
Knows no Latvian at all.

Secretary of Propaganda Drizulis, Rus-
sian-born Latvian.

Secretary of Agriculture Verro, Estoni-
an from Russia. Knows no Latvian at
all.

Secretary of Industry Petersons, Russian-
born Latvian. Speaks Latvian poorly.

Leaders of the Council of Ministers:
Chairman Y. Ruben, Russian-born Lat-
vian, speaks Latvian very poorly; Vice
Chairman Bondaletov, born Russian,
speaks no Latvian at all.

Chairman of the Supreme Soviet of the
Latvian Soviet Republic V. P. Ruben, Rus-
sian-born Latvian, knows Latvian only
superficially, does not speak Latvian in
public.

It is almost a law that leading posi-
tions are filled by men without princi-
ples, men without personal views or opin-
ions, sycophants, opportunists, and flat-
terers. Men of principles who have
opinions and express them openly are
barred from important positions.

Such are the conditions in Latvia; un-
der such conditions live the people na-
tive to their republics in their own land.

Those Lithuanians, Estonians, Jews,
Germans, Poles, and other minorities (ex-
cept Russians) residing in Latvian terri-
tory do not have their ethnic heritages
at all respected. Until 1940 (until the
establishment of Soviet rule) in Latvia
these minorities had their own elementary
and secondary schools where they studied
in their own language. They issued their
own language newspapers, magazines,
books; they had their own clubs, theaters,
and other cultural and educational insti-
tutions. Now, in disregard of pertinent
Marxist-Leninist principles dealing with
ethnic questions, and contrary to the state-
ments of USSR leaders that ethnic
problems in the Soviet Union have been
solved and that each nationality has been
guaranteed complete freedom and equal-
ity, nothing of that kind is evident. In
every republic the Russians have every-
thing, people native to their republics have
something, but others nothing at all. The
3,500,000 Jews residing in the Soviet
Union have only one newspaper and only
one magazine in their nativelanguage, and
that only in their autonomous region.
They are denied the right to have their
own theaters, clubs, cultural and educa-
tional institutions, even inthosecities where
they number tens of thousands.

Esteemed comrades! In this letter we
briefly illuminated actual conditions in
the Soviet Union only from one view-
point—that of the rights of ethnic mi-

norities. Just as cruelly mutilated in our
midst are Marxist-Leninist teachings
about inalienable human rights and free-
doms, freedom of speech, Lenin's work
ethic, and other fundamental principles
of Marxism-Leninism.

Why are we writing to you about all
this? Why have we waited so long to
write? What are we asking you to do,
what are we proposing?

As explained earlier in this letter, we
became Communists a long time ago.
We were acquainted with the teachings
of Marxism-Leninism and the basics of
the socialist state in theory only while
being active in the Communist under-
ground, or while suffering in the prisons
and forced-labor camps of bourgeois Lat-
via, but we believed in these ideas un-
reservedly. When we first saw the social-
ist state (the only one in existence at that
time) we immediately noticed the difference
between theory and practice. But we firmly
believed that the faults were of a tran-
sient character and that they could be
overcome. At first we did not recognize
the seriousness of these faults. Through
daily application of socialist ideas we
gradually realized that much of the of-
ficial written and spoken output of the
government was for display purposes
only —deliberate distortions and outright
lies. All party conferences, meetings, and
assemblies are carefully prearranged and
executed shows. They are convened only
to create an illusion of democracy with-
in the party. In reality, these conferences,
meetings, and assemblies merely have to
approve everything that has been dictated
from "above'; subsequently they expound
the individual opinion of a single per-
son—the head man in the government.
Every attempt to object to these opinions
is regarded as opposition to the ideals
of the party and Leninism. Those who
dare to object not only lose their posi-
tions but also their freedom, and often
end up suffering subhuman conditions in
prisons and concentration camps, are de-
ported, or, sometimes, vanish without a
trace.

Naturally, these conditions eliminate all
arguments and discussions at party con-
ferences and assemblies as well as at the
meetings of workers' councils. In this
way, an apparent unity is acheived.

We suppose you have heard of the situ-
ation here or know part of it. However,
knowledge of the conditions here based
on information of official documents, or
short visits to the USSR, is certain to be
far from complete. That is why we are
writing to you: We want to acquaint you
with the facts.

We realize that no Communist party
has the right to interfere in the internal
affairs of another Communist party.
Nevertheless, for this very purpose, in
order to safeguard this principle we must
unite against any violator. You now have
the facts. Besides, world opinion judges
the effectiveness of socialism and commu-
nism in general by our successes and
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failures here. Therefore, the actions of the
USSR have a direct influence on your
work. For this reason we feel that you
should know the truth about the condi-
tions here, so that you can take appro-
priate steps to sway the leaders of the
Communist party of the Soviet Union.
We know that this will not be easy. These
men are not used to opening their minds
to outside ideas. They act from a posi-
tion of power and recognize only force.
But your parties play an important role
in the world Communist movement and
your proposals cannot be taken lightly.
We have no intentions of suggesting any

methods you might use to influence the
leaders of the Communist party of the
Soviet Union. Nevertheless, we are con-
vinced that the high prestige of Marxism-
Leninism cannot be preserved if the dis-
tortions of its principles are accepted
silently, without protest. If the leaders of
the Communist party of the Soviet Union
decline to stop the actions described above,
they have to be unmasked and boycotted.
The present policies of the Communist
party leaders in the Soviet Union are
destroying the world Communist move-

ment.
With a Communist greeting.

The Rise of Workers’ Struggles in Spain

[The following article is scheduled
for publication in a forthcoming issue
of Quatrieme Internationale. Transla-
tion is by Intercontinental Press.]

* * *

In a January 1971 editorial entitled
"The Twilight of Francoism,” Qua-
trieme Internationale drew a balance
sheet of the new rise of struggle of
the Spanish laboring masses, from
the Asturias strike of 1962 to the vic-
torious struggle of December 1970
against the death sentences meted out
to six Basques in the Burgos trial.
This balance sheet described the fac-
tors impelling Spain toward social-
ist revolution:

"In spite of the accelerated economic
growth of the 1960s, a by-product
of the expansion of Western European
imperialist economy, the Spanish
bourgeoisie has been essentially un-
able to eliminate from Spanish society
disequilibriums that produce the most
explosive social contradictions in Eu-
rope: the proletariat's low standard of
living, the permanent crisis of the
poorest agricultural regions, Spanish
industry's inability to compete in the
international capitalist market, thecry-
ing underdevelopment of social ser-
vices, etc.

"Objectively, the economic growth
has served to postpone the social ex-
plosion, but at the same time has
rejuvenated the proletariat, significant-
ly expanded its numbers, and in-
creased its capacity to overcome, little
by little, the trauma of its defeat in
the bloody civil war. This growth has
also resulted in the development of
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valuable allies of the working class
among the masses of students in fer-
ment and among layers of technicians
and intellectual workers, who are pro-
gressively radicalizing.

"The combination of the above two
factors means that the Spanish bour-
geoisie cannot afford the luxury of
a democratic parliamentary — or even
a Gaullist—regime. Any democratic
rights won by the laboring masses
would lead to struggles of explosive
intensity and revolutionary breadth.
Hence the basic failure of all attempts
to gradually "iberalize" the Franco-
ist regime, including under the form
of a constitutional monarchy —an il-
lusion that even the daily that by some
mockery entitles itself Pravda [Truth]
has just recently repeated for the n-th
time.

"Under these conditions, the orien-
tation of Spanish capitalism could
have but one aim: fragmenting and
channeling all workers' struggles to-
ward purely economic and immediate
goals. For a whole period, the tradi-
tional leaders of the Spanish prole-
tariat, and above all the leaders of
the Communist party, have objective-
ly helped the bourgeoisie achieve this
aim. The appearance of more reso-
lute, politicized, and general forms of
struggle, despite the intensified repres-
sion, marks the failure of this strategy.
All the Spanish bourgeoisie's roads
seem to lead to a ripening of the rev-
olutionary upsurge.”

The principal features of economic,
social, and political development in
Spain during the sixteen months since
January 1971 completely confirm this
analysis.

The year 1971 saw a pronounced

slowdown of the Spanish economy.
At the same time the rise in the cost
of living shattered all previous rec-
ords. Banking circles calculate that
price increases in 1971 averaged more
than 15 percent. The fact that a coun-
try like Spain experiences in its turn
simultaneous stagnation and inflation
says a lot about the weakness of its
economic institutions.

Countries with a relatively marginal
economy, like Spain, will be hit es-
pecially hard by the deterioration of
the international capitalist economic
situation. Spanish workers in West
Germany and its smaller economic
satellites are threatened with unem-
ployment by the recession gripping
those countries. Now, in Spain itself,
unemployment is on the rise.

The third "development plan” (1972-
1975) projects only a 1 percent an-
nual increase in the number of jobs —
less than the annual population
growth and much less than the an-
nual increase in the size of the work
force, which is swelled not only by
population increase, but also by the
rural exodus, the ruin of the petty
artisans, and the rationalization mea-
sures that are now beginning tospread
throughout industry. It must also be
stressed that in the area of new em-
ployment the objectives of the second
"development plan" were not achieved.
Even according to official statistics,
the annual increase in the number
employed reached only 0.9% during
1968-1971, as opposed to the pro-
jected 1.3%. Concretely, this means
that in 1971 there were 150,000 few-
er jobs than had been planned.

The agricultural crisis in poor re-
gions, the crisis of the minifundia,
continues unchecked, accentuating the
concentration of landholdings, the
proletarianization of small farmers,
and the rural exodus. It is sufficient
to point out that in 1970 the peasant-
ry, which still constitutes 30% of the
working population, accounted for
only 14% of the national income. If
one subtracts from this 14% the in-
comes of the large landed proprietors
and the new kulaks, one gets an idea
of the miserable incomes to which the
mass of the small peasantry is con-
demned.

The absence of any political "ib-
eralization” has become more and
more obvious. Instead of "modest
progress” toward a "European”regime,
about which every Spanish reformist
dreams, there has been a regression
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toward the most rigid dictatorship.
This is especially marked by the adop-
tion of the "public security" law,
Franco's blunt rejection ofestablishing
the right of political association, the
intensification of censorship, and the
extension of "exceptional laws." Juan
Carlos has to guarantee the perma-
nence of Francoism, but without
Franco. Only the voluntarily blind
can fail to see in the overtly fascist
and intégriste agitation of Blas Piflar's
"Christ the King" groups the harden-
ing of the regime itself. This is most
clearly expressed by the standing or-
der to shoot strikers. After theshooting
in Granada, after the construction
striker killed in Madrid, after the
SEAT worker killed in Barcelona, it
was two shipyard workers in El Ferrol
who were shot down by the dictator-
ship.

This hardening of the repression
comes in answer to mass struggle,
and especially to workers' struggle.
The most striking, most important el-
ement in the understanding of thebasic
tendencies of Spanish development is
that the working class is no longer
allowing itself to be intimidated by
this intensified repression, and has not
let itself be lulled by economic conces-
sions or promises of "liberalization"
as in the past. To the hardening of
the repression the workers respond,
and will respond more and more, with
an increasing hardening, intensifica-
tion, and politicization of their fight.
In this way, the upsurge of objectively
revolutionary struggles develops in
Spain.

The major events that mark the rise
of the mass movement in Spain be-
tween January 1971 and March 1972
are well known: the movement to boy-
cott the union elections; the Madrid
construction strike; the national strike
of bank employees; the Asturias strike;
the very bitter strikes in Pamplona
and in Vittoria (Michelin), the latter
lasting forty-two days; the strike and
occupation of the SEAT factories in
Barcelona and the solidarity strike of
100,000 Catalonian workers after a
SEAT worker was murdered during
the retaking of the factory; the na-
tional student actions centered around
the medical students' strike which cul-
minated in Madrid; the workers' move-
ment around the renewal of many
collective bargaining contracts during
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the first quarter of 1972; the explosive
strike of the shipyard workers in El
Ferrol, Galicia, which produced a real
street battle between the workers and
the repressive forces.

Simply listing these fights shows
their tendency both to expand to a
countrywide scale and to reach all
sectors of the laboring masses. The
participation of layers of the "new mid-
dle class,” already discernable last
year, was shown by the young doc-
tors' activity in the student revolt
against the "education law." On this
same occasion, and especially on Feb-
ruary 14, 1972 —the day of nation-
al demonstrations against this law —
high-school students, for the first time
in Spain, took to the streets in massive
numbers.

In the rest of imperialist Europe
the capitalists have succeeded in
uniting faster than the working class.
But in Spain, the mass struggle more
rapidly borrows from the advanced
forms of struggle of other parts of
Europe, while the bourgeoisie has not
succeeded in borrowing the prevailing
industrial technique and organization.

Aside from their politicization and
their tendency to extend themselves,
the 1971-1972 struggles of the Span-
ish workers had three basic character-
istics that bring them still more into
line with those of the European pro-
letariat.

The goals and limits fixed not only
by the Francoist regime but also by
the whole employing class have been
generally overturned wherever the
workers opted for direct action instead
of the "arbitration” of the state™unions.”

Although the steelworkers of Altos
Hornos in Bilbao had to settle for
a nominal wage hike of 11 percent
over three years while the Banco de
Madrid published figures putting the
rise in the cost of living at 35 per-
cent just for the years 1970-1971,
wherever the workers were able to
bring to bear their growing com-
bativity, the wage policies of the re-
gime suffered partial setbacks.

The workers spontaneously opted
for unitary demands that the revo-
lutionary groups have vigorously pro-
jected: equal wage hikes for all; 450
pesetas [about US$7.00] a day mini-
mum wage, etc. In the same spirit, the
strengthening of class solidarity and
the slogan of rehiring all fired workers
played an increasingly important role
in workers' actions.

Closely tied to this rise in the level
of class consciousness was the adop-
tion of more militant forms of action
increasingly centered around workers'
democracy. Strikes and actions were
marked by the formation of workers'
general assemblies; during the strikes
the limited, permanent workers' com-
missions were replaced by larger com-
mittees responsible to the entire as-
sembly.

Already there are examples in which
the revolutionary Marxist demand for
the formation of real strike commit-
tees responsible to, and therefore re-
callable by, the broader general as-
semblies have been put into practice
by the workers. Furthermore, we must
call attention to the emergence of mass
pickets to extend the strikes — pickets
that go to neighboring factories or
other factories in the same branch
of industry to generalize the struggle.

It was at El Ferrol that the hard-
ening of workers' struggle reached a
really qualitatively new level. Passive
submission to the dictatorship's re-
pression, which became more fero-
cious with the order to shoot demon-
strators and strikers, had become in-
creasingly unacceptable to the Span-
ish proletariat. Nevertheless, in 1971
it was only the revolutionary van-
guard groups, and especially our com-
rades of the Revolutionary Commu-
nist League [Liga Comunista Revolu-
cionaria — LCR], that raised the call
for defense marshals and then began
to apply this tactic, in a necessarily
limited way, during the "lightning dem-
onstrations."

When the Civil Guards retook the
Barcelona SEAT factories, there were
reflexes of self-defense, but the mass
of workers hesitated to fight on the
hardly favorable terrain of a single
plant surrounded by the enemy.

On the other hand, when repres-
sive violence was unleashed in the
streets of El Ferrol against the strik-
ing shipyard workers, they not only
responded, but passed to the counter-
offensive and even managed to clear
the repressive forces out of part of
the city. Two workers were killed, but
many cops were sent to the hospital.
The strikers cut off the electricity, gas,
and water, and the struggle took on
the appearance of a citywide general
strike.

The best past traditions of the Span-
ish working class, the most revolu-
tionary in Europe, were suddenly
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thrust to the surface again, reinforced
and enriched by the bitter lessons of
past defeats —and above all marked
by a profound mistrust of the bureau-
cratic apparatus and a stronger sense
of class solidarity and independence.

A hardening of the dictatorship on
the one hand, and a harder and hard-
er response from the laboring mass-
es on the other. The basic policy of
the CP—seeking collaboration with
the bourgeoisie, the monarchists, and
even a fraction of the army so as to
overturn the Francoist regime peace-
fully, without a revolution—has been
robbed of all credibility by these lines
of force in Spanish social and political
development.

In an interview in the French CP
magazine Nouvelle Critique, Santiago
Carrillo, general secretary of the
Spanish CP, described his party's pol-
icy with a cynicism bordering on
naiveté. The Spanish bourgeoisie, he
says, no longer has any political force
with which it could collaborate in the
framework of a parliamentary regime.
In the past, social democracy played
this role; today, the CP offers itself
as a replacement.

This whole orientation was found-
ed on the hope of transforming the
Francoist regime—without a revolu-
tion, solely through mass "pressure”
—into a bourgeois parliamentary de-
mocracy by collaborating with the
bourgeoisie, all the while solemnly
promising to protect the latter's prop-
erty and profits. The objective role of
this policy, independent of the calcu-
lations and designs of the CP lead-
ers, was to channel the new rise of
workers' struggle toward goals com-
patible with the survival of the capital-
ist regime — most notably by choosing
forms of action and organization that
fostered the reformist and gradualist
illusions propagated by a wing of the
dictatorship.

The failure of this policy is dem-
onstrated on two levels. The mass-
es increasingly came to realize the
illusory character of the notion that
the Franco regime could be brought
down without a revolution. In real
life they unleashed harder and hard-
er struggles with a clear anticapital-
ist dynamic. A vanguard began to
emerge in the factories and in the
universities which, having assimilat-
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ed the essential lessons of the CP's
neoreformism, succeeded in conscious-
ly drawing sectors of the mass move-
ment toward demands and forms of
action destined to set in motion a
process of permanent revolution.

The most striking example of this
change in the relationship of forces
in the mass movement, of the CP's
loss of the absolute hegemony it had
wielded for fifteen years, was the re-
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markable success of the far left's cam-
paign for a boycott of the state "trade-
union” elections. The fact that in Cata-
lonia and in the Basque country more
than 50 percent of the workers fol-
lowed the boycott slogan, and that
even in the Madrid industrial com-
plex —the bastion of the CP—sub-
stantial minorities of the working class
boycotted the elections, reflected the
maturation of class consciousness
among a significant sector of the
Spanish proletariat.

Since cases of the workers break-
ing with the CP's line on the factory

level are spreading not only in the
newly industrialized areas, but also
in the old bastions, even in Madrid
— at the Castellon factory — we are see-
ing for the first time a similar phe-
nomenon.

The emergence of a broad vanguard
independent of the traditional appara-
tuses and beginning to have a mass
character and a mass influence is ob-
viously not a development restricted
to Spain. The same phenomenon has
occurred, or is in the process of oc-
curring, in three other important im-
perialist countries in Europe — France,
Italy, and Great Britain.

For reasons peculiar to Spain, the
relationship of forces between this van-
guard and the CP is without doubt
more favorable to the revolutionists
in Spain than is the relationship be-
tween the revolutionists and the
French or Italian CP, or, in the case
of Great Britain, the relationship of
forces between this vanguard and the
Labour party. The more explosive
character of the social contradictions,
the much greater objective difficulty
in limiting the mass movement or
channeling it toward reformist goals
will tend to accentuate still more this
reversal in the relationship of forces.

The CP leadership thus finds itself
confronted by a new task—that of
maneuvering within the mass move-
ment so as to limit its loss of influ-
ence and to hold back the crisis in
its own ranks that could not help
but be triggered by the successive
breaks with its line by workers and
students. The Santiago Carrillo team
must also defend itself against the re-
peated attempts of the Soviet bureau-
cracy to replace it with one that would
support Kremlin policies more uncon-
ditionally.

All these factors explain several
things: the Carrillo team's greater
flexibility toward other tendencies in
the workers' movement, including the
revolutionary groups; Carrillo's trip
to Peking; the occasional united fronts
the CP concludes with far-left groups,
including, at the University of Mad-
rid, our comrades of the LCR; and
the CP's pronounced insistence on
nonexclusive unity in action.

While attaining this unity in action
in a favorable conjunction can lead
local CP groups to shift their orien-
tation to the left, that is, to adapt
to the line of the revolutionists, it
would be false to conclude that this
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is a possible line of development for
the CP as a whole. On the contrary,
the greater "liberalization” of this par-
ty and its evincing a clearer respect
for workers' democracy fit in perfect-
ly with its accentuated social-demo-
cratic evolution and its increasingly
rightist political orientation.

Does this mean that a decline in
the mass influence of the CP is in
sight? We do not think so. Progres-
sively, as wider and wider layers of
the masses enter into action, as still
newer layers of the proletariat and
the youth begin to become politicized,
the most likely variant is that the
CP's influence within the vanguard
will decline, but its influence among
inexperienced and relatively less po-
liticized masses freshly entering into
action will expand.

Numerically, the total effect of these
two tendencies will mean a strengthen-
ing rather than a weakening of the
CP. This must be carefully taken into
account by the revolutionists in for-
mulating a correct tactical orientation
toward building a revolutionary party
within the mass movement.

v

The historical perspective revolu-
tionary Marxists in Spain defend is
that of the permanent revolution. They
reject both the possibility of liquidat-
ing the Francoist regime without a
revolution and the notion that the
mass movement can content itself with
extracting democratic freedoms and
thus peacefully institute a traditional
bourgeois-democratic parliamentary
regime. Franco and the Francoist re-
gime (with or without Franco himself)
can be overthrown only by a revolu-
tionary mobilization of the masses
that challenges the bourgeois state,
dissolves and destroys its repressive
apparatus, occupies the factories and
the land, and threatens capitalist prop-
erty. The revolutionary process lead-
ing to the overthrow of the dictator-
ship will immediately place on the
agenda the victory of the socialist rev-
olution without having to first go
through an intermediate historical
stage of bourgeois-parliamentary de-
mocracy.

But to speak of permanent revolu-
tion does not at all mean to defend
the caricature of this concept that says
a revolution will be immediately de-
feated if it does not result in the in-
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stitution of the dictatorship of the pro-
letariat after the first battle.

The Spanish bourgeoisie does not
want to liquidate the dictatorship be-
cause it fears that granting democratic
freedoms to the masses would accel-
erate anticapitalist struggles rather
than allow them to be channeled to-
ward reformist ends. But if the bour-
geoisie is confronted by a revolution-
ary movement so tumultuous that it
increasingly takes on insurrectionary
forms, it would no longer have any-
thing to lose, and would have pre-
cious time to gain, in throwing the
workers the bone of democratic free-
doms.

This is why the perspective of per-
manent revolution in Spain does not
exclude, but on the contrary includes,
the possibility of temporarily estab-
lishing democratic freedoms as a by-
product of a revolutionary proletar-
ian upsurge. This process will begin
by the laboring masses winning these
freedoms.

During such a period, the bourgeoi-
sie would be feverishly preparing the
means to overturn the relationship of
forces and crush the mass movement
by force. The proletarian vanguard
would utilize this breathing spell to
perfect the organization of the masses
into organs of dual power (workers'
councils, workers' militia) and to
strengthen its influence among the
masses so as to enter the inevitable
confrontation with maximum chance
of victory, to accelerate the construc-
tion of the revolutionary party.

The difference between such a per-
spective and that of European-style
"normalization”"— a repetition of what
happened at the end of the second
world war in France and Italy as a
result of the betrayals of the Commu-
nist and the Socialist parties_in the con-
text of an accelerated capitalist eco-
nomic growth made possible by those
very betrayals — is strikingly obvious.

To put this perspective into prac-
tice, Spanish revolutionary Marxists
must from now on apply a revolu-
tionary strategy that has as its essen-
tial goal preventing, or making more
difficult, all maneuvers aimed at di-
verting the revolutionary energy of the
masses toward purely reformist ends
— maneuvers which, in the concrete
conditions prevailing in Spain, would
not lead to a more or less stable
bourgeois-parliamentary democracy
but to the crushing in blood of the new

generations of Spanish workers and
students.

The essential elements of such a strat-
egy are as follows:

® Encourage all efforts to prevent
struggles from being fragmented, scat-
tered, or isolated, and try, on the
contrary, to coordinate various strug-
gles, not only by sector, but also on
a local, regional, and national scale;
and this not only for workers' strug-
gles properly so called, but for all
workers' struggles, as well asfor strug-
gles by students, high-school students,
the laboring layers of the "new mid-
dle classes,” and the poor peasants.
Great attention must be paid to de-
veloping techniques for extending and
generalizing strikes, as well as to the
emergence and strengthening of organs
for coordinating struggles, which pre-
figure the future soviets.

® Support all attempts to go beyond
purely economic struggles and de-
mands, to politicize strikes and work-
ers' action campaigns. Democratic de-
mands, including those relating to the
national question, today play a key
role in this process. The attempts of
the regime and the employing class
to restrict workers' struggles to the
framework of simple wagenegotiations
that are thoroughly unfair—the
workers do not even have legal trade
unions on their side in such negoti-
ations — are best thwarted by advanc-
ing systematically in the lists of de-
mands the following: unconditional re-
hiring at full pay of all fired workers;
immediate release of all political pris-
oners; expulsion of the private police
and the public repressive forces from
the factories, universities, and high
schools; recognition of the right to
strike; recognition of the right to form
trade unions; recognition of freedom
of association, of the press, of assem-
bly, and of demonstrating.

® Push demands and forms of action
that are clearly anticapitalist: no speed-
ups; no firings; struggle for workers'
control; occupation of factories, etc.

® Propagandize for and organize
adequate and increasingly advanced
forms of self-defense for strikes and
demonstrations against the repressive
violence of the dictatorship, its direct
and indirect agents, the defenders of
capitalist rule in Spain.

® Assure the greater and greater
proliferation of united organs for pre-
paring struggles —expanded and real-
ly united workers' commissions — and
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their replacement, during peaks of
struggle, by representative organs
democratically elected by the masses.
That is, prepare for the emergence
of real organs of dual power at the
moment when the mass movement
reaches its culminating point.

® Prepare for a revolutionary in-
tervention among the agricultural
workers and poor peasants.

This entire strategy can be summed
up in a single slogan: Propagandize,
prepare, and organize for the revo-
lutionary general strike to overthrow
the dictatorship, murderer of workers.

Vv

With the formation and strengthen-
ing of the LCR a first step has been
taken on the road to constructing a
revolutionary party of the Spanish
proletariat, a party that can only be
based on the program of revolution-
ary Marxism. Propagandizing for this
program, the LCR is today the initial
nucleus of such a party. But to achieve
its construction it will not be suffi-
cient merely to strengthen the LCR
through intensive individual recruit-
ment. Regroupments, fusions with
other revolutionary currents, and re-
cruitment of the best vanguard work-
er militants still remaining in the CP
will be necessary.

The centralizing role the LCR
played on a national scale during
the struggle to boycott the CNS elec-
tions, its catalytic role in the imme-
diate, national response to the SEAT
events, its exemplary role during the
student actions in Madrid made the
organization known and respected
among wide circles of the vanguard
and made it a pole of attraction for
revolutionary militants even inregions
where the organization does not yet
have any base.

The Fourth International is proud
of the fact that militants of such tem-
per and courage have on their own
decided to join it. It sees in this a
confirmation of the process the Inter-
national is now experiencing: its trans-
formation from limited numbers of
small Trotskyist propaganda groups
into a world revolutionary movement,
already able to initiate actions that
visibly alter the relationship of forces
between the vanguard and the bureau-
cratic apparatuses within the mass
movement, and at the same time able
to begin to alter the evolutionist ten-
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dencies of the mass movement itself.

The immediate problem that must
be dealt with is the new growth stage
of the LCR. This problem involves
both that of relations with centrist and
ultraleftist groups within the vanguard
and that of relations with the tradi-
tional organizations of the workers’
movement, essentially the Commu-
nist party. Systematic programatic de-
lineation, theoretical polemics, both
political and propagandist, must be
combined with the ability to propose
and to conclude occasional agree-
ments for united action around spe-
cific goals that correspond to the in-
terests of all the laboring masses.

There is no contradiction between
these two aspects of revolutionary pol-
itics and organization. On the con-
trary, they logically complement one
another. Each attains its full value
only through combination with the
other.

The process of constructing a rev-
olutionary party could also enter a
new stage around the question of the
workers' commissions. The CP's ef-
fort to transform these bodies into
semilegal trade-unions under the con-
trol of its own apparatus has failed.

This failure comes as a result of
the bankruptcy of the CP's whole
gradualist and neoreformist orienta-
tion. The workers' commissions were
compelled by the force of circum-
stance to expand their activities to-
ward clearly political questions; and
this made any semilegal existence in-
compatible with the very nature of
the dictatorship. The failure equally
resulted from the CP's loss of hege-
mony over the workers' vanguard,
and from the process of growing po-
litical differentiation, which often even
led to the commissions' fragmenting
into grouplets. And finally, the CP's
failure reflected the widening and
hardening of struggle, which led to
the emergence, on the eve of or dur-
ing strikes, of much broader organs
than the workers' commissions to pre-
pare and conduct the workers' strug-
gle.

From all this derives the impossi-
bility of mechanically applying the
traditional attitude of revolutionists to-
ward trade-union work to the attitude
Spanish revolutionists must take to-
ward the workers' commissions. But
this in no way means that we are
dealing with an organizational form
considered henceforth to be outmoded

and for which the revolutionists must
substitute a combination of factory
political groups and strike committees
(or committees to prepare for strikes)
issuing from general assemblies.

The workers' commissions often rep-
resent the organizational form of per-
manent confrontation and collabora-
tion of all the militant elements of a
factory that is best adapted to con-
ditions of clandestinity (that is, a sit-
uation in which it is impossible to
organize mass trade unions) and of’
the increasingly turbulent upsurge of
the mass movement (a situation in
which the number of active militants
in a factory may vary, even doubling
or tripling during periods of action).
The workers' commissions have the
double advantage of being both uni-
fied and flexible, and this at the very
moment when events and the relation-
ship of forces permit the breaking of
the CP's claim to political control or
to exclusive representation within the
commissions.

Spanish revolutionists must there-
fore make themselves the most con-
firmed advocates of this unified char-
acter of the workers' commissions,
which implies the greatest respect for
workers' democracy and for the right
of representation and organization of
all tendencies of the workers' move-
ment within them, all the while tak-
ing account of the concrete reality,
without making a fetish of any spe-
cific form of united action. The fight
for this principle today corresponds
to a real development of conscious-
ness in the ranks of the CP itself.
Far from opposing the task of con-
structing a new revolutionary lead-
ership of the Spanish proletariat, it
allows for the concretization of this
task for the first time before such a
broad workers' vanguard.

Francoist Spain is today the weak-
est link in the European imperialist
chain. The outbreak of a revolution-
ary general strike, the outbreak of
a new Spanish revolution, would have
incaleulable repercussions on the
alignment of social and political forces
on the entire continent. For this rea-
son, revolutionary Marxists and the
Fourth International have a special
obligation to solidarize with the Span-
ish proletariat and with their com-
rades of the LCR.

The crucial place of the Spanish
proletariat today in the context of Eu-
ropean workers' struggle and the de-
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cisive importance the outbreak of the
Spanish socialist revolution would
have for the proletarian revolution
in all capitalist Europe impose on
the revolutionary Marxist organiza-
tions not only a special obligation
to aid their comrades of the LCR,
but also imply the necessity of un-
derstanding that in numerous Euro-
pean countries Spanish immigrant
workers act today as an especially
militant vanguard force. It is there-
fore urgent to develop systematic work
in this area and to orient toward or-
ganizing Spanish groups abroad sym-
pathizing with the LCR wherever that
proves possible.

To ‘aid the maturation of the revo-
lutionary process in Spain; to aid in
the construction of a new revolution-
ary leadership for the Spanish pro-
letariat; to contribute to the strength-
ening of the LCR —these are the most
direct means revolutionary Marxists
command in accelerating the trans-
formation of the new rise of Euro-
pean workers' struggle since May
1968 into a new revolutionary up-
surge on a continental scale.

June 1, 1972

Sri Lanka Union Hits
Ties to Imperialism

[The following resolution was adopt-
ed by the General Council of the Cey-
lon Mercantile Union on June 15 and
sent to Prime Minister Bandaranaike.
The resolution was signed by Bala
Tampoe, general secretary of the
union and secretary of the Lanka Sa-
ma Samaja party (Revolutionary),
the Ceylonese section of the Fourth
International. ]

* * *

The General Council of the Ceylon
Mercantile Union calls upon the Gov-
ernment of Sri Lanka to demand that
the U.S. Government immediately end
the bombing and shelling of towns,
villages, and means of communica-
tion in Vietnam and the mining of
North Vietnamese ports and water-
ways by the air and naval forces of
the United States, and that all U.S.
forces in Vietnam be withdrawn and
all U.S. military and other aid to
the U.S. puppet regime in South Viet-
nam be stopped forthwith.

The General Council of the Union
further condemns the admission by
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the Government of Sri Lanka into
the Port of Colombo of the U.S. de-
stroyer "Thomaston” on 2nd June
1972, and the acceptance on board
that ship of military aid for the army
of Sri Lanka from the U.S. Govern-
ment on 5th June 1972, by the Dep-
uty Minister of Defence and Foreign
Affairs of the Government of Sri Lan-
ka. The General Council considers the
grant of U.S. military aid to any re-
gime in the world to be solely for
counter-revolutionary purposes, and
the acceptance of such aid by the Gov-
ernment of Sri Lanka amounts to an
act of condonation of the savage at-
tacks of the U.S. Imperialists against
the heroic people of Vietnam. It also
amounts to an act of political treach-
ery to the people of this country, who
elected the present Government in the
belief that it would not permit any
unit of the land, sea or air forces of

the United States to enter this country,
on any pretext, or accept any mil-
itary aid from the Imperialist Gov-
ernment of the United States, which
no previous Government of Ceylon
has ever done.

The General Council further resolves
that the membership of the Union and
the people of Sri Lanka generally
should be alerted to the danger of
Sri Lanka being converted into a mil-
itary base of U.S. Imperialism in
Asia, at a time when millions of peo-
ple in the United States itself and
throughout the world are denouncing
and opposing U. S. military interven-
tion against the revolutionary libera-
tion movement in Vietham and the
grant of U.S. military aid to reac-
tionary regimes in Asia, Africa and
Latin America, to be used against the
mass movements of the peoples of
those continents by such regimes. [

Why Official Republicans Suspended
Offensive Military Action in Ireland

[The following is the lead article from
the June issue of The Starry Plough, the
paper of the Official republican movement
in Derry, Northern Ireland.]

* * *

The decision by the Official IRA to sus-
pend offensive military activity was taken
after weeks of consultation with the Ex-
ecutive of the Republican Clubs. It was
not influenced in any way by the hypo-
crites on the "peace at any price" band-
wagon. It was clear to us that the violence
in the North, if it continued as it had
been doing, could lead only to a sectarian
war, a war between Catholics and Protes-
tants which would be of no benefitwhatever
to the working-class. That was the single
most important reason for the decision.

Moreover, a continued military cam-
paign would have meant a struggle in
which, by its nature, the majority of the
people could not physically participate.
This would have separated the IRA from
the people, a situation totally unaccept-
able to Republicans.

What began in 1968 and proceeded
through 1969 and 1970 was a struggle
of the people— a struggle which escalated
until August 1971 when many thousands
began the Rent and Rates strike and the
Civil Disobedience Campaign, demanding
an end to internment, the release of po-
litical prisoners and the repeal of the
Special Powers Act. These demands are
still relevant and we will continue to agi-
tate until they are met.

We demand also the right to work in
Derry, the right to a decent home at a

reasonable rent, the right to a decent fu-
ture for ourselves and for our children.
These issues were being clouded by the
smoke from the bombs, drowned out by
the crack of the rifles. It was for these
reasons —so that we could get back to
class politics — that the IRA at the request
of the Republican Clubs, suspended the
campaign.

The suspension could change the pres-
ent situation from one of elitist military
activity into one of mass political action,
in which the Official Republican Move-
ment must be the vanguard, must give
leadership so as to develop the struggle
for basic civil rights—still to be won—
into a struggle for the ownership of this
country by the people of this country.

The men of no property of whom Tone
spoke, the landless for whom Lalor fought,
the worker in the factory, the unem-
ployed, the emigrant, the homeless, the till-
er of the land, these constitute the com-
mon people of this country; they have
never owned this country. They are as
mere tenants in it. For hundreds of years
they have been a source of cheap labour
and profit for British Imperialism and
capitalism. The task of the Official Re-
publican Movement is to bring the people
to a realization that they must organize
themselves to fight and defeat the small
groups who claim and control 80% of
the wealth of Ireland, North and South.

Only by the establishment of a Socialist
Workers Republic can we achieve lasting
peace, justice and freedom. On these prin-
ciples we will continue to push forward,
motivated by the teachings and writings
and actions of those who have gone be-
fore us. 0
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