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Argentine 
Speaks in D.C. 

Daniel Zadunaisky, an activist in 
the Argentine movement to free po­
litical prisoners who is touring the 
United States and Canada under the 
auspices of the U.S. Committee for 
Justice to Latin American Political 
Prisoners (USLA), spent November 
30 and December 1 in Washington. 

While in the U. S. capital, he spoke 
to six meetings attended by a total 
of 300 persons. In addition, a news 
conference was held. 

On_ November 30, Zadunaisky 
spoke to a meeting attended by eighty 
persons at the Dumbarton United 
Methodist Church. The meeting was 
cosponsored by USLA, the Ecumen­
ical Program for Inter-American Com­
munication and Action (EPICA) of the 
National Council of Churches, the 
Committee Against Repression in Bra­
zil, Common Front for Latin Amer­
ica, American Friends of Guatemala, 
Clergy and Laymen Concerned, the 
Anti-Imperialist Committee, and the 
Dumbarton United Methodist Church. 
Philip Wheaton, director of EPICA, 
introduced the speaker. 

On the following day, Zadunaisky 
spoke to the Militant Forum on "Re­
pression in Latin America and the 
Struggle Against It." Speaking with 
him was a Brazilian student who had 
been imprisoned and tortured in his 
native land. 

Zadunaisky also gave talks to stu­
dents at the University of Maryland, 
American University, and Federal 
City College. 

As an example of the effectiveness 
of international campaigns in support 
of Argentine political prisoners, he 
told his audiences of the case of Agu­
stin Tosco, a trade-union leader who 
was imprisoned for fifteen months 
without a trial. Following protests in 
Argentina and the United States, in­
cluding a picket line in New York 
City organized by USLA, Tosco was 
released. 0 

Schedule 
This is a reminder that our last is­

sue of the year will be dated Decem­
ber 25. There will be no issues for 
January 1 and 8. We will resume 
our regular weekly schedule with the 
January 15 issue. 
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Dublin Said Tensely Awaiting Arrests 

Lynch Moves to liquidate Irish Nationalism 
By Gerry Foley 

"There has beeril a slow but persis­
tent stepping up of harassment of the 
I. R. A. by the Government this year," 
the Irish Times's political correspon­
dent noted in the November 20 is­
sue of the Dublin daily. "First came the 
Prisons Bill, then the Special Criminal 
Courts, then an enlargement of those 
courts,. then stricter penalties for pos­
session of firearms, then the closing of 
the Kevin Street offices [of the Provi­
sional republican organization]. There 
also had been earlier arrests of lead­
ing members. Now the arrest of Mac­
Stiofain and the decisions about the 
new legislation seem to herald a new 
stage." 

Less than two weeks after this arti­
cle appeared, the correspondent's pre­
diction was borne out with a drama 
that once again put the political crisis 
of this small country on the front 
pages of the international p.ress. The 
formally independent part of Ireland 
was threatened by the worst repres­
sion since the, grim period of the sec­
ond world war, when all opposition 
was crushed ,and more than 1,000 
patriots and rebels against the dis­
mal neocolonialist Dublin regime were 
dragged off to arbitrary imprison­
ment. 

On December 2, after less than a 
week of discussion, the Dublin parlia­
ment approved drastic new repressive 
legislation: 

" ... on Monday [November 27] 
the government published a sweeping 
new bill amending the 1939 Offenses 
Against the State Act," Jonathan 
Harsch haq noted in the November 
28 issue of the Boston daily Christian 
Science Monitor. "If the bill is passed, 
any policeman will be able to act 
on 'reasonable grounds' to question 
any suspected IRA member. If the 
suspect refuses to reply or gives false 
or misleading information, it is an 
offense punishable by a 200 pound 
($480) fine and or 12 months im­
prisonment. 

"The same terms apply- or 1,000 
pounds fine and or five years indict-
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ment- for any persons taking part 
in an illegal meeting. 

"Other clauses make it far easier 
to prove membership of an illegal 
organization. Proof is established by 
'any statement made orally, in writing 
or otherwise, or any conduct, by an 
accused person implying or leading 
to a reasonable inference that he was 
at a material time a member.' 

"This includes 'omission by the 
accused to deny published reports that 
he was a member.' A police chief 
superintendent's belief that a person 
is an IRA member is satisfactory evi­
dence." 

In a dispatch printed in the N ovem­
ber 27 Monitor, Harsch described the 
new bill as only the first point of 
Prime Minister Jack Lynch's program 
for "cracking down on the IRA": 

"The surprise arrest and rapid sen­
tencing of MacStiofain is only one 
aspect of a four-prong government 
initiative against the IRA. As well as 
locking up the IRA leader, the govern­
ment: 

"-Announced Monday [November 
27] new legislation bringing in 12-
month sentences against suspected 
IRA men who refuse to recognize the 
court. 

"-Dismissed the entire governing 
body of the Irish radio television or­
ganization for failing to observe a 
government directive against promo­
thlg the IRA. 
"- Launched a new policy of pub­

licly cooperating with the British Gov­
ernment despite the appearance of 'col­
laborating with the enemy."' 

At the same time, the British govern­
ment was making it absolutely clear 
that it had the upper hand again and 
was not going to "take any nonsense 
from any Irish or degenerate English." 

"At a press conference before he left 
to fly home to London Mr. Heath, 
speaking in precise, deliberate terms, 
was absolutely unambiguous about 
who is boss of Northern Ireland," Hen­
ry Kelly reported in the November 
18 Irish Times. 

"Mr. Heath was cold, almost icy, 
in his words when asked what chance 

people would have, if any, of deciding 
the future structures for the North. 
He said: 'We have been carrying on 
discussions and, as a result of these, 
we have to balance up the various 
factors involved and we have to come 
to a judgment ourselves. When we 
have done that we will put it to Par­
liament and it is for Parliament to 
decide.'" 

During his tour of Northern Ireland, 
Heath also remarked that the situation 
in Derry, where the liberated national­
ist ghetto was occupied by British 
forces August 1, was "much improved." 

On November 23, the prime minister 
of the Dublin regime, which owes its 
existence to the 1916 uprising and 
the 1919-21 war of independence, ex­
plicitly sanctioned the imperialist mili­
tary presence in Northern Ireland, 
even pleading with the British people 
to support the occupation. In a de­
bate at Oxford, Lynch said: 

"It would be understandable that the 
British people, faced as they are- or 
what appears to them- with an in­
tractable situation which involves the 
continued killing of British soldiers 
and innocent civilians and which im­
poses heavy financial outlay, natural­
ly would become impatient if for no 
other reason but to see a speedy and 
final settlement of the problem. 

"I would counsel against any hasty 
or ill-considered action. In particular, 
the premature withdrawal of British 
troops could precipitate a disastrous 
scale of violence and bloodshed. 

"The aim of responsible leadership 
in all countries must be to avoid such 
an outcome." 

It is true, of course, that because of 
the situation created by centuries of 
British rule, any major changes in 
the setup in the imperialist enclave 
may be accompanied by a "disastrous 
scale of violence." 

However, by accepting the need for 
maintaining British military occupa­
tion, Lynch was also implicitly endors­
ing the imperialist view that the source 
of the violence lies in the attitudes of 
the inhabitants of Northern Ireland. 
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The fact is that the proimperialist 
population's fanaticism has been 
fueled precisely by the presence of Brit­
ish forces. On the one hand, the Union­
ists could be confident that in the last 
analysis British power would always 
support their privileged position. On 
the other, they could not help but real­
ize, for all their grandiloquent exul­
tation of imperialist glory, that the 
London government was ready to bar­
ter with their interests for the sake of 
keeping some kind of political hold 
over at least a part of the nationalist 
population. 

Thus, to accept any legitimate role 
for British troops on Irish soil or the 
right of the Unionist population to a 
veto over the democratic will of the 
majority of the Irish people means, 
ultimately, to give up hope that the 
Irish people can achieve their historic 
aspirations. 

Lynch drew the inevitable conclu­
sion: 

"I am confident that the vast majori­
ty of the Irish people support the views 
that I have put before you. The Ire­
land of today, chastened by tragedy, 
faces the responsibility for adapting 
yesterday's dreams to the realities of 
today, and to the possibilities of the 
future." 

The Dublin prime minister could 
hold out only one concrete hope for 
reunifying the country: 

"The concept of a Council of Ire­
land is one that we find sensible and 
promising. I have no pre-conceived 
views as to the role which such a body 
might play, but clearly to be of real 
value it must have significant func­
tions and an in-built capacity to 
evolve. It could perhaps operate at 
more than one level, in order to em­
brace the widest range of contact 
among leaders from the administra­
tive, commercial, financial, social and 
political spheres of the two areas. 

"Among its functions it might have 
significant scope in relation to eco­
nomic development and economic in­
tegration and in relation to social har­
monisation, cultural and education 
matters. An obvious opportunity for 
common action within the E. E. C. con­
text will arise on rna tters of E. E. C. 
regional policy." 

The British government's "green pa­
per" on Ireland has revived the old 
idea of a council that would coor­
dinate the affairs of both Irish states. 
But the kind of relationship that has 
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clearly emerged between the ''boss" of 
Northern Ireland and the Dublin re­
gime indicates the kind of "unity" that 
can be achieved in this framework. 

While Heath has continually pressed 
Lynch to repress militant national­
ists in the part of the country under 
his rule (with obvious success), the 
head of the London government has 
steadfastly refused even to concede that 
Dublin has a legitimate interest in the 
situation in the North. The British 
authorities have maintained this posi­
tion despite the fact that their massive 
repression has involved numerous vio­
lations of the Free State borders and 
has repeatedly driven thousands of 
refugees into the South. 

If Heath refuses to discuss the con­
ditions that have brought "tragedy" 
to tens of thousands of families in the 
imperialist enclave with the head of a 
government that has been thrown into 
one crisis after another by the anti­
nationalist pogroms in the North, 
what kind of "understanding" is like­
ly to be achieved in the "Council of 
Ireland"? Obviously the "evolution" 
can go only one way: toward in­
creasing the British imperialists' direct 
control over the formally independent 
part of the country. 

Lynch's "unity," furthermore, means 
not just abandoning what remains of 
the Dublin government's sovereignty 
but, in the context of the kind of "evo­
lution" Lynch describes, accepting sub­
ordinate status for all of Ireland with­
in the United Kingdom, an arrange­
ment that would preserve the caste 
system in Northern Ireland and deny 
even British bourgeois democratic 
rights to every section of the popula­
tion. 

This capitulation seems to have led 
to despair among Lynch's erstwhile 
allies, the Northern nationalist moder­
ates. 

In an article in the November 22 
Irish Times Paddy Devlin, a leader 
of the Social Democratic and Labour 
party (SDLP) for the Lower Falls 
Road area of Belfast, made some bit­
ter statements: 

"They [the Northern nationalists] 
cannot comprehend the opposition in 
the South to the idea of the country 
becoming united someday in the fu­
ture. They fail to understand when 
prominent people in the South 
tell them that they are not to talk 
about unity or they will be attacked 
by loyalists, when their only idea of 

talking about it in the first place is 
to prevent themselves being attacked 
at all. They realise that identification 
with Southern Irish people, and loy­
alty to the Southern Irish State, is 
the only hope they have of survival, 
for they see that the strength of loy­
alist extremists in the North can only 
be cancelled out- assuming Britain 
withdraws from the North- by the 
security forces in the South .... 

"The atmosphere in the South is very 
slowly being poisoned against anyone 
there having a commitment to help 
the Northern people in their present 
agony, or when they are subject to an 
escalation of violence by loyalist ele­
ments. 

"It is predictable that if things con­
tinue to build up, then there is every 
possibility that the troubles will spill 
over into the South. It is a political 
strategy on the political intelligentsia's 
part, though not a worthy one, to 
create an attitude of indifference to 
what goes on in the North, by con­
triving to create a cocoon of escap­
ism behind which the South can hide." 

Ivan Cooper, a "modern" moderate 
elected to the Belfast parliament on 
the momentum of the civil rights 
movement, put his finger even more 
directly on the contradictions of the 
Dublin government. The November 
27 Irish Times reported: 

"Mr. Ivan Cooper, M.P. for Mid­
Derry, in an impassioned speech, said 
that they had been told that those 
people who expressed an extreme Re­
publican viewpoint were prevented do­
ing so on R. T. E. [Radio-Telefis Eire­
ann- Irish Radio Television]. Why 
then, he asked, were people like 
Craig, Hull and Herron, who daily 
and weekly urge people to take arms 
against certain sections of the com­
munity, why are they allowed to ex­
press their viewpoints on R. T. E.?'" 

The reality is that the subordina­
tion of the Dublin regime to British 
imperialism forces it not only to re­
peat the inequities of British "justice" 
but, in the case of serious nationalist 
agitation, to suppress all democratic 
rights. 

The nature of the imperialist rela­
tionship involves using more brutal 
forms of exploiting labor and main­
taining more reactionary forms of rule 
in subject countries, ultimately by 
means of the power of the dominant 
state and society. This was the rea­
son that the leaders of the October 
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Revolution in Russia came to the con­
clusion that the fight for democracy 
led to a struggle against imperialism 
and thus against the international cap­
italist system. That is, they concluded 
that in subject nations the struggle 
for basic democratic rights leads 
directly and inevitably to socialist rev­
olution. It was on the basis of this 
theory, which Trotsky called the "per­
manent" or uninterrupted revolution, 
that the October Revolution was made. 

Lynch's "crackdown" in the last 
weeks indicates that the theory of per­
manent revolution remains valid for 
Ireland despite the peculiar and prob­
ably unique forms of imperialist 
domination there. This repression al­
so points up how static and super­
ficial the theories were that tried to 
make a distinction between the two 
parts of the country, claiming that 
the national question had been more 
or less "solved" in the South. 

In building up for his repression of 
the militant nationalist supporters of 
the struggle in the North, Lynch was 
compelled not only to move toward 
liquidating all vestiges of the ideals 
and aspirations of the revolution of 
1916-21. He was obligated also to 
come into sharp conflict with impor­
tant forces which, although having 
an antinationalist and antirevolution­
ary outlook, nonetheless have a cer­
tain stake in maintaining "normal" 
bourgeois democracy. 

For the Gaelic language move­
ment, the continuer of the ideals of 
1916, Lynch of course had only the 
back of his hand. 

"The organisers of Oireachtas na 
Gaeilge [the Gaelic Festival] have been 
asked to explain the circumstances 
which allowed demonstrators to sur­
round the table at which were seated 
President de Valera and the Taoiseach, 
Mr Lynch, at the Royal Dublin So­
ciety last month and, pending the out­
come of this, payment of the Govern­
ment grant to the event has been with­
held," Peadar Mac Giolla Cearr wrote 
in the November 21 Irish Times. 

But the Lynch government was 
hardly more gentle with the R. T. E. 
governing board, which although rep­
resenting the nationalist intellectuals 
to some extent, also reflects the as­
pirations of the new professional lay­
ers that developed in the period of 
relative prosperity in the 1960s. 

Lynch's police arrested the reputed 
Provisional IRA leader Sean Mac Stio-
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LYNCH: Appeals to British people to sup­
port repression in Ireland. 

fain as he was leaving an interview 
with RTE journalist Kevin O'Kelly. 
The government immediately sent a 
peremptory demand to the RTE board 
that it explain why the authority was 
publicizing the views of an illegal or­
ganization. 

Representatives of widely diverging 
political forces spoke out in defense 
of the RTE board. David Thornley, 
a mildly left personality in the La­
bour party said: 

"If R. T. E. is to be bullied now, the 
press will be the next. We cannot 
separate freedom of the press from 
the freedom of television journalists. 
When asked to comment on the matter 
by the Irish Independent during the 
week, I said I hoped the Authority 
would tell the Minister to go to hell. 
I hope they have done so." 

The authority did not exactly do 
that, but it did raise some difficult 
questions about government censor­
ship of the news media. Donal 0 Mo­
rain, the chairman of the authority, 
noted the following points, among oth­
ers, in his reply November 23 to 
Gear6id 0 Coileain, the minister for 
posts and telegraphs: 

"The direction required the Authori­
ty to refrain from broadcasting any 
matter that could be calculated to pro­
mote the aims and activities of any 
organisation which engages in, pro­
motes, encourages or advocates the 

attaining of any particular objective 
by violent means." 

0 Morain repeated the objections 
he made in a letter to 0 Coileain 
dated October 15, 1971: "This defini­
tion of a class of matter under Sec­
tion 31 presents us with great diffi­
culties of interpretation starting with 
the 'any matter that could be calcu­
lated to promote ... ' Indeed the Au­
thority thinks that the terms of the 
direction generally are so imprecise 
as to be unsatisfactory in principle 
and to place an unfair burden on the 
Authority. Although R. T. E. must 
make the day-to-day judgments on 
programmes to be broadcast there is, 
for example, no indication in the di­
rection as to (i) who makes the even­
tual judgment on the observance or 
otherwise of the direction, (ii) the in­
formational basis that should support 
such judgment, (iii) when the judg­
ment should be made and (iv) whether 
every programme should stand on its 
own or whether judgment should re­
late to the broadcasting output of a 
particular period of time. No partic­
ular procedure is apparently envis­
aged which would for example take 
account of the overall intent of a pro­
gramme or which would allow of an 
appeal from an adverse judgment. 

".There is also the lack of geograph­
ic limitation to the activities to which 
the direction applies. The Authority 
assumes that the Government would 
not intend that R. T. E. should not 
broadcast, for example, interviews 
with or statements from members of 
the various liberation movements 
around the world such as the Ban­
gladesh movement in East Pakistan 
and Arab national movements in the 
Middle East." 

On November 24, the day after this 
letter was sent, the entire governing 
board was fired. Whereas the former 
chairman, 0 Morain, had also headed 
up the prestigious Gaelic cultural orga­
nization Gael Linn, the Irish Times 
listed the activities of the new appoin­
tee as follows: 

"Mr. Scannell is president of the Con­
tract Bridge Association of Ireland 
and is a member of Elm Park Golf 
Club." 

Even the bourgeois opposition party 
Fine Gael protested loudly at the gov­
ernment's crude maneuver. 

"The Fine Gael spokesman on Posts 
and Telegraphs, Mr. Richard Burke, 
said last night that it was a very black 
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day for freedom of speech in this coun­
try," the Irish Times reported N ovem­
ber 25. "Fianna Fail had shown the 
jackboot mentality by chopping the 
Authority straight away." 

At the same time, Ireland's inter­
national position limited Lynch's 
ability to wage repression. In an 
editorial November 23, the Irish 
Times pointed to one factor, calling 
the government's attack on the 
authority "not so clever": 

"This is not the 1940s. During the 
second world war, Ireland had a cen­
sorship of a stringency second to none. 
Admittedly, Irish neutrality was pre­
carious. It was hardly more pre­
carious than that of Switzerland, and 
Switzerland's press had considerably 
more freedom than the Irish news­
papers had. 

"Nor is this the 1950s of the pre­
vious I. R. A. campaign, when the 
newspapers were ridden hard by the 
Government. At that time there was 
little or no television on this island. 
But, in 1972, very many citizens of 
the Republic can see B. B. C. and 
U. T.V. and Welsh television. The 
Government should therefore be con­
scious not to make R. T. E. -or the 
Republic -look foolish by excluding 
items which can be freely run by 
British stations." 

The Irish Times's London corre­
spondent, James Downey, raised 
another problem in the November 27 
issue of the Dublin daily: "The stand­
ing of the Taoiseach, Mr. Lynch, with 
the British press and public is likely 
on balance to be damaged by the 
R. T. E. affair." 

Because of the very fact that Ire­
land is so closely integrated into the 
Anglo-American sphere, the Dublin re­
gime is probably qualitatively more 
vulnerable to bad international pub­
licity than any other neocolonial state. 
For various reasons this contradiction 
with a dependent government's need 
for repression has not come out clearly 
before. But these exceptional circum­
stances seem to be ending. 

With the international spotlight on 
Lynch's repression, even sympathy 
with the jailed nationalist leader Mac 
Stiofain seemed to be on the rise, de­
spite the unpopularity of the bomb­
ing campaign with which he is asso­
ciated. Both Irish and British papers 
carried headlines describing the 
agonies of the reputed Provisional 
chief, on the verge of collapse after 
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more than a week of total hun­
ger strike against his arbitrary im­
prisonment. 

Then a series of events took place 
that reversed this trend. One appeared 
to be a serious error by the militant 
nationalists. The origin of two others 
remained obscure. 

On November 26, eight armed men 
tried to rescue Mac Stiofain from the 
hospital from where he was being held. 
They engaged in a sharp gun battle 
with the police. Two civilians were hit. 
The attempt failed, and at least some 
of the commandos were captured. 

In the early morning hours, a bomb 
had exploded in a movie theater in 
the center of Dublin. Five people were 
hospitalized. The papers ran pictures 
of bleeding, terrified civilians, similar 
to the pictures filling the papers and 
television broadcasts after the Pro­
visional bombings in Northern Ire­
land. But the militant organization 
charged that the blast was the work 
of provocateurs. 

"Dublin has overnight become a city 
dominated by rumors and panic reac­
tions to the rapid-fire developments," 
a cable from Harsch reported in the 
November 29 Christian Science Moni­
tor. 

"The most violent IRA act in Dublin 
recently was Sunday's [November 26] 
armed attempt to free 'provo' leader 
MacStiofain. Feeling is spreading that 
if the IRA will attack a religious hos­
pital in central Dublin, they have the 
strength and will to try anything." 

Then, very conveniently for the gov­
ernment, on the very day the new re­
pressive law against the IRA went be­
fore the lower house of parliament, 
three bombs exploded in downtown 
Dublin, killing two persons and in­
juring at least seventy. According to 
U. S. radio reports, the blasts re­
sembled the Provisional bombings in 
Donegan and Argyll streets in Belfast 
this spring. The Provisional IRA again 
said that provocateurs had been at 
work. 

The circumstances were peculiar. 
Warning of the blasts had been phoned 
in to the right-wing Unionist Belfast 
News Letter. Observers could not help 
remembering that a similar un­
explained explosion occurred in the 
village of Claudy in County Derry the 
day the British army occupied the 
ghettos. 

No evidence has been published link-

ing the Provisionals with these bomb­
ings, and there seemed to be at least 
a strong possibility that they were in 
fact provocations. But the public shock 
gave Fine Gael either a pretext or a 
push to withdraw its opposition to 
the IRA bill and let it pass the lower 
house. All the other formalities were 
completed by December 3, and the 
bill went into immediate effect. Reports 
from Dublin indicated that the city 
was tense, awaiting large-scale arrests. 

As in the case of Claudy, the Pro­
visionals seem to have been convicted 
in the eyes of public opinion because 
of the memory of the civilian casual­
ties caused by bombings for which 
they did take responsibility. Also, the 
Provisionals' stated determination to 
pursue their military campaign regard­
less of the cost or feelings of the 
majority of the population probably 
helped the government to brand them 
as dangerous and uncontrollable ele­
ments. 

For example, in a statement pub­
lished in the November 12 An Phob­
lacht, the Provisional IRA leadership 
said: 

"Let it be placed on record that the 
Army Council is determined to con­
tinue the armed struggle until total 
victory, regardless of the cost to our­
selves or others .... " 

But at the same time, it seems evi­
dent that the Provisionals have drawn 
behind them the bulk of the militant 
nationalist current in Ireland and that, 
whatever their errors, the government 
cannot suppress them without attack­
ing the democratic rights of the Irish 
people as a whole. 

Thus, a united opposition to Lynch's 
repression takes on vital importance, 
and not just because of the obvious 
need to defend the Provisional mili­
tants, who represent an important part 
of the vanguard of the Irish 
people and include many persons who 
have earned the respect of all patriots 
and revolutionists by their dedication 
and courage. 

The fight for an independent Irish 
Ireland is inseparably bound up with 
the battle to defeat this repression. And 
after three years of the dynamic un­
leashed by the civil rights struggle, 
it seems clear that out of this fight 
will come the socialist revolution, 
which alone can achieve the highest 
aspirations of the Irish people. 0 
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Denied by PRG and Saigon 

'le Monde' Reports Revolt by North 
Vietnamese Dissidents in South 

In the November 25 issue of the 
Paris daily Le Monde correspondent 
Jean-Claude Pomonti described what 
he claimed was a "grave crisis" within 
the liberation forces that had been 
"provoked by dissident elements." 

The substance of Pomonti' s article 
was an account of an alleged attempt 
by three South Vietnamese leaders and 
one North Vietnamese general sta­
tioned in the South to forcibly take 
over the National Liberation Front 
and Provisional Revolutionary Gov­
ernment headquarters. Pomonti said 
his information came from a "well~ 
informed and very reliable source." 

The day the story appeared a 
spokesman for the PRG in Paris de­
clared that it "had no basis in fact." 
Agence France-Presse reported that 
"American officials" in Saigon believe 
the story to be "senseless." North Viet­
namese officials have likewise chal­
lenged its veracity. In its November 
26-27 issue, Le Monde announced that 
it would stand by its story. 

For the information of our readers, 
we offer the following synopsis of Le 
Monde's report. 

On the morning of November 10, 
Pomonti wrote, nearly 1,000 dissidents 
under the command of the North Viet­
namese General Le Vinh Khoa 
attacked the encampment occupied by 
the central PRG and National Libera­
tion Front leaders. After two days of 
battles, they managed to take the 
camp, but without ever getting hold 
of the PRG ministers or the members 
of the NLF Central Committee 
Presidium. On November 12 the re­
bellion was suppressed by General 
Tran N am Trung, PRG defense minis­
ter, vice president of the NLF Cen­
tral Committee. 

A tribunal was reportedly convened 
by the PRG, presided over by Trinh 
Dinh Thao, a lawyer who is pres­
ident of the Alliance of National, Dem­
ocratic, and Peace Forces, one of the 
constituents of the NLF. The partic­
ipants in the rebellion were sentenced 
to various penalties. 

Pomonti' s source said that the 
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southern leaders of the rebellion were 
Vo Chi Cong, president of the South 
Vietnam Revolutionary People's party 
(the Communist party), Tran Bach 
Dang, a member of the NLF Central 
Committee Presidium and president of 
the Association of Youth for the 
Liberation of the South, and Vo Van 
Mon, an NLF Central Committee 
member who had been a lieutenant 
colonel in the Binh Xuyen sect before 
its suppression under the Diem regime. 

The three leaders are said to be 
"partisans of struggle to the end," a 
line that is reportedly supported by 
Le Duan, secretary general of 
the North Vietnamese CP and which 
rejects the proposed Tho-Kissinger ace 
cords. 

According to Pomonti' s source, the 
"partial check of the great Tet offen­
sive" of 1968 precipitated "differences" 
in the NLF Central Committee and in 
the PRG leadership. At weekly meetings 
Vo Chi Cong, Tran Bach Dang, and 
Vo Van Mon "violently" attacked the 
"sluggish" attitude displayed by NLF 
chief Nguyen Huu Tho and the "de­
featisf' .posture of PRG president 
Huynh Tan Phat. 

The latter two leaders, Pomonti re­
ports, defended their views by insist­
ing that hopes of military victory were 
"unrealistic" and that it was therefore 
necessary to adopt the perspective of 
a negotiated settlement, "provided it 
was well controlled and equitable." 
That point of view always got 
a majority of the votes. 

The decision of the dissidents to re­
sort to violence was reportedly made 
after the North Vietnamese General Le 
Vinh Khoa and his troops "composed 
of various extremist elements," were 
posted to zone 4. The NLF's zone 4, 
of which Khoa became commander, 
includes the provinces of Tayninh, 
Binhlong, Binhduong, and Phuclong. 
It is in this sector, just north and 
west of Saigon, that the leading organs 
of the NLF, the PRG, and the head­
qua\ters of the People's Liberation 
Armed Forces are situated. 

Pomonti reports that General Tran 
Nam Trung, the commander who 
finally put down the rebellion, had a 

"hard" reputation up to the time of the 
Tet offensive. Since then, he had be­
come "more flexible. The plotters could 
therefore not rely on him. They had 
to move in his absence, hoping that 
the general would later rally to their 
support." 

The opportunity came, according to 
Pomonti's source, when Trung, along 
with his special deputy, went to visit 
Anloc Province on November 9. The 
next day, before dawn, the dissidents 
attacked the bunkers housing the NLF 
and PRG leaders. In spite of the ele­
ment of surprise, the security forces 
were able to gain enough time 
to evacuate the leaders to a "security 
zone" about a mile and a quarter 
into the forest. 

The rebels were said to be armed 
with rifles, machine guns, and even 
with B-40 bazookas. But the "heroic 
action" of the security guards­
the terminology would suggest that 
Pomonti's source is friendly to the 
NLF -PRG leadership- defended the 
"security zone" long enough for the 
leaders to be evacuated again. "By 
land rover, by jeep, and even by bi­
cycle" the NLF and PRG officials were 
able to escape to other "security" areas. 
NLF president Nguyen Huu Tho is 
said to have been shot in the leg dur­
ing the fighting. 

Once they had taken the headquar­
ters, the rebels and General Khoa re­
portedly sent a delegation to General 
Trung inviting him to join them in a 
reorganized NLF Central Committee. 
He refused. Instead, he "ordered three 
of his best battalions to retake the 
NLF and PRG headquarters by any 
means necessary." 

After a full day's march, Trung's 
forces reached the embattled area on 
November 11 and surrounded the dis­
sidents. The next day, Pomonti says, 
after firing some artillery salvos and 
mortars, they suppressed the rebellion. 
Two of the dissident battalions were 
said to have surrendered while the 
third, along with Vo Van Mon, fled. 

Pomonti reports that the crushing 
of the rebellion was followed by a 
shake-up in the PRG. The reorganized 
cabinet includes only two, "moderate" 
members of the South Vietnamese CP. 
Ton That Duong Ky, secretary gen­
eral of the Alliance of National, Demo­
cratic, and Peace Forces, was added 
to the government. The Allia,nce, Porn­
anti writes, which is "considered the 
most moderate element in the South­
ern revolutionary forces, therefore 
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seems to have been the main benefi­
ciary of the changes." The big loser 
was the "hard" wing of the southern 
CP. 

After hearing of the rebellion, North 
Vietnamese Prime Minister Pham Van 
Dong is said to have reaffirmed his 
"unconditional support for presidents 
Nguyen Huu Tho and Huynh Tan 
Phat." He added that measures were 
being taken to ensure that North Viet­
namese troops fighting in the South 
would not "interfere in the affairs" of 
the PRG. 

The tribunal that judged the rebels 
pronounced its verdict on November 
16 according to Pomonti. Vo Chi Cong 

was sentenced to twenty years in a 
prison camp, Tran Bach Dang to ten 
years. Vo Van Mon was condemned, 
in absentia, to death. Of the twenty 
other defendants, verdicts ranged from 
acquittal to five-year sentences. 

The same day the sentences were 
handed down, an NLF delegationcon­
sisting of representatives of the front's 
four component parties was reportedly 
dispatched to Hanoi to discuss the 
rebellion with Pham Van Dong. 
Pomonti reported that the"indignation" 
expressed by Dong at the rebellion 
of North Vietnamese battalions "ap­
pears to have contributed to im­
proving Hanoi-PRG relations." D 

In France, Scotland, Australia, and Belgium 

Demonstrators Demand End to War 

During November, in the midst of 
peace rumors and the continued pros­
ecution of the air war, demonstrations 
against U. S. aggression in Indochina 
took place in Europe and Australia. 

Thousands of persons throughout 
France participated on November 6 
and 7 in activities called by the Front 
Solidarite Indochine (FSI- Indochina 
Solidarity Front). The actions were 
scheduled to coincide with the U.S. 
elections so as to emphasize that the 
movement to aid the peoples of Indo­
china will stay in the streets regard­
less of the election results and Nixon's 
"peace" demagogy. 

On November 6, a rally sponsored 
by the FSI at the Mutualite in Paris 
drew a crowd of nearly 3,000 persons. 
Huynh Cong Tham, representing the 
Provisional Revolutionary Govern­
ment of South Vietnam, told the au­
dience, "Since its formation, the FSI 
has set itself the task of building ac­
tive political and material support. 
This activity has been invaluable en­
couragement for us. Through our 
joint actions, we will bring about 
peace. We know that you are with 
us and we will win." 

Other speakers at the rally included 
L. Van Sinh, of the Democratic Re­
public of Vietnam, Dr. Insokan of 
the Royal United National Govern­
ment of Cambodia and the National 
United Front of Cambodia, Photsa­
vang of the Union of Laotian Stu-
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dents, Jean Lacouture, Laurent 
Schwartz, and Wilfred Burchett. Ma­
deleine Reberioux, of the national of­
fice of the FSI, described the dangers 
facing hundreds of thousands of po­
litical prisoners in South Vietnam. 

On the following day, about 7,000 
persons marched through the streets 
of Paris in a demonstration sponsored 
by FSI, La Cause du Peuple, Revo­
lution!, and other organizations. 

In Rennes, about 600 persons de­
fied a ban on demonstrations to pro­
test the U. S. aggression. Despite po­
lice harassment, the march went off 
without clashes. 

At the Assas law school, which the 
fascists always viewed as their strong­
hold, the flags of the three Indochi­
nese peoples were raised at a rally 
attended by more than 400 persons. 
Attempts by the neofascist Ordre N ou­
veau to disrupt the rally were unsuc­
cessful. 

More than 1,000 persons marched 
in Marseilles, more than 1,000 in Rou­
en, 200 in Perpignan (where a del­
egation from the Spanish Communist 
party and a group of Americans took 
part), 800 in Bordeaux, and 200 
in Dijon. 

In Glasgow, Scotland, on Novem­
ber 18 about 600 people marched 
in the center of the city to express 
their opposition to the continuing U. S. 
aggression in Indochina. The dem­
onstration was organized by the Glas-

gow Indochina Committee in response 
to the call for international antiwar 
actions issued by the U.S. National 
Peace Action Coalition. 

Marching under their own banners 
were members of the Clyde District 
Boilermakers Union, Clydebank 
Young Communist League, Interna­
tional Marxist Group, International 
Socialists, Revolutionary Socialist 
Youth, Old-Age Pensioners Associa­
tion, Stirling Trades Council, and the 
Amalgamated Union of Engineer­
Workers No. 2 Divisional Council. 
A letter from representatives in Britain 
of the Vietnamese people was read 
to the rally. 

In Australia, on November 18, 
some 1,000 persons marched in Mel­
bourne, 500 in Sydney, and 250 in 
Canberra. Other actions occurred in 
Adelaide and Brisbane. 

Among the speakers at the Mel­
bourne rally were George Crawford, 
chairman of the Australian Labor 
party in Victoria, and Labor MP Moss 
Cass. In Sydney, the gathering heard 
Jack Mundey from the Builders La­
bourers Federation, and Frans Tim­
merman, editor of Tharunka, the stu­
dent newspaper of the University of 
New South Wales. 

On November 19, some 2000 per­
sons from all over Belgium defied 
a steady rain to march in a dem­
onstration organized by the Front Uni 
National Indo chine. Participating in 
the demonstration were the youth 
groups of the Belgian Socialist party 
and the Federation Generale des Tra­
vailleurs de Belgique (General Fed­
eration of Belgian Workers). Various 
Jewish organizations and Maoist 
groups also participated. The largest 
contingent was that of the Ligue Re­
volutionnaire des Travailleurs (Rev­
olutionary Workers League), the Bel­
gian section of the Fourth Interna­
tional, and the circles of the Jeune 
Garde Socialiste (Socialist Young 
Guard). D 

Czech Appeals Denied 
Thirty Czechoslovak dissidents con­

victed last summer in frame-up political 
trials conducted by the Husak regime have 
had their appeals denied by the country's 
supreme court, according to a report in 
the December 1 Christian Science Monitor. 

Of the forty-six persons sentenced to 
prison terms in the trials, three have had 
their sentences reduced upon appeal. There 
was no word of who the three were. 
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Final 'Final' Round of Talks Begins 

Has Hanoi Made Additional Concessions? 
The latest "final" round of U. S.­

N orth Vietnamese talks began Decem­
ber 4 at an undisclosed location in or 
near Paris. Henry Kissinger, who re­
ported six weeks ago that peace was 
"at hand," now estimates, according 
to the December 3 New York Times, 
that "95 percent" of the settlement has 
been decided on. The remaining 5 
percent should be cleared up "in a 
few days." 

stance of the change is that Washing­
ton will have a free hand to move 
weapons into the South. 

The central point of disagreement 
appears still to be the question of 
North Vietnamese troops in South 
Vietnam. The United States has 

continued to press Hanoi for a formal 
commitment to take its forces out of 
the South and leave the local libera­
tion forces to the mercy of the Thieu 
regime. Previously, North Vietnam 
had reportedly agreed to a de facto 
reduction in its southern forces. But 
since Washington has reneged on its 
original acceptance of this point, 
Hanoi has again raised the demand 
that Thieu's civilian political prisoners 
be released, apparently tying the 
question of the political prisoners 
to the question of withdrawal. 

Public statements by the parties con­
cerned tended to indicate otherwise, 
but, as the Times observed on Decem­
ber 4, "public statements have been 
used tactically by all parties in the 
negotiations and were not considered 
to be reliable guides to actual inten­
tions." 

Calls Socialism 'Only Solution' for Argentina 

There are, unfortunately, no official 
sources of information about what 
transpired in the preceding round of 
talks between Kissinger and chief 
Hanoi negotiator Le Due Tho. But 
most reports in the Western press in­
dicated that Hanoi had made addi­
tional concessions on a number of 
key points. 

First, the amended version of the 
accord will apparently include a for­
mal stipulation of a cease-fire in Laos 
and Cambo<;lia concurrent with the 
cessation of hostilities in Vietnam. No 
such provision existed in the treaty 
released October 26 by Radio Hanoi. 
Saigon, or rather Washington, operat­
ing through Thieu, had insisted on 
it. The Laos-Cambodia cease-fire will 
also entail a withdrawal of North Viet­
namese troops from those countries. 

Second, Hanoi has reportedly agreed 
to recognize the demilitarized zone. The 
original draft of the treaty did not 
mention the DMZ, access to which has 
been essential for supplying the libera­
tion forces. 

Third, while the original draft speci­
fied that third parties could resupply 
weapons to the southern liberation 
forces or to Saigon only on a "one-for­
one" basis, the amended accord is said 
to allow for unlimited military aid to 
either side. Since Moscow and Peking 
have already demonstrated their un­
willingness to seriously help the Viet­
namese people defend themselves 
against U. S. imperialism, the sub-
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Tosco Opposes Any Peron-Lanusse Accord 
"We do not want a castrated Peron. 

If Peron has returned in order to lead 
the people in making the revolution, 
he is welcome. If Peron has come 
back for some other reason, it won't 
do at all," Agustin Tosco, leader of 
the electrical workers in Cordoba, Ar­
gentina, told Giangiacomo Foa dur­
ing an interview published in the No­
vember 26 issue of the Mexico City 
daily Excelsior. 

Tosco was released from prison in 
September after serving a year and 
a half for allegedly "subversive" acts. 

The militant labor leader took a 
clear stand in opposition to any ef­
fort on the part of Peron to reach 
an agreement with "the oligarch La­
nusse." "If Peron represents the inter­
ests of the people," he said, "he can­
not embrace Lanusse. The people and 
Lanusse are like oil and vinegar." 

He added that "the fundamental 
problems of Argentina and the work­
ing class are not going to disappear 
as if by magic just because Peron 
and Lanusse embrace." In Argentina, 
he said, "the only solution is a broad 
struggle for socialism." 

Regarding speculation on the pos­
sibility that Peron will, indeed, nego­
tiate an agreement with the military 
dictatorship, Tosco comm-~nted: "I am 
going only by acts. I insist that the 
presence of Juan Domingo Peron will 
be good for the people. only if Peron 
has returned revolution in hand." 

While the elections scheduled to take 
place next March "are a possibility 

., 
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TOSCO: Freed labor leader calls on Peron 
to break with Lanusse. 

that cannot be belittled," Tosco noted 
that "elections do not solve everything. 
In Chile the elections were useful. In 
Brazil they are a joke." 

When asked what his position would 
be on the proposed elections, Tosco 
stated: "I think that progressive forces 
should form a Popular Front, not like 
the Chilean one, but more along the 
lines of what was done in Uruguay 
in the last elections." D 
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Electoral Upsets 1n Australia and New Zealand 

Labor Parties Swept to Power 
By Caroline Lund 

Labor parties in both New Zealand 
and Australia won resounding vic­
tories in national elections held No­
vember 25 and December 2, respec­
tively. In both countries, labor can­
didates were able to point to spiraling 
inflation, growing unemployment, 
anti-trade-union measures, deteriorat­
ing social services, and militarism as 
features of the defeated capitalist-party 
governments. 

After what the November 2 Wall 
Street Journal called "the biggest and 
most bitterly fought election campaign 
in Australia's history," the Labor par­
ty won by a comfortable majority, 
ousting the coalition government of 
the Liberal and Country parties for 
the first time in twenty-three years. 
Prime Minister William McMahon was 
replaced by the parliamentary leader 
of the Labor party, Gough Whitlam. 

The Liberal party is described by 
the November 19 New York Times 
as representing "conservative and 
moneyed interests," while the Country 
party "speaks for the powerful farmers 
and ranchers." 

Besides pledging to implement so­
cial reform measures, the Labor party 
called for an end to conscription, re­
duction of the armed forces, withdraw­
al of Australian troops from Singa­
pore and Malaysia, and recognition 
of the People's Republic of China. 

With unemployment standing at a 
ten-year high and inflation at its worst 
in twenty years, Labor candidates in 
Australia had no lack of campaign 
issues. But the Labor leadership's 
response to these problems was to pro­
pose formation of a Prices Justifica­
tion Tribunal to moderate price rises, 
as a step toward controls on wages 
as well as prices. 

In New Zealand the Labour party 
won its biggest election victory since 
1935. Voters gave Labour fifty-five 
seats in the eighty-seven-seat parlia­
ment, defeating the National party 
government headed by John R. Mar­
shall. The National party had held 
power for twelve years. Labour party 
head Norman E. Kirk will become 
the new prime minister. 
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KIRK: Finally to become Prime Minister. 
Will he uphold Labour's program? 

Major issues in the New Zealand 
elections were outlined in a special 
election supplement of the revolution­
ary-socialist biweekly Socialist Action, 
which called for support to the La­
bour party. Since the last elections, 
three years ago, prices have risen 
about 25 percent. In response to the 
inflation, the National party imposed 
wage restraints and launched a crack­
down against militant unions. Its pro­
posed Industrial Relations Act, intro­
duced in October, would severely limit 
the right of unions to strike. 

The Labour party leadership re­
fused to take this bill head on and 
make it a central election issue. "In­
stead of taking a firm stand against 
the government's anti-union mea­
sures," wrote Socialist Action, "the 
right-wing Labour leaders have ac­
commodated to them, indicating that 
in spite of all their disagreements with 
the particular government schemes, 
they also favour 'stabilisation' of 
wages and limitation of the right to 
strike." 

Under National party rule social 

services have steadily eroded. In 196 7 
the government abolished the system 
of free milk in schools, which had 
been introduced by the first Labour 
government (1935-49). The public 
hospital system has deteriorated, as 
the National government adopted pol­
icies aimed at shifting medical care 
from public to private control. 

While house rents went up 96 per­
cent over the past five years, with 
apartment costs not far behind, the 
National party drastically reduced the 
public housing and building program 
established by the Labour government 
during the 1940s. 

A major factor in Labour's victory 
was the party stand against the war 
in Vietnam and militarism in general. 
Popular sentiment in New Zealand 
has strongly opposed both U.S. ag­
gression in Southeast Asia and New 
Zealand's complicity in it, with anti­
war demonstrations mobilizing up to 
35,000 in a country of less than 3 
million people. The Labour party 
pledged an end to the draft and with­
drawal of the New Zealand military­
training teams remaining in Vietnam. 
(The National party had been forced 
by antiwar sentiment to withdraw reg­
ular New Zealand troops from Viet­
nam in 1971.) Labour also promised 
to pull out of a joint Australia-New 
Zealand force occupying Singapore 
and Malaysia. 

Socialist Action criticized the Kirk 
leadership for attempting to water 
down these stands: "Although the La­
bour Party Conferences have called 
for an end to New Zealand support 
for the Saigon dictatorship, the Kirk 
leadership has avoided taking a clear 
stand on the issue. An illustration of 
how Kirk slides out of taking such 
stands was given in 1971, when the 
Labour Party conference called for 
withdrawal from SEATO. Straight af­
terwards, Kirk told the press that La­
bour policy was to work for a South 
East Asian regional arrangement to 
replace SEA TO, which he described 
as 'ineffective'- directly contradicting 
the intentions of the party rank and 
file." 

To some extent the Labour party 
related to the demands of the growing 
women's liberation movement in New 
Zealand- calling for enforcement of 
equal pay for equal work and gov­
ernment subsidies for child-care cen­
ters. But the Kirk leadership prevented 
the party from taking a stand in fa-
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vor of the right of women to abor­
tion (abortion is illegal throughout 
New Zealand except to save the life 
of the pregnant woman) for fear of 
losing some Catholic votes. 

A new element in the Labour party 
campaign was an energetic Socialists 
for Labour Campaign initiated by the 
Trotskyist Socialist Action League. So­
cialists for Labour called for a La­
bour victory while advocating social­
ist policies, an end to all wage re­
straints, repeal of the abortion laws, 
support for the demands of the Mao-

ris (original Polynesian inhabitants 
of New Zealand) for language and 
land rights, an end to all sporting 
contacts with South Africa, and other 
positions the present Labour leader­
ship has refused to take. 

In Australia, also, socialists fought 
within the Labor party for more far­
reaching policies in the interests of 
working people. Members of the So­
cialist Workers League and the So­
cialist Youth Alliance campaigned for 
a Labor victory under the slogan "La­
bor to power- fight for socialist pol­
icies." 0 

Not Ashamed to be Nixon's Janitor 

Racist Bureaucrat Picked for Labor Post 
Nixon's November 29 appointment 

of Peter J. Brennan, the prowar racist 
who heads the New York council of 
building trades unions, as U. S. sec­
retary of labor marks the first time 
in twenty years that a labor bureau­
crat has held the post. 

Although Brennan is being touted 
in the bourgeois press as a "represen­
tative of labor" in Nixon's second ad­
ministration, his reactionary views put 
him far closer to the ruling class than 
to most American workers. 

The new labor secretary first became 
nationally prominent in May 1970, 
when, in the midst of student strikes 
against Nixon's invasion of Cambo­
dia, he organized a proinvasion dem­
onstration of 50,000 construction 
workers, Cuban gusanos, and other 
prowar groups. Marchers carried ban­
ners bearing the slogan "We support 
the Establishment." Union members 
were offered a day's pay and other 
inducements for their participation. 

One week later Brennan presented 
Nixon a hard hat (commonly worn 
for protection by workers at construc­
tion projects) emblazoned with the 
words "Commander in Chief." The for­
mer painters' union official told re­
porters, ". . . our people are decent 
people. They work in the church and 
the synagogue and the Little League 
and the Boy Scouts. They would tear 
up their union cards before they would 
do anything to hurt this country." 

There was crude calculation behind 
this seemingly mindless superpatriot­
ism. The once highly privileged craft 
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unions have been under pressure from 
several directions. The construction in­
dustry is experiencing an economic 
downturn and is heavily dependent 
on federal contracts. In addition, the 
bureaucrats are fighting to maintain 
the building trades as all-white job 
trusts against the demands of Blacks 
for equal job opportunity. A majority 
of the skilled-trades unions- electri­
cians, plumbers, ironworkers, steam 
fitters, sheet metal workers, elevator 
constructors, and painters- virtually 
exclude Blacks. In 1969 demonstra­
tions by Black workers forced Nixon 
to initiate the Philadelphia Plan, a 
"quota" system that provided a small 
number of skilled jobs for Blacks. 

Brennan and other bureaucrats sent 
up a howl of protest against these 
"undemocratic" quotas. They prefer the 
traditional system, which "democrat­
ically" bars Blacks entirely. In lining 
up behind Nixon's war policies, Bren­
nan expected Nixon's help in rolling 
back the minimal gains Blacks had 
made. 

During the election campaign, a La­
bor Department source predicted that 
the Philadelphia Plan would be 
dumped, and Nixon stated that "di­
viding Americans into quotas is to­
tally alien to the American tradition." 
Brennan and a number of other craft­
union leaders got the message and 
endorsed Nixon. 

The cabinet appointment is Bren­
nan's reward for helping. to keep the 
"Commander in Chief' iri the White 
House. 

Pro-Nixon bureaucrats were pleased 
by the choice. AFL-CIO leader George 
Meany said he thought Brennan 
would make "a very fine secretary 
of labor." Both Meany and Interna­
tional Brotherhood of Teamsters Pres­
ident Frank Fitzsimmons (another 
Nixon backer) were consulted before 
the appointment was made. 

At his November 29 news confer­
ence, Brennan indicated that he was 
more than willing to accept the sub­
ordinate role that awaits a labor bu­
reaucrat in a capitalist administration. 

He said he hoped that the wage 
freeze could be "phased out" soon. He 
was quick to add, however, that he 
was merely the secretary of labor and 
that there were many people involved 
"with greater knowledge than 1." 

When reporters reminded him that 
Meany had once called the outgoing 
secretary of labor a "janitor" who 
could be ignored, Brennan said, "I'm 
not ashamed of being a janitor. It's 
a damn good way to make a living." 

His modest- and accurate- view of 
his post may make it easier for Bren­
nan to survive in Nixon's cabinet. 
Martin Durkin, the plumbers'-union 
bureaucrat who held the post for nine 
months in 1953, quit after President 
Eisenhower broke a promise to amend 
the strikebreaking Taft-Hartley act. 

Brennan will have no power as sec­
retary of labor to protect the interests 
of workers, even were he inclined to 
do so. Real power in the department 
rests with career bureaucrats who look 
to Nixon and the employers for guid­
ance. 

Nor will Brennan's presence in the 
cabinet reduce the growing squeeze 
on the living standards of construc­
tion workers. Nixon has already sus­
pended the Davis-Bacon act, which 
requires Federal contractors to pay 
prevailing wage-rates as set by the 
Department of Labor. A growing 
number of government contracts are 
going to nonunion contractors. 

If the government abandons wage 
controls, as Brennan hopes, it will 
rely on the threat of unemployment 
to force workers to accept a reduced 
standard of living. 

It remains to be seen whether Bren­
nan will serve a full four years as 
a well-paid front man for Nixon's 
antilabor policies or whether, like 
Martin Durkin, he will soon withdraw 
into well-earned obscurity. 0 
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Why It Happened, What It Means 

Willy Brandt's Electoral Victory 

Frankfurt am Main 
"The Social Democratic party of Ger­

many has won the greatest electoral 
victory in its 11 0-year history," ex­
ulted party chairman and Chancellor 
Willy Brandt after the November 19 
elections to the Bundestag. 

In the Federal Republic of Germany, 
each voter casts two ballots, the first 
for an individual candidate, the sec­
ond for a party. One could, for exam­
ple,· vote for a Social Democrat or 
Christian Democrat on the first vote 
(Erststimme), and for the liberal Free 
Democratic party on the second vote 
( Zweitstimme). I The results indicate 
that many Social Democrats, and also 
many Christian Democrats, did just 
that. The former out of fear that the 
FDP might get less than 5 percent 
of the "second votes" and be bounced 
out of parliament, a development that 
would bring the CDUjCSU back to 
power. The latter, because they wanted 
to prevent the anticipated SPD victory 
from being too great. They wanted to 
strengthen the bourgeois-liberal sector 
of the coalition in order to keep the 
SPD from trying any "socialist experi­
ments." 

The SPD succeeded in increasing the 
number of its Bundestag seats from 
224 (the 1969 election) to 230. The 
FDP increased its shares from 
30 seats in 42, while the CDU/CSU 
fell from 242 to 224.2 

With a voter turnout of 91.2%­
the highest in German parliamentary 
history- the SPD drew 45.9% of the 
"second votes" (that is, votes for their 
party), the CDU got 35.2%, the CSU 
9.6%, and the FDP 8.4%. With 114,-
000 votes, the German Communist 
party got 0.3%, and the extreme right­
ist NDP got 0.6% (207,000 votes). 

For the first time, the SPD has be­
come the biggest vote-getting party, 
its 17,167,000 Zweitstimmen topping 
the CDUjCSU's combined total of 16,-
795,000. The SPD's success becomes 

1. For an explanation of West Germany's 
baroque electoral system, see Intercontin­
ental Press, December 4, p. 1332. 

2. A postelection recount took one seat 
from the FDP and gave it to the CDU. 
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even more impressive when you con­
sider that it got 48.9% of the Erst­
stimmen, that is, of the votes cast for 
individual candidates. By way of com­
parison, after the 1918 revolution, the 
Social Democrats and Independent So­
cial Democrats together got only 
45.5% of the vote! 

It scarcely needs to be stressed how 
ludicrous the ultraleftists' call for boy­
cotting the elections looks today. Or 
the sectarian IKD's call to vote for 
the Communist party. It is obvious 
that in large part the Communists 
did not even vote for their own party 
but rather for the SPD. Besides, the 
CP ran on such an ultrareformist pro­
gram that its total cannot even be 
considered as a revolutionary protest 
vote. This once large party, which 
drew millions of votes during the 
years of the Weimar Republic, could 
not even match the vote totals of the 
Ligue Communiste in France or the 
Socialist Workers party in the United 
States. 

Sources of the SPD-FDP Success 

In this election, for the 
since the 1950s, there was 
process of polarization, 
reached not only into the 
but even into families. This 

first time 
a visible 
one that 
factories, 
led to in-

tense debate and to public expressions 
of support for one or another party­
buttons and stickers, such as "Citizens 
for Brandt" or "We want Willy," were 
worn into factories or pasted on auto­
mobiles. 

The employers made their preference 
for the CDUjCSU so obvious­
through advertisements in the press 
that cost 30 million marks [about US 
$10 million] and through other forms 
of support- that they stepped up the 
process of polarization. The employ­
ers issued "bans" against government 
ministers and the chancellor, forbid­
ding them to hold meetings in the 
factories, even though such gatherings 
were common practice during the 
Adenauer regime. This was just as 
clear evidence of the employers' CDU 
partisanship as the millions they spent 
on the election campaign. 

Even in the last elections of the Wei­
mar Republic, when German big cap­
ital was already massively supporting 
the Nazis with millions in contribu­
tions, the SPD was still granted a cer­
tain sum from the employers' cam­
paign treasuries. But this time, SPD 
Treasurer Alfred Nau's pleas to the 
bosses to throw some money his way 
too, seeing that his party had gotten 
the trade unions to scale down their 
demands, largely fell on deaf ears. 
The slogan first raised in the Baden­
Wurttemberg metalworkers' strike of 
1963- "Millionaires against the mil­
lions"- got practical confirmation in 
this election that was more convincing 
than any propaganda. 

Sophisticated polls conducted by so­
ciological institutes revealed that the 
SPD won over about 1. 7 million vot­
ers- mostly workers- from the CD U 1 
CSU, and that about 1.1 million peo­
ple- mostly from the "middle strata" 
-shifted to the CDU/CSU. 

In 1969 the "middle-class trend" was 
running in favor of the SPD. That 
is, thanks to the liberal Karl Schiller 
the SPD won the votes of the middl~ 
strata. But since then, Schiller has 
not only resigned from the ministries 
of economics and of finance, but from 
the SPD as well. In fact, he cam­
paigned together with Ludwig Erhard 
(former CDU economics minister and 
chancellor) in favor of the "free-mar­
ket economy." But this time, in con­
trast to 1969, the "red trend" ran in 
favor of the SPD. "The SPD ran 
stronger than usual among the work­
ers," the Institute for Social Research 
in Mannheim commented. 

Just as the employers' anti-SPD pro­
paganda failed to win votes from the 
working class, the anti-SPD sermons 
given by bishops and priests failed to 
have any effect. Even though, accord­
ing to an "Infratest" Munich poll, 60% 
of the Catholics still voted for the 
CDUjCSU, this represented a loss of 
3% compared to the 1969 election. 
The SPD got 54% of the Protestant 
vote, but won 5% more of the Catho­
lic vote- especially among the lower 
layers of the working class, the youth, 
and women. 

Undoubtedly, the SPD picked up its 
biggest gains from people voting for 
the first time, the 4.8 million youth 
between eighteen and twenty-one who 
were just granted the right to vote. 

A poll conducted before the election 
by the Allensbach Institute for Popula-
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tion Research revealed that as of Oc­
tober, 60% of voters under thirty plan­
ned to vote for the SPD and 31% for 
the CDU/CSU. The FDP was rated at 
6%. (As it turned out, the FDP ac­
tually got 10% of the youth vote.) 

The young vote has by no means 
always gone this way. The Allensbach 
Institute wrote: "If these figures are 
compared with the corresponding of­
ficial statistics for the 1965 and 1969 
elections, it becomes clear that there 
has been a shift to the left among 
young voters that has favored the 
SPD. In 1969, only 39.8% of twen­
ty-one to twenty-nine-year-olds voted 
SPD, 49.4% for the CDUjCSU. Four 
years· later, in 1969, official returns 
indicated that a plurality, 46.5% of 
voters under thirty had opted for the 
SPD; 43% voted for the CDUjCSU." 

It can hardly be disputed, as the 
Allensbach Institute says, that "the 
shift came between 1965 and 1969." 
That is, it occurred as the revolt in 
the universities, the struggle against 
the emergency laws, and also 
the 1966-1967 recession gave the 
youth radicalization a mass character, 
at least on a vanguard level. This 
extraparliamentary development of 
the vanguard radical youth has now 
found a parliamentary carry-over in 
these elections, in which the youth went 
to the polls in massive numbers for 
the first time. This will not be the 
final expression of the extraparlia­
mentary radicalization. 

It would be wrong to conclude from 
this that there are now millions of 
radical youth. But there has unques­
tionably been a growing political in­
terest and commitment, not the least 
of whose expressions were the "election 
initiative" groups of unorganized So­
cial Democrats. The number of these 
groups- and this is also unpre­
cedented in SPD history- grew from 
about 65 local chapters to 338. They 
linked up closely with the many "Biir­
gerinitiativen" [civic initiatives] and ac­
tion groups that were established, gen­
erally on a local basis, as "extraparlia­
mentary" bodies or "groups supple­
menting parliament," or as "single-is­
sue movements." FDP General Secre­
tary Flach saw these groups as a 
means of "gradually strengthening di­
rect democracy." (For the magazine 
Der Spiegel this even sounded like a 
"system of councils.") 

It also seems equally incontestable 
that this politicization, above all of 
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young women (not least because of 
the discussion around the repeal of 
the abortion law, the struggle against 
paragraph 218), resulted in votes for 
both the SPD and the FDP. Here 
again, the top Catholic hierarchy­
which waged an intense struggle 
against the repeal of the abortion law 
and even claimed that if 218 were re­
pealed, we would soon be executing 
old people! -lost a battle. 

The CDU/ CSU Failure 

The reactionary bourgeois press 
(and especially the newspapers con­
trolled by Axel Caesar Springer, 
which waged a massive pro-CDU/ 
GS U campaign) would like to reduce 
the whole problem that arose for the 
CDUjCSU in this election to the con­
trast between Willy Brandt and Rainer 
Barzel. Naturally, this is the best way 
to hide the real issues. It was the 
Springer press that polemicized most 
sharply against the SPD's Eastern and 
detente policies in the belief that this 
would mobilize the anticommunism of 
the 12 million refugees [from East 
Germany] and the real former-Nazi 
potential, and could return the CDU/ 
CS U to power. The intelligent bour­
geois Stuttgarter Zeitung matter-of­
factly stated: "The obstructive policy 
on the question of the Ostpolitik [as 
is known, the CDUjCSU abstained 
on the voting on the Eastern treaties, 
and a few days before the election 
Barzel rejected the basic treaty that 
had been negotiated with the German 
Democratic Republic], for example, 
clearly did not pay off. And with the 
European detente policies going full 
steam ahead- from the security con­
ference to the disarmament conference 
-the CDU/CSU will be placed in one 
difficult situation after another by 
Brandt and [Foreign Minister Walter] 
Scheel. So it will have to make its 
peace with detente. The CDUjCSU will 
also have to doctor up its domestic 
policies and show some more reform­
ing zeal if it does not want to find it­
self isolated for a long time from the 
political currents that for the time be­
ing have determined its fate." 

Undoubtedly, the Ostpolitik and de­
tente policy is in the interests of Ger­
man big capital. In view of the grow­
ing difficulties in profit-realization and 
the increasingly intense international 
competition, the German bourgeoisie 
has every interest in gaining access 

to the Eastern market through such 
a policy. But for the bourgeoisie, this 
entails a clear danger. The destruc­
tion of anticommunism as the central 
ideology and the direct contact, to be 
guaranteed under the new treaties, that 
millions of people will have with East 
Germany will inevitably lead to a re­
activation of the discussion, hitherto 
believed dead, of socialism and cap­
italism. This is going to involve not 
just small layers of the student van­
guard, but the workers themselves, 
who for decades have been blinded 
by the "economic miracle." 

The German bourgoisie hoped to 
escape this dilemma by returning the 
CDU/CSU to power, thus being able 
to take the necessary follow-up steps 
to the U. S.-Soviet detente without ven­
turing too far, especially in East Ger­
many's direction. Above all, the bour­
geoisie wants to shield the West Ger­
man workers from too close contact 
with East Germany because, while the 
East still has a markedly lower stan­
dard of living than the West, it can 
nevertheless offer some instructive 
points and material for discussion in 
many social areas (the number of 
workers' children in schools, voca­
tional training, the number of kin­
dergartens, and so on). 

What the SPD-FDP Coalition Will 
Mean for the Working Class 

Even before the voters went to the 
ballot box amid the various predic­
tions of the pollsters, all favorable 
to the SPD and FDP, the SPD as well 
as the opposition and Social Demo­
cratic Bundestag President Heinemann 
made desperate efforts to halt the pro­
cess of polarization that was becoming 
clearer and clearer. People were re­
minded that even after the elections, 
life had to go on and that "conflicts" 
had to be healed. This concern was 
no longer limited merely to the elec­
tions, but extended much more clearly 
to their results- to the anticipated 
politicization around coming wage 
confrontations, especially those in­
volving the metal workers' union (2.3 
million members), whose contracts ex­
pire on December 31, and the OeTV 
[ Oeffentlicher Dienst, Transport und 
Verkehr- Public Service, Transport, 
and Traffic] workers' union (one 
million members), whose contract is 
als.o about to run out. 

Two days before the elections, the 
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top managers of German industry met 
with the leaders of the trade unions­
who had firmly lined up with the SPD 
during the elections- to work out a 
"nonaggression treaty." A "stability 
pact" was proposed, according to 
which in 1973 the workers would ac­
cept a 5 percent increase in wages 
and salaries (while price increases are 
running at nearly 7 percent and taxes 
are going up, too) in return for a 
promise to keep the increase in factory 
prices of industrial goods, which now 
stands at about 3.5 percent annually, 
to just one percent next year. 

Just one day after the elections, the 
Handelsblatt, which is very closely 
tied· to big capital, came out with an 
"Action Program for the New Gov­
ernment." The first point was that 
"after the vigorous election battle, with 
its often artificial polarization," it has 
become clear that the government's 
program, especially in economic and 
fiscal matters, "will be dictated by a 
series of objective necessities." Infla­
tion will remain the number one prob­
lem. Konzentierte Aktion will have to 
be used to fight it, to provide "guide­
lines"- naturally for wages. 3 

"Unconditional guarantees of full 
employment" must at least be modi­
fied. That is, unemployment, at least 
in cases of "gross malfeasance by the 
social partners," should become an in­
strument of economic policy. (It goes 
without saying that the employers can­
not be punished by unemployment.) 

"In coming years, 'reforms' that cost 
money" will have little chance of pas­
sage, states the Handelsblatt, and it 
adds immediately, "The general tax 
reform will also have little chance of 
getting through in the current legis­
lative session." (The proposed reform 
would have at least taxed the r~ch 
a little more strongly.) 

The bourgeoisie is openly relying 
on the FDP to act as a brake on too 
sweeping reforms. Its task is seen "not 
as merely putting the brakes on any 
deviations by its larger partner [the 
SPD] in matters of security, but as 
actually blocking them." But evenfrom 
the ranks of the SPD leadership itself 
come warnings against having any 
great illusions. In contrast to 1969, 

3. "Concerted Action," a system of "set­
tling" labor disputes by the intervention 
of a committee composed of representa­
tives of the government, the trade unions, 
and the employers. 
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no new concrete promises of reforms 
have been made-or only those that 
will not cost anything. Instead the 
government's declarations are de­
liberately left as vague as possible, 
so as to allow it a free hand later on. 

On the very night of their election 
victory, the SPD leaders had great 
words of praise for the Catholic voters, 
and for women as well. But the fac­
tories, in which the victory was 
forged, were almost completely for­
gotten, as were the trade unions. The 
pressure on the trade-union leadership 
to hold down its demands and not 
to press too strongly for reforms has 
already begun. 

But the question remains whether the 
union leadership can afford to take the 
attitude demanded of them by the SPD 
leadership's "stabilization· policy," 
which amounts to guaranteeing big 
capital a chance to raise its profits, 
to get back out in front in interna­
tional competition. 

The bourgeois-liberal Stuttgarter 
Zeitung described the union leader­
ship's dilemma in the sharpest terms: 

"From OeTV circles complaints are 
heard that precisely because we have 
a 'pro-working-class' government, the 
union members' hopes have been 
aroused. If the union leadership be­
comes too friendly with the regime, it 
will not be able to prevent wildcat 
strikes. On the other hand, if it pushes 
demands that correspond to the as­
pirations of the · membership, it will 
be forced to declare strikes." 

Even if one were to take the very 
pessimistic attitude that soon after the 
SPD victory the 4nion leadership will 
succeed in cutting down the demands 
of the membership so as -to please 
the SPD-FDP regime, such a situation 
will not last lont. The leadership will 
lose its own credibility in the view of 
its membership,, and that will create 
openings for the "radical leftists" who, 
while predicting that the workers would 
vote for the SPD, did not cover up the 
fact that this regime could not fulfill 
the workers' hopes for reforms, be­
cause it is not prepared to take on the 
thing that prevents passage of the 
necessary refoims- the capitalist sys­
tem itself. 

More Blood on Brezhnev's Hands 

Ukrainian Prisoner Commits Suicide 

A young Ukrainian afraid of break­
ing under the pressure of police in­
terrogation recently committed suicide 
inside Lviv prison. ( Ukra in 'ske Stove 
[Paris], November 12, 1972.) 

Katala, aged thirty, an engineer, 
was a close friend of the artist Ste­
fania Shabatura. Shabatura was re­
cently arrested for oppositional activi­
ty. Katala was under interrogation 
by the Soviet secret police (KGB), 
who repeatedly demanded that he give 
evidence against her. 

Under continuous pressure from the 
secret police, Katala feared that psy­
chological torture might ''break" him 
and that he would turn police witness 
against his close friend. 

On April28, Katala was summoned 
by the police to the Lviv prison for 
a routine interrogation, but this time 
it was to take place in the women's 
section of the prison. The police had 
hoped to bring Shabatura to meet 
Katala after they had finished with 
him. 

During the initial stages of the in­
terrogation, Katala managed to break 
free and run into a corridor. There, 
with a loud cry of protest, he drew 
a knife which he had kept concealed 
and plunged it into his heart. By the 
time the KGB officials had reached 
him, Katala was dead. 

The suicide coincided with Nixon's 
visit to Kiev. Mraid that news of the 
event might spread throughout Lviv 
and cause a· major disturbance, the 
KGB secretly buried Katala's body, 
strengthened prison security, and can­
celed all visits to the prison. D 

Thy Will Be Done 

Philippine President Marcos says he 
communed with god before unleashing a 
repression last' September. He wanted to 
"ask Him whether it was correct for me 
to proclaim martial law." Marcos asked 
for "signs" from heaven. "I told myself 
if this occurs, I will immediately order 
martial law. And it did occur." Marcos 
did not specify what signs he got. 
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U.S. Trotskyist Youth Hold Convention 

YSA Discusses New Stage of Vietnam War 

Photograph shows some of the participants at Young Socialist Alliance Convention 
singing the "lnternationale" at conclusion of proceedings. 

The national convention of the 
Young Socialist Alliance, a revolu­
tionary-socialist organization in po­
litical solidarity with the Socialist 
Workers party, was held November 
23-26 in Cleveland, Ohio. The gather­
ing, attended by some 1,200 persons, 
focused on the impact of the moves 
toward a settlement of the Vietnam 
war. 

In the international report, Geoff Mi­
relowitz said that "what is happening 
now . . . reflects a new stage for the 
Vietnamese struggle and for the world 
revolution. . . . We are seeing the ef­
fects of world events on the Vietnam­
ese. The result is that the Vietnamese 
are now faced with the prospect of a 
settlement to the war that will pose 
serious obstacles to the successful com­
pletion of the Vietnamese revolution. 
The imposition of this agreement on 
the Vietnamese is a result of Nixon's 
agreements with Brezhnev and Mao. 
This detente will have a negative im­
pact on other struggles for liberation 
as well, although it will not change 
the long-term perspective of intensify­
ing struggles for national liberation 
and social justice." 
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Mirelowitz reported on the expan­
sion of the Fourth International. "Now 
is the time to build the Fourth Inter­
national all over the world," he con­
cluded, "and to build the Young So­
cialist Alliance and the Socialist Work­
ers Party." 

The political report, given by YSA 
National Chairman Andy Rose, re­
affirmed the YSA's view that "although 
the radicalization and level of activity 
will continue to go through ups and 
downs, periods of lull and periods 
of upsurge, the long-range prospect 
is for a continued deepening of the 
radicalization and for new waves of 
struggle." 

Rose noted the belief held by most 
Americans that the war will soon be 
over. He said, "The antiwar movement 
must be prepared to respond if Nixon 
continues to reescalate the war, but the 
rapidly shifting course of the negotia­
tions and the likelihood of a military 
cease-fire within weeks mean, in our 
opinion, that it would be incorrect 
to plan at this time for demonstrations 
in the spring." He emphasized that the 
YSA will continue to support the un-

conditional right of the Vietnamese 
to control their destiny. 

In the coming year, Rose said, "we 
expect to see struggles breaking out 
over a variety of issues, and we an­
ticipate opportunities for the YSA to 
fight alongside other militant youth 
in many different movements." 

The political report projected plans 
for increasing the circulation of the 
monthly Young Socialist, for support­
ing the SWP candidates for state and 
city offices in the 1973 elections, and 
for sending teams of organizers into 
every part of the country. 

The convention heard greetings from 
revolutionary-socialist groups in 
France, Sweden, Venezuela, Sri 
Lanka, Australia, India, Canada, and 
New Zealand. 

Workshops and panels discussed 
various aspects of YSA activity. Doug 
Jenness, managing editor of The Mili­
tant, reported on revolutionary-social­
ist strategy in the trade-union move­
ment. Another workshop discussed the 
defense of the YSA in Florida, where 
it has been declared a "subversive" 
organization and denied the right to 
function at any state-supported school. 

In the organizational report, Laura 
Miller announced that the YSA has 
members on 200 college campuses, in 
fifty-seven high schools, five junior 
high schools, and two elementary 
schools. The YSA now has fifty-six 
locals, and members in 161 at-large 
areas. 

Andy Rose and Laura Miller were 
reelected as national chairman and 
national organizational secretary, re­
spectively, and Andrew Pulley was 
elected as national secretary. D 

Way to Go, Fletch! 
Voter participation in the recent U.S. 

presidential election may have been the 
lowest in twenty-five years, but officially 
entered complaints of unfair campaign 
practices showed a promising jump. In 
fact, the records of the Fair Campaign 
Practices Committee, Inc., a nonpartisan 
"watchdog" agency based in the U. S. cap­
ital, showed a hefty 25 percent increase 
in complaints over the 1968 election. 

One of the most common charges was 
that incumbent congressmen were illegally 
using their free-mailing privileges. The 
record-holder appears to be Georgia Rep­
resentative Fletcher Thompson, who sent 
out a whopping 3.2 million messages­
all delivered absolutely free- to citizens 
all over the state. 
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Dominican Republic

Schools Paralyzed by Teachers' Strike
Virtually the entire public education

al system in the Dominican Republic
has been paralyzed by a teachers'
strike that began November 13. More
than 500,000 students were affected

by the strike as it succeeded, in its
twelfth day, in encompassing the en
tire country. Some 10,000 teachers
are involved.

The strike began in the country's
second largest city, Santiago de los
Caballeros (See Intercontinental Press,
November 27, p. 1306). The teachers
are demanding a salary increase, a
wage scale guaranteed by law, and
allocation of 30 percent of public ex
penditures to education.

The new secretary of education, Al-
tagracia Bautista de Suarez, accord
ing to a United Press International

dispatch from Santo Domingo printed
in the November 26 issue of the New

York Spanish-language daily El Di-

ario-La Prensa, "has said that the gov
ernment plans to make the wage scale
official during 1973 and to take up,
in a relatively short period of time,
the demands for a minimum wage
for teachers on all levels, but the strik
ers said that they would not be satis
fied with this."

They are demanding that the sec
retary convene the National Educa
tion Council, in which they have voice
and vote, so that this body can rule
on both demands. The secretary re
jected this idea, claiming that the coun
cil has no authority in such matters
because of its "eminently technical"
character. The teachers, however, in
sist that it has.

Several high schools in the capital
of Santo Domingo have been occupied
by the military, which has threatened
to occupy the rest of them if the strike
continues. The Federacion de Estudi-

The fortieth anniversary of Leon Trotsky's famous speech on the Russian revolution
November 27, 1932, in Copenhagen is being commemorated in the Danish capital
in various ways. In addition to meetings (see Intercontinental Press, December 4,
p. '\33S\, *be«j include the above exhibition in Copenhagen's Folkets Hus, where the
Archives and Library of the Danish labor movement are located. The exhibition, which
is to be displayed in libraries throughout the country, consists of explanatory plac
ards, newspaper clippings, and books from the period, as well as contributions from
various Trotskyist organizations.
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antes Dominicanos (FED — Federa
tion of Dominican Students) has called
street demonstrations in support of
the teachers.

On November 28, the Dominican
Professors Association (ADP —Asoci-
acion Dominicana de Profesores)
agreed to enter into negotiations with
the government starting on November
30. It called on the secretary of edu
cation to join in a "frank and sin
cere dialogue that will allow both par
ties in the dispute to reach a satisfac
tory solution to the conflict." A pre
condition for such a dialogue, it
stated, would be "an end to police
persecutions" of striking teachers.

According to a UPI report in the
November 30 El Diario, the secretary
of education subsequently visited the
head of the national police, General
Neit Nivar Seijas, "in order to obtain
guarantees that no teacher who had

joined the strike would be the object
of any persecution by the authorities."

The educational crisis has been ex
acerbated by the virtually simultane
ous decision of the Autonomous Uni
versity of Santo Domingo (UASD —
Universidad Autonoma de Santo Do
mingo) to expel hundreds of students
in an attempt to undermine their strug
gle to force the government to allo
cate 5 percent of the national budget
to the UASD. More than 800 students,
from all schools in the university,
have already been expelled. •

Coup Blocked in Egypt?
Egyptian security forces have blocked

an attempted coup by right-wing officers
and pilots in the air force, according to
a dispatch printed in the December 4 New
York Times.

The dispatch indicated that the group,
which consisted mostly of colonels, had
planned to oust President Anwar el-Sadat
around November 15. The officers re
portedly intended to set up a junta, with
the ousted army commander and minister
of war, General Mohammed Sadek, as fig
urehead.

The conspiracy was said to have been
discovered when loyalist officers, who had
been approached by the plotters, informed
security agents. On November 11 some
twenty-five to thirty top-ranking officers
were arrested on charges of having been
involved in the coup attempt. Some were
questioned briefly and released. Further
investigation is said to be in progress.

At least three generals are reportedly
among those arrested: Mustafa Mehrez,
Ali Abdel Khabir, and the chief of mili
tary intelligence.
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'Favorable Conjuncture for Extending Struggle' 

Situation 1n Mexico Four Years After Tlatelolco 
By Ricardo Ochoa 

Four years ago at Tlatelolco, be­
hind a curtain of shrapnel, a chapter 
in the history of modern Mexico drew 
to a close. The tragic massacre of 
October 2, 1968, brought to an end a 
long chapter that began with the 1910 
revolution and that saw the birth, de­
velopment, and consolidation of 
present-day capitalism in Mexico. 

The period that began in 1968 has 
been a favorable one for extending 
class struggles. From the point of view 
of the short-term aims of the Diaz 
Ordaz government, the October 2 re­
pression proved completely ineffective. 
The government that succeeded his, 
that of Luis Escheverria, has had to 
contend with a situation in which stu­
dent struggles have been more effec­
tive in awakening the working masses, 
especially outside Mexico City. Eche­
verria was able to get a clearer pic­
ture of the nature of the present pe­
riod during the events surrounding 
the June 10, 1971, armed attack on 
a mass student demonstration in Mexi­
co City by the right-wing gang, the 
Halcones [Hawks]: Not only did the 
people of Mexico City and the rest of 
the country refuse to be intimidated, 
but the popular indignation that erup­
ted has since reached even higher 
levels. In a political sense, this period 
is an extremely favorable one for revo­
lutionists and the mass movement. 

Since October 2, 1968, a wave of 
political jolts has continued to shake 
the entire country, occasionally de­
veloping into deep crises. The students 
in the interior- in Sinaloa, Nuevo 
Leon, Oaxaca, Puebla, and other 
states-have upset the artificial class 
equilibrium in their areas just as the 
student movement of the Federal Dis­
trict did for the nation as a whole in 
1968. 

Stirred into action by the example 
of the capital in 1968, the students 
of Sinaloa, Nuevo Leon, and Oaxaca 
have carried their role as a temporary 
vanguard of social struggle to an even 
higher level through involving sections 
of the working class and the peasantry 
in political struggle. Although the stu-
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dent movement in the provinces lacks 
the ability to exert the kind of national 
influence that the centralized hegemo­
ny of life in the capital gives to the 
student movement of the UNAM [Uni­
versidad Nacional Autonoma de Mexi­
co -Autonomous National University 
of Mexico] and the lPN [Instituto Po­
litechnico Nacional- National Poly­
technic Institute], it has been able to 
join forces more rapidly, on a region­
al level, with sectors of the working 
class, and especially of the peasantry. 

The kind of bureaucratic cushion 
that helped soften the blow of the 1968 
crisis in the capital does not catry 
the same weight in the states. As 'a 
result, the student rebellion there has 
been able to cut through it more quick­
ly by linking up with (and thereby 
becoming part of) the workers' insur­
gency. Ayotla, in the state of Mexico, 
the struggles of the Monterrey miners, 
the militancy of the STERM [Sindi­
cato de Trabajadores Electricistas de 
la Republica Mexicana- Union of 
Electrical Workers in the Mexican Re­
public] throughout the entire country, 
and the appearance, with a newly ac­
quired importance, of organized va­
llejismo* among the railroad workers 
are decisive stages pointing the way 
toward the coming proletarian rebel­
lion. 

The mobilizations in Chihuahua 
and Cuernavaca perhaps best express 
the special features of the current stage 
of the Mexican political crisis- a crisis 
that is inexorably preparing the way 
for an even deeper social crisis. 

In Chihuahua, a popular mobiliza­
tion grew out of widespread indigna­
tion at the killing last January of three 
guerrillas who had carried out a bank 
expropriation. Although the masses 
lacked the leadership of any party, 
and although the student movement 
there is relatively weak in comparison 
to other areas, a rich tradition of 

*Demetrio Vallejo is a militant railroad 
workers' leader who was jailed in 1959 
and not released until more than a decade 
later, in July 1970.- IP 

struggle existed. An ad hoc Popular 
Defense Committee was formed that 
assumed responsibility for leading the 
struggle. 

By extending its influence from the 
capital to other cities in the state ( Cu­
autemoc, Jimenez, Juarez, and Deli­
cias), this organization was able to 
develop deep, democratic roots, mak­
ing it a very timely model for strug­
gles in other states. 

Furthermore, the broad political 
thrust of this committee has allowed 
it to take on tasks of a national char­
acter and to organize the National 
Popular Tribunal, which is putting 
the repressive policy of the govern­
ment on trial. The tasks that this com­
mittee has been carrying out have 
led some Marxist observers to speak 
of it as a parallel power or as an 
embryonic form of a power that could 
confront the ruling bourgeoisie, giv­
ing rise to a situation of dual power. 
Such an assessment would appear to 
be correct. It would, in any case, be 
in keeping with the historic period that 
began in 1968 and that the Consejo 
Nacional de Huelga [CNH- National 
Strike Council], with its democratic 
organization and its independence 
from the bourgeoisie, has so well epit­
omized. 

The Cuernavaca mobilization took 
place on a clear class basis. There 
had been no student movement in the 
city. There were no real precedents 
there of activity by opposition groups. 
And its role as a tourist center for 
the bourgeoisie of the capital and for 
well-to-do North Americans temporar­
ily immunized it against the air of 
rebellion that stirred the petty bour­
geoisie during the 1960s. 

But today Cuernavaca is different 
-the struggle there is referred to on 
the front pages of the newspapers as 
the most typical of the struggles of 
a new working class. Its working class 
is the product of a rather appreciable 
industrial development, promoted by 
the government of the state of Morelos 
as a result of the drop' in tourism 
(through the construction of the high­
way to Acapulco, development in the 
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Right-wing goons calling themselves "Halcones" (hawks) attacked Mexico City demon­
strators on June 10, 1971. Date was turning point in Mexican politics. 

Oaxtepec-Cua utla zone, etc.), and has 
in large part moved onto the scene 
as a mass force during the last five 
years. 

Its struggles against the despotism 
and official stranglehold of the trade­
union bureaucrats have been aided 
by the appearance of a progressive 
sector within the Roman Catholic hier­
archy. 

Indeed, as a center of liberal Cath­
olicism under Bishop Sergio Mendez 
Arceo and of the modernizing exper­
iments of Ivan Illich and Lemercier 
in the fields of teaching and psycho­
analysis, Cuernavaca provided a pro­
tective liberal atmosphere for the bold 
challenge of a young working class. 
The bureaucrats, especially those of 
the CTM [Central de Trabajadores 
Mexicanos- Mexican Workers Feder­
ation], headed by Fidel Velazquez, 
have been dealt a heavy blow and 
have looked with concern at the breech 
opened up in their monolithic control. 

Although the mobilization of the 
peasantry has been more complex, 
it has occurred on no less significant 
or visible a scale. It has been par­
ticularly impressive in Sinaloa and 
Tlaxcala, invading ranches, dismiss­
ing mayors from office, and freeing 
political prisoners. The current wave 
of struggles by the peasantry, which 
is still numerically the major force 
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within the country, will tend to drive 
the political crisis in Mexico to higher 
levels. 

The crisis is a deep one. It has 
jolted bourgeois and reformist forma­
tions as well as the revolutionary 
movement. In order to survive the 
new conditions that prevail, the gov­
ernment has had to come up with 
a "new style," with the policy of "open­
ness," which basically can be defined 
as an attempt to preserve the system 
essentially intact by implementing only 
those political and economic changes 
that are most urgently required if the 
economy is to be able to continue 
functioning well. In reality, then, this 
policy is a by-product of the 1968 
mobilization in the sense that the con­
cern that it brought about in the ruling 
circles has prompted them to make 
some changes. 

This concern has been based on 
the appearance of the guerrilla move­
ment in the state of Guerrero. In spite 
of the heavy blows that have come 
down upon it, it continues to remain 
active and to increase its effectiveness 
and its popular support. Today its 
influence is felt throughout virtually 
the entire country. While this influence 
is ideological, it is no less worrisome 
for the government, which has dis­
patched thousands upon thousands of 
troops to combat it at its source. 

The results of the shifts occurring 
in the current political situation have 
been very contradictory, with liberal 
sectors moving to the right, govern­
ment sectors becoming ''liberalized," 
and sections of the left, because of 
a failure to properly grasp the pres­
ent conjuncture, going off into adven­
turism. 

Following the June 10, 1971, events, 
the government had to "sacrifice" those 
officials most closely linked to the 
past. In fact, the June 10 events re­
main the hardest test for the new re­
gime and its policy of "openness." To 
a large extent, the answer to the ques­
tion of whether Echeverria's approach 
will open up a new, modernizing 
course or will remain little more than 
"good intentions" will depend on 
whether or not an investigation of 
the massacre by the Hawks is carried 
out. 

The team in the official party, the 
PRI [Partido Revolucionario Institu­
cional - Institutional Revolutionary 
party], associated with Diaz Ordaz has 
been replaced by a "modernizing" team 
headed by Reyes Heroles and Gon­
zalez Pedrero. The new winds blowing 
through the government party are em­
anating directly from the president's 
office and are intended to provide 
Echeverria with a broader base of 
support and to regain the prestige 
(and the time) that Diaz Ordaz lost­
in short, to prepare the way for a 
transfer of authority from the old bu­
reaucrats like Fidel Velazquez to new, 
more prestigious leaders. 

The present conflict among the lead­
ers of the PRI makes it unlikely that 
repression will be used against rev­
olutionists with the virulence of the 
Diaz Ordaz days, and it provides the 
masses with a respite that they must 
take advantage of to get organized 
and to prepare for the inevitable strug­
gles to come. 

The PAN [Partido de Acci6n Na­
cional- National Action party] has 
also experienced a shift, clearly op­
portunistic in nature, toward more lib­
eral positions. This was demonstrated 
by its behavior during the June 10 
events, when it denounced a number 
of actions and provided documentary 
evidence regarding the activities of the 
Hawks. But this party will not be able 
to make any definitive gains because 
of its connections to some of the most 
backward capitalist elements, upon 
whom, in its final analysis, its very 
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existence depends. Whenever the PAN 
comes out openly against the govern­
ment, it always limits its criticisms to 
mere matters of form. Lacking ag­
gressiveness in even bourgeois-demo­
cratic terms, the PAN has not been 
able to take advantage of the radi­
calization of broad layers of the mid­
dle class, which up to now has pro­
vided its base. It would not be un­
fair to refer to it as a political corpse. 

In the case of both the other "op­
position parties," the PARM [Partido 
Autentico de la Revoluci6n Mexi­
cana- Authentic party of the Mexican 
Revolution] and the PPS [Partido Pop­
ular . Socialist a- Popular Socialist 
party], the same conclusion must be 
drawn: They are front men for the 
PRI. So abject has the PPS been in 
giving left cover to the PRI that it 
remains only a shadow of what it 
was during the final years of its late 
leader, Vicente Lombardo Toledano. 

Lombardo Toledano's final favor 
for his boss in the National Palace 
was nothing to sneeze at: In 1968 
he published an article attacking the 
developing movement as counter­
revolutionary. With his customary lib­
eral-Stalinist theoretical window-dres­
sing, Lombardo justified the Diaz Or­
daz massacre, with the result that the 
PPS followed suit. PPS deputy Sanchez 
Cardenas joined in at the time in 
prarsmg the "democratic president, 
Diaz Ordaz." 

The PPS still uses crude Stalinist­
type cliches about a "patriotic front" 
with the bourgeoisie and "national uni­
ty," and it is practically the only po­
litical group in Mexico that sees fit 
to go on attacking "Trotskyists" as 
"agents of imperialism and CIA pro­
vocateurs." 

Following the death of Lombardo 
Toledano, a group left the PPS that 
was headed by the former leaders of 
the Partido Obrero-Campesino [Work­
er-Peasant party] during the 1950s: 
Sanchez Cardenas, Alberto Lumbre­
ras, Miguel Aroche Parra, and others. 
Their group, the MA US [Movimiento 
de Acci6n U nificada Socialista- Move­
ment for United Socialist Action], has 
not abandoned the traditional Stalin­
ist concepts of "democratic revolution," 
the need for an anti-imperialist front 
without class content, and of support 
to the "national" bourgeoisie. As a 
result, it was quite logical that it 
should converge with the Cardenist 
group headed by the liberal Heberto 
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Castillo and Cesar del Angel, Deme­
trio Vallejo, and Cabeza de Vaca. 

By setting up the "Comite de Aus­
cultaci6n N acional" [Committee for 
New National Alternatives], Heberto 
Castillo and his compaiieros hope to 
create a nationalist party and move­
ment like the defunct MLN [Movimi­
ento de Liberaci6n N acional - N a­
tional Liberation Movement] of the 
1960s. Guided by a far from neg­
ligible political sense and correctly ap­
preciating the nature of the liberal 
atmosphere that Echeverria is attempt­
ing to introduce, this current is pre­
pared to follow its class interests right 
into the "opening" he has made. This 
political tendency, which enjoys a cer­
tain social base among the peasants 
and sections of the working class that 
identify with Vallejo, has been evolv­
ing in a rightward direction, drawing 
toward the Echeverrist political pow­
er. 

If the 1968 crisis hit the bourgeoisie 
and the liberals hard, it had an even 
bigger impact on the radical left, 
where terrorist posturing and the in­
fantile sickness of ultraleftism have 
wreaked havoc. While the liberals 
have assessed the needs of the system 
with considerable accuracy, the reac­
tion of the left has generally been rath­
er low-level and emotional in char­
acter. 

The common starting point for the 
vast majority of the groups on the 
Mexican left, the PCM [Partido Comu­
nista Mexicano- Mexican Communist 
party], had never politically prepared 
its cadres and members for such an 
abrupt turn in Mexican political life. 
Realizing, especially after June 10, 
that the ultraradical mood among 
vanguard elements made them respon­
sive to verbal excesses, the old and 
crafty Stalinist party easily adapted. 
Thus began a stage in which the very 
same leadership responsible for the 
PCl\f's reformist and opportunist 
course prior to 1968 unleashed an 
attack on all tendencies opposed to 
its absurd ultraleftist stance as "op­
portunist" and "playing the govern­
ment's game." Resorting to the tra­
ditional Stalinist method, it made an 
amalgam between revolutionists and 
liberals. 

The about-face of the PCM reflected 
a built-in bureaucratic need to pre­
serve its position within the Mexican 
revolutionary movement. Despite all 

its leftist posturing, it has used this po­
sition of preeminence in a fundamen­
tally opportunistic way. 

The PCM has been an important 
obstacle to achieving any clarification 
on the left as to what to do in the 
present situation. Its mechanical ap­
proach has led it to regard Echeve­
rria and his regime as an unaltered 
continuation of the Diaz Ordaz re­
gime. ("The presidents have changed, 
but the system remains capitalist.") 
The leaders of the PCM have forgot­
ten that as the class struggle unfolds, 
the capitalist system adopts different 
political regimes, tactics, and ruling 
teams to meet changes in the situa­
tion, and that the proletariat must 
also adapt to changes in the forms 
of capitalist rule. 

Of course, the urge to manipulate 
is not the only explanation for the 
ultraleftist stance of the PCM. Its 
ranks, and especially those of its 
youth organization, the JCM [Juven­
tud Comunista Mexicana- Mexican 
Communist Youth], have been very 
much affected by the student radical­
ization. Since 1968 this radicalization 
has wreaked havoc in the JCM, with 
sizable groups in the provinces and 
in the Federal District breaking away 
and heading off on a suicidal course 
of foquismo. While it has adopted ul­
traleftism, the leadership of the PCM 
nevertheless knows just how far it can 
go before its policy backfires and the 
members it has whipped up are lost. 

This basic inability to understand 
the principles of Marxist strategy is 
not found only in the PCM and the 
numerous foquista groups, but also 
in the populism associated with Mao­
ism. 

The Liga Comunista Espartaco 
[Spartacist Communist League] was 
dealt a mortal blow by the 1968 
movement. It broke up into a move­
ment of "brigades" in which a primi­
tive populism and a complete lack 
of political perspectives led hundreds 
of activists to dissipate their energies 
in a sterile "march to the people." Other 
Maoist groups, such as the Movimien­
to Marxista- Leninista de Mexico 
[Marxist-Leninist Movement of Mexi­
co], were also unable to survive the 
1968 upheaval and, in disappearing 
from the scene, added forces to other 
populist currents. 

The Frente Socialista [Socialist 
Front] could be considered the group-
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ing that most clearly represented this 
unrest and this desire on the part of 
populist political activists to put for­
ward a more coherent political line. 
Credit for its ephemeral and discreet 
existence (1970-1971 ), as well as its 
rather uneventful disappearance, must 
go to the bizarre "revolutionary na­
tionalism" theories of one of its lead­
ers, Victor Rico Galan. By viewing 
the current stage of the Mexican po­
litical process as one of preparing 
for a presocialist revolution of a "na­
tionalist," "democratic" character, this 
current watered down its approach 
with liberal positions with which it in 
fact agreed. 

Within the broad range of ultra­
leftist groups that alternate between 
populism and spectacular actions by 
a small, vanguardist elite, a wide va­
riety of tendencies coexist. Most typical 
on a national scale is the group that 
grew up around the struggle commit­
tees in what the PCM called the "June 
current" (in reference to June 10, 
1971). What these groups share is a 
lack of historical perspective and an 
inability to come up with a program 
for action that takes the present con­
juncture into account. They have no 
answer to the contradiction inherent 
in the government's new course, name­
ly, that while the reforms it is attempt­
ing to implement will not solve the 
problems of the masses, the latter are 
still far from having reached the con­
clusion that revolution is the only way 
out. As long as this contradiction re­
mains, most of these groups will tend 
to alternate between primitive popu­
lism and irrational adventurism. 

The guerrilla movement in the 
southern state of Guerrero has arisen 
in response to conditions of an entirely 
different character. This area, with its 
blatant forms of exploitation, oppres­
sion, and despotism, has not yet been 
touched by the new policy of the Eche­
verria regime. Peasant rebellion there 
has traditionally taken the form of 
guerrilla struggle ever since the time 
of Guerrero and Juan Alvarez. 

The armed struggle in Guerrero has 
been going on since 1968, the year 
that Genaro Vazquez Rojas was freed 
from Iguala prison. His tragic death 
did not have the result that the gov­
ernment was hoping for: The guer­
rilla movement has continued under 
Lucio Cabanas, and, according to 
newspaper reports, the struggle has 
increased in intensity to the point 
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where the state is practically occupied 
militarily. 

The courageous struggle of these 
southern fighters is not a mere fo­
quista or leftist adventure. The ex­
ample of Genaro Vazquez has already 
found its place alongside that of Che 
in the eyes of the new vanguard. To­
gether they point out the only road to 
victory- the road of determined strug­
gle to the end against the inhuman 
and criminal system of capitalism in 
its death agony. 

Historically speaking, the genera­
tion that made and led the great move­
ment of 1968 remained on the thresh­
old of developing into a national, rev­
olutionary alternative for the Mexican 
people. There are many reasons for 
this, one of the most important being 
the fact that during the period lead­
ing up to 1968 not even the embryo 
of a revolutionary-Marxist nucleus ca­
pable of attracting and providing 
leadership for the best elements of this 
generation had been formed. 

In 1968 a layer of activists, leaders 
of struggle committees, and of the Na­
tional Strike Council attempted to 
build a Movimiento Comunista Inter­
nacionalista [Internationalist Comm u­
nist Movement]. This project could not 
be entirely carried out. The repression 
and vicissitudes that dogged it reduced 
the ambitious project to the modest 
formation of a group that first met 
in October 1968, following the massa­
cre. The Grupo Comunista Inter­
nacionalista [GCI- Internationalist 
Communist Group], as an organiza­
tion adhering to the positions of the 
Fourth International, was made pos­
sible because some activists from pre­
vious Trotskyist organizations linked 
up with it, thereby introducing its mem­
bers to the principles of revolutionary 
Marxism. 

Since 1969, the GCI has sought to 
overcome the basic shortcoming of 
the Mexican left- its lack of any stra­
tegic perspective on a national and 
international scale. It has undertaken 
the task of "nationalizing" Marxism 
with a deep conviction that it is im­
possible to understand the revolution­
ary struggle in Mexico without inter­
nationalizing it, that is, without seeing 
it as an integral part of the struggle 
throughout Latin America and the 
world against imperialism and against 
the Stalinist deformations that have 
accumulated during the course of the 
twentieth century. 

In 1971, for the first time an attempt 
was made to regroup various revolu­
tionary tendencies within the student 
milieu. The project, dubbed Perspec­
tiva [Outlook], arose under auspicious 
circumstances. It aimed at overcoming 
sectarianism, at bringing forces to­
gether in joint actions (for democracy 
inside the student movement, for soli­
darity with workers' struggles, for a 
clear, nonmanipulative policy with­
in the revolutionary student move­
ment, etc.), and at discussing the situ­
ation in the student movement since 
1968. 

The forces involved in Perspectiva 
extended their influence on a national 
scale as a result of the days of soli­
darity with the STERM at the end 
of 1971 and with the struggle of the 
students in Sinaloa at the beginning of 
this year. 

The struggle of Perspectiva has 
earned the spite and calumny of the 
Stalinists. The GC I participated in it 
with the aim of helping it become a 
vehicle for bringing about a regroup­
ment of revolutionary cadres that 
could provide the basis for a Marxist 
party. 

Perspectiva also constituted the first 
attempt by the new vanguard forces to 
reach broad layers of the population 
with their propaganda by publishing 
a newspaper with a press run of sev­
eral thousand copies. It made it pos­
sible to determine what forces the revo­
lutionary student movement had be­
hind it, which was not an unimportant 
contribution. As Perspectiva developed 
not only as an "independent student 
body," but as a group that had to 
deal with political questions in general, 
it became a part of the deb ate over 
political and ideological questions 
raised by the present situation in Mexi­
co. 

The GCI has actively participated 
in this debate, and by taking head 
on the Stalinists in the PCM, it has 
made Perspectiva into the embryo of 
an organized alternative. It hopes to 
lead the nucleus in Perspectiva to a 
higher level, that of a group that col­
laborates with others already in exis­
tence in building the Leninist party. 

It is the duty of revolutionists to 
take political and organizational ad­
vantage of the present conjuncture to 
strengthen themselves and end their 
isolation. Any failure to do so would 
be unforgivable. D 
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Murder and Destruction 1n the U.S. Mining Industry 
The court-ordered election for the 

top officers of the United Mine Work­
ers of America ( UMW), to be held 
in December, has attracted more at­
tention than any union election in 
U.S. history. The reasons for the elec­
tion, the peculiar circumstances under 
which it is being held, the issues in­
volved, and some of the social forces 
at work in it are described and doc­
umented by Brit Hume in Death and 
the Mines, published before the court 
order for the election. 

Hume, an associate of columnist 
Jack Anderson, records some impor­
tant and related events in the coal 
industry in the United States between 
November 20, 1968, and December 
31, 1969. On the first date an early­
morning explosion occurred 600 feet 
below ground on the "cateye" shift at 
Consol No. 9, Farmington, West Vir­
gmia, killing seventy-eight miners. 
This mine was owned by the Consol­
idated Coal Company, largest coal 
producer in the nation. It had 375 
employees, an annual yield of 2 mil­
lion tons, and was among the com­
pany's eight largest mines. Company 
officials called it "safe," implying that 
the explosion was an unavoidable ac­
cident. The head of the mine workers' 
union seconded this, as did the gov­
ernor of West Virginia and an as­
sistant secretary of the U. S. Depart­
ment of the Interior. 

Thirteen months and eleven days 
later three more people died, mur­
dered. Shortly after one o'clock in 
the morning on December 31, 1969, 
three hired assassins shot to death 
Joseph A. Yablonski, his wife, and 
their daughter in their home in Clarks­
ville, Pennsylvania. In an election for 
president of the union held earlier that 
month Yablonski, a member of the 
international executive board of the 
UMW, had been defeated by the in­
cumbent, William A. ("Tony") Boyle. 

Hume seeks to prove that there is 
a "relationship between the Farming­
ton mine disaster, the black lung up­
rising, and the Yablonski candidacy 
- a related chain of developments, 
each growing out of the one before 
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it." The 1972 UMW election is an 
extension of that chain of develop­
ments. 

In order to establish the indisput­
able connection between the two most 

Death and the Mines- Rebellion and 
Murder in the UMW, by Brit Hume. 
Grossman Publishers, New York, 
N.Y., 1971.280 pp. $7.95. 

dramatic events- the mine explosion 
and the Yablonski assassinations-;­
the author supplies factual informa­
tion about the history of the coal mil.1-
ing industry, the recent history of the 
UMW, the coal industry's control qf 
local, state, and national politicians, 
the protection of coal profits and dis~ 
regard of safety in the mines by stahj 
and federal officials, the terrible tclll 
of the "black lung" disease among min~ 
ers, the movement for reform in the 
coal fields, and the response of the 
miners. 

The book's title could just as well 
have been "Murder And The Mines," 
for mining is a murderous business. 
Farmington was not the first nor the 
greatest nor the last of mine disasteh. 

Within the memory of most miners, 
the explosion at the Orient Numbeli 2 
mine at West Frankfort, Illinois, four 
days before Christmas, 1951, killed 
119 men. Hume reports that "by this 
time more than 114,000 men had been 
killed in coal mines since the officia1 
death count was started in 1839. An 
average of 119 men- the number that 
perished at West Frankfort- had died 
every seventeen days since 1900. 
There had been twenty-five disasters 
in which more than a hundred miner·s 
were killed." , 

Not included in this book is a majOr 
disaster that followed the 1969 explo­
sion at Farmington. In the mount~ih 
country near Wootton, Kentucky, ;·a:n 
explosion at the Finley Brothers Cp~l 
Co. mine on December 30, 1970, 
killed thirty-eight miners. It occurred 
exactly one year to the day after .en­
actment by Congress of the Coal Mine 
Health and Safety Act. It once again 
dramatized the murder that goes' on 

incessantly in the mining industry. 
There are plenty of examples in 

Hume's book of the callous disregard 
of human life by government officials 
and mine owners. They never fail to 
betray their indifference, even in the 
most tragic circumstances. All joined 
in to excuse the mine management 
at Farmington, including UMW pres­
ident Boyle. The same unseemly per­
formance was repeated two years later 
at the Finley Brothers mine in Ken­
tucky. This mine was last inspected 
under the new federal safety law on 
November 23, 1970, and was cited 
for "imminent danger." It continued 
to operate until the fatal day, Decem­
ber 30. 

Why this mine, in "imminent dan­
ger," continued to operate for more 
than a month until it exploded was 
no mystery to anyone there. The Ken­
tucky Department of Mines and Min­
erals was headed by a mine owner, 
Herald N. Kirkpatrick. The U.S. Bu­
reau of Mines was headed by a friend 
of mine owners, Dr. Elburt F. Os­
born. Osborn expressed the attitude 
of the coal mining industry when he 
said, "This disaster was not unexpect­
ed. We've had two good years since 
the last disaster at Farmington (W. 
Va. ), and I think we can almost ex­
pect one of these a year." 

Such attitudes do not come natural­
ly. They must be conditioned and de­
veloped, as soldiers are trained to 
kill and assassins are hardened by 
the conditions of their lives to ply 
their grisly trade. 

This ready acceptance of death as 
necessary and inevitable is common 
throughout modern industry. The 
mining industry happens to show 
most clearly the raw wounds, and 
here the human tragedies are sudden 
and more dramatic; so the greed of 
the owners and the cynicism of their 
agents in government are more shock­
ing than in other industries. 

John L. Lewis, who served for four 
decades as president of the miners' 
union, always considered himself a 
"coal man." He understood the indus-
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try and thought he knew better than 
the mine owners how to develop it. 
He urged the modernization and un­
restricted mechanization of coal min­
ing; and this created a new relation­
ship between the mine owners and the 
union, leading to the willful destruc­
tion of nature and men in the mine 
fields of Pennsylvania, Virginia, West 
Virginia, Kentucky, Ohio, Tennessee, 
and Alabama. It also destroyed the 
union in many of these districts. This 
degenerative process is better de­
scribed by Hume than by most others 
who have observed and failed to un­
derstand it. He tells how Lewis, in 
1950, "negotiated a new contract, in 
private for the first time, with a newly 
organized, industry-wide bargaining 
unit. It was signed without a strike 
on January 18, 1951. From that day 
forth, Lewis allowed the big compa­
nies a free hand in a process of mech­
anization and consolidation that 
would see more than 300,000 men 
lose their jobs. Thousands of small 
mines closed down, unable to meet 
the twin imperatives of automation 
and industrywide labor contracts. Be­
sides allowing the larger coal com­
panies a free hand in mechanizing 
their operations, Lewis encouraged 
them to borrow from the National 
Bank of Washington, which the UMW 
controlled. During the 1950s, the 
union bank loaned millions to coal 
companies to assist them in their mod­
ernization." 

The results were devastating. Hume 
describes them in terms of human 
want and despondency. "Thousands 
of impoverished ex-miners, used up 
and cast aside by the coal companies, 
could be found in scores of dismal 
Appalachian towns that lay along the 
railroad tracks and polluted streams 
running through the flatlands and hol­
lows around the big mines. Out of 
work and out of luck, there was little 
they could do, for mining remained 
the region's only industry. Some tried 
to return to the subsistence farming 
that had supported the region in the 
days before the coal barons came, 
but the soil was black with coal dust 
and the crop yield was meager. So 
most just sat on their front porches 
and gazed at the steep highland slopes 
that had once been scenic but now 
were scarred by strip mining or ob­
scured by huge smoking slag heaps 
-the trademark of an industry that, 
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for all its new machinery, remained 
remarkably primitive." 

This was the social condition created 
by the ravenous coal industry. Profits 
for the big companies soared. Never 
before had they realized such returns 
on their investments. They were able 
to buy off state legislatures, to intim­
idate or ruin those politicians who 
were not bought. 

Many sincere people who are aghast 
at the terrible destruction wrought by 
the seemingly senseless U. S. bom­
bardment of Vietnam try to tell them­
selves that the American people per­
mit "their" government to pursue such 
a criminal course only because it takes 
place far away and the consequences 
are not readily seen. But the Amer­
ican ruling class has not hesitated 
to wreak similar destruction within 
lts own national borders. 

What has been happening in Ap­
palachia has seemed like a natural 
catastrophe to many of the victims 
there. But others knew better. This 
wanton destruction of a whole region 
extending through several states- pol­
luting rivers, killing off wild life, 
scooping away whole mountain sides, 
converting forests to desolate waste­
land, causing floods and vast mud 
slides- this, by 1960, had become a 
minor national scandal. Very low key. 
Some influential members of the ruling 
class were alarmed and thought that 
only the federal government could halt 
the process. Hume mentions President 
Kennedy for one. But there was no 
will within the government bureaucra­
cy to challenge the destructive march 
of king coal. 

Top officials of the miners' union 
were by this time blind to the con­
sequences of their alliance with the 
coal barons. They forgot that they 
were supposed to .represent the inter­
ests of the miners, became instead will­
ing tools of the coal companies. Wher­
ever legislation was introduced to pro­
tect miners' lives the union officials 
were there to oppose it. 

A miners' health bill had been intro­
duced in the West Virginia state legis­
lature in 1969 and meetings of miners 
were called to rally support for the 
measure. At one such meeting in Min­
go County a UMW field representa­
tive, Elza Johnson, had tried to damp­
en support for the health bill. This 
book captures the mood of the miners 
and their relation to UMW officials. 

"'My name is Earl Stafford and I'm 
a coal miner,' he said angrily. 'I've 
mined coal with Mr. Johnson, and 
things is pretty good ... for fellows 
like Mr. Johnson. He's not up here 
digging coal now. He's not up here 
eatin' this coal dust. He was a good 
man one time, I'll say that. ... He 
may be a good man in a way yet. 
But he lacks about ten ton of weighing 
a nickel.'" 

"One man was restrained as he tried 
to approach Johnson with a knife." 

When the miners tried in 1964 to 
regain control of their own union at 
the UMW convention, the gang of of­
ficials headed by Boyle, who had al­
ready assumed the presidency, 
brought in hired thugs to beat down 
and silence the opposition. It was cost­
ly to the miners in many ways. Hume 
reports the immediate cash cost 
charged to the union treasury! 

"Boyle's efforts to wrest a strong 
display of personal support from the 
convention delegates were not inex­
pensive. Aside from nearly $400,000 
spent on music, the international 
shelled out more than $77,000 on 
souvenirs, including expensive port­
able radios that were given each del­
egate. The salaries and expenses for 
the convention committee members 
came to nearly $640,000 and some 
of these hirelings went home as much 
as $2,000 richer. Another $24,000 
was spent on photographs. The ex­
penses for guests came to more than 
$16,000. In all, the convention cost 
more than $1.4 million ... approx­
imately $900,000 more than the pre­
vious one .. " 

The same performance was repeated 
at the 1968 convention, only this time 
the ever-present hired thugs were less 
conspicuous. 

The miners, many unable to work 
any longer in the pits, began to or­
ganize independently but in conjunc­
tion with their union to win health 
care, safety measures in the mines, 
and compensation for those crippled 
beyond recovery from their work be­
hind the new underground machines 
that claw and pulverize coal. 

The victims of modern mining meth­
ods suffer from ''black lung," which 
was not recognized as a disease by 
government health agencies and most 
"medical authorities" until 1969, after 
the West Virginia Black Lung Asso-
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ciation was organized. Hume explains 
the reason: 

"Woodrow Mullins, a cheerful miner 
. . . in 1954 had been diagnosed by 
a doctor has having a disabling de­
gree of silicosis. At the time, however, 
the men in the union district office 
urged him not to apply for compen­
sation because there was an agree­
ment between the union and a num­
ber of West Virginia coal companies 
that the company could fire a miner 
who received a compensation award 
for disabling silicosis. This was a 
boon to the companies because sili­
cosis, like pneumoconiosis (black 
lung), usually worsened. If a miner 
was still on the job, he would be en­
titled to further compensation. In West 
Virginia, the compensation payments 
came from a fund supported by the 
companies and their premiums were 
set in proportion to the number and 
amount of awards made to their em­
ployees. Thirteen years later, virtually 
unable to breathe, Mullins was ex­
amined by Dr. Rasmussen in Beckley 
(W.Va.). The diagnosis was pneumo­
coniosis, but the compensation com­
mission would not accept it and Mul­
lins was left with no way to support 
his family." 

Hume credits three dedicated doc­
tors with having started the move­
ment for health and safety legisla­
tion. Drs. Buff, Rasmussen, and Wells 
first organized the "Physicians for Min­
ers' Health and Safety." They were 
able to enlist the support of others, 
including some local West Virginia 
politicians. They soon learned that 
not much could be done without the 
miners, and it is to their credit that 
they encouraged the miners to orga­
nize the Black Lung Association, 
which was formed in conjunction with 
locals of the UMW although without 
the cooperation or approval of the 
union's district officials. These offi­
cials quickly bent every effort to stamp 
out the Black Lung Association, 
charging it was a "dual organization." 

The president of BLA was a local 
UMW official, a good man for the 
job, says Hume. "Arnold Ray Miller, 
president of the 192-man local of the 
Bethlehem Steel Company's mine at 
Kayford, was an exceptionally alert 
and articulate man in his forties who 
would long since have become a dis­
trict or international officer in most 
other unions. He was personable and 
soft-spoken, and his white-grey hair 
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Miners in southwest Pennsylvania aid coworker injured in November 20, 1968, ex­
plosion that trapped seventy-four underground. Such "accidents" are common. 

and clear eyed, keen expression gave 
him a distinguished appearance. He 
wasn't a big talker or a braggart, 
but his fellow miners knew him as 
a man who could be counted on to 
do anything he said he would do." 

Miller's UMW local and two others 
contributed the first $2,500 to get BLA 
started as a functioning organization. 
It began a campaign for a state mine 
health and safety bill which was op­
posed by officials of the UMW, the 
coal owners, and local medical so­
cieties. But the campaign drew atten­
tion and through it BLA was able 
to get some expression of official con­
cern from the federal government and 
a reminder that the U.S. Public Health 
Service had previously estimated that 
pneumoconiosis "affects conservatively 
more than a hundred thousand soft 
coal miners." 

Among those to become interested 
at this time was consumer-advocate 
Ralph Nader, who undertook to in­
vestigate these health conditions and 
the effects of coal mining on the ecol­
ogy of Appalachia. According to 
Hume Nader was instrumental in per­
suading Joseph A. Yablonski to chal­
lenge Boyle for the presidency of the 
UMW. 

Yablonski at fifty-nine had been a 
top official of the UMW for twenty­
seven years, eight of them as presi-

dent of District #5 in the Pittsburgh 
area. A member of the international 
executive board since 1942, he drew 
a salary of $26,000 a year plus ex­
penses, and had been lavish in his 
praise of Boyle after Boyle became 
president of the union in 1963. 

The chapters of this book that re­
port the Yablonski campaign are in­
formative. Hume tells about the men 
in the coal fields who organized Ya­
blonski's campaign and brought out 
the vote for him. Arnold Miller, pres­
ident of BLA, was among them. 

Miller is now challenging Boyle for 
the presidency of the UMW in the 
court-ordered 1972 re-run election, 
having taken up where Yablonski left 
off when the assassins' bullets cut him 
down. The other men at the top of 
the Miners For Democracy slate, Mike 
Trbovich and Harry L. Patrick, were 
also active in the Yablonskicampaign. 
There are many other miners intro­
duced inHume's book, and thousands 
more not mentioned, who made the 
Yablonski campaign different from 
any election in the mine workers union 
since John Brophy and the Save-the­
Union Committee challenged Lewis in 
1925. (Brophy won that election but 
Lewis remained president because his 
men counted the vote.) 

The descriptions of meetings for Ya­
blonski in mine towns are exciting, 
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but Hume gives the impression that 
in that election the really important 
action was in Washington. Everything 
would have been different if Joseph 
Rauh Jr., a prominent liberal attor­
ney who had served as an adviser 
to Yablonski throughout the cam­
paign, had been able to persuade La­
bor Secretary George Shultz to curb 
the illegal acts of Boyle's henchmen, 
if only the government had super­
vised the election and prevented voting 
irregularities, or if the Justice Depart­
ment had protected Yablonski's per­
sonal safety. 

It is true, as Hume demonstrates 
beyond doubt, that the 1968 election 
was a fraud. It is also true that gov­
ernment intervention might have 
changed the outcome of that election. 
It probably would have thwarted the 
assassination of the Yablonskis. 

It is doubtful, however, that the re­
lationship between the mine owners 
and miners would have changed very 
much as a result. A change in these 
relations will not be brought about 
by government intervention in the af­
fairs of the UMW, but only by the 
intervention of the organized miners 
in the affairs of the mining industry. 

When it comes to a question of who 
will control the industry, the govern­
ment is always on the side of the 
owners and against the miners. Yet 
this is the fundamental question in 
the coal industry today- who will 
control the mines? 

The present owners have such a rec­
ord of destruction, they are so geared 
to the process of hogging out coal 
regardless of consequences, that they 
will fight like tigers against any 
changes. The present methods of min­
ing coal are the most profitable yet 
developed. Millions are invested in ex­
isting equipment. But meeting the min­
ers' needs will require new capital out­
lays for safety equipment now totally 
lacking, bigger payrolls to flesh out 
the present skeleton work force, re­
duction of the work day to six hours. 
When these changes are made, miners 
will gain the right to live. But mine 
owners will suffer a loss of profits. 

Under existing conditions, which 
guarantee high profits, there are no 
safe mines. If the federal Coal Mine 
Health and Safety Act were strictly 
enforced, most mines would be closed. 

Coal mining is a murderous ·busi­
ness, dramatized when underground 
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explosions snuff out the lives of 
trapped miners. But the murder is 
incessant, taking the lives of miners 
daily. Most die from want of oxygen. 
Their lungs are loaded with fine par­
ticles of coal and they can no longer 
breathe. That is murder, too. 

Young men will not go into the 
mines if they can escape. Some born 
in the mine districts must first get a 
taste of mining before they leave for 
good. Hume tells about two young 
miners trapped in "Consol Number 
9" when the explosion came. They 
were among the few rescued. Jerry 
Davis, father of five, moved to Ak­
ron, Ohio, and got a job as a truck 
driver. Mezer Vandergrift found a job 
in a steel mill. The pay is less. But 
these two ex-miners are no longer sub­
ject to murder as a condition of em­
ployment. 

This is one of the contradictions 
of the mine owners. They cannot op­
erate the way they are and keep con­
trol of their work force. And this ac­
counts for the interest of the govern­
ment in reforms within the UMW. The 
employing class fears a miners' re­
volt that can go beyond their control. 

The miners can change the condi­
tions of their lives and probably will. 
Coal mining is an essential industry, 
one of the main sources of energy. 
It can be reorganized. It can be made 
safe. The wastelands of Appalachia 
can be reclaimed. But this will be 
done only when the miners are or­
ganized to do it. They will do it in 

struggle against the mine owners, and 
against the government that many of 
them today think of as their ally. 

Whether those who have inherited 
the mine union reform movement that 
cost Joseph Yablonski his life can go 
on to organize a movement against 
the mine owners remains to be seen, 
and their success will depend upon 
factors beyond their control. 

One thing in their favor, as Hume 
unintentionally reveals, is their expe­
rience as miners and as members of 
the miners' union. This has con­
ditioned them to be skeptical of any 
association with mine owners or their 
agents. If they are to win the election 
and then succeed in withstanding the 
pressures that the mine owners will 
put upon them, much more active par­
ticipation by tens of thousands of 
working miners in the coal mine 
health and safety movement will be 
required. A change in UMW leader­
ship that puts the union squarely be­
hind that movement can be a great 
help at this juncture. But if Miners 
For Democracy fails in the election, 
the health and safety movement will 
continue despite what will surely ap­
pear to be a setback. 

Although Death and the Mines pro­
vides few clues as to how coal miners 
will reorganize their own ranks, it is 
a useful source of information about 
how they were disorganized by a gang 
of corrupt union officials in cahoots 
with the mine owners. 

- Frank Lovell 

'The Origin of the Family' 
The development of the women's 

liberation movement has stimulated 
renewed interest in Frederick Engels's 
classic work, The Origin of the Family, 
Private Property, and the State. This 
new edition (Pathfinder Press, New 
York, N.Y., 1972, 192 pp., $2.25, 
£0.95) should therefore be most wel­
come. 

Elaborating on the work of the 
American anthropologist Lewis Henry 
Morgan, Engels demonstrated that the 
fundamental institutions of contem­
porary society are not permanent fea­
tures of human nature, but are con­
stantly changing expressions of self­
created but objectively determined hu­
man history. 

Engels's methodology stands in 

marked contrast to most major trends 
of modern Western anthropology, func­
tionalist, diffusionist, structuralist, 
etc., each of which adopts an ahis­
torical approach. 

The Pathfinder edition includes an 
introduction by Marxist anthropolo­
gist Evelyn Reed, who relates Engels's 
findings to the current debate about 
whether the patriarchal family must 
be a permanent aspect of human life. 
She defends Engels's method against 
the dominant tendencies of present-day 
anthropology, and suggests some 
necessary corrections of Morgan's­
and Engels's- terminology. 

The book also includes Engels's 
essay "The Part Played by Labor in 
the Transition from Ape to Man." 
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The Mandel Case-A Sovereign Right Denied 
[The following article, titled "Mandel: 

A sovereign right denied," is reprinted 
from the November issue of Rights, 
magazine of the National Emergency 
Civil Liberties Committee ( NECLC). 
Its author, David Rosenberg, is the 
attorney who acted on behalf of the 
NECLC in the case of Ernest Man­
del.] 

* * * 
If for no other reason, the Nixon­

Burger Court will be remembered for 
its efforts to make the courts run on 
time. For it was in relentless pursuit 
of this goal that the Court struck a 
staggering blow to the First Amend­
ment in its recent decision of 
Kleindienst v. Mandel, decided on the 
last day of the official 1971 term, 
June 29, 1972. 

Mandel was an action brought by 
several American university professors 
on behalf of the nation's community 
of scholars and students challenging 
Attorney General Mitchell's refusal to 
grant a visa to Dr. Ernest Mandel, 
a Belgian Marxist economist and 
scholar. Dr. Mandel had sought the 
visa in 1969 for the purpose of at­
tending a series of academic meetings 
at a number of major universities in 
this country. Although the government 
was fully aware that extensive plans 
had already been made for Dr. Man­
del's participation in these meetings, 
neither Dr. Mandel nor his American 
hosts were advised of the Attorney 
General's exclusion order until after 
it was too late to attend the meetings. 
As a result, several of the meetings 
were abruptly canceled, while others 
proceeded on a revised format in his 
absence. 

Efforts to mediate the problem were 
rebuffed or ignored by the Justice De­
partment, which steadfastly refused to 
lift the exclusion order. Concern in the 
academic community generally became 
widespread as its members were 
alerted to the fact that their freedom 
was seriously threatened. The question 
all were asking was: Why should the 
Attorney General have chosen to dis­
rupt undeniably peaceful classroom 
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and lecture hall meetings? That ques­
tion was at the heart of the litigation 
that followed, but it was never 
answered. Indeed, almost to the very 
end of that litigation the Attorney 
General maintained that he was obli­
gated to justify his action to no one 
and to no court. Finally, under pres­
sure, the Attorney General advanced 
a patently frivolous and disingenuous 
reason for his action, but at that point 
the infection of Nixon appointees on 
the Court had so completely under­
mined its commitment to First Amend­
ment liberties that it was unable to 
respond to the challenge. 

The Attorney General predicated his 
action upon certain provisions of the 
infamous McCarran-W alter Act of 
1952.1 Essentially, those provisions 
authorize exclusion, at the Attorney 
General's discretion, of any alien who 
at any time has advocated or taught 
"the economic, international, and 
governmental doctrines of world com­
munism," or has ever written, 
published, circulated, distributed or 
displayed literature containing such 
advocacy or teaching. While the act 
provides that a visa may be recom­
mended by the Secretary of State, the 
Attorney General is nonetheless free to 
reject that recommendation. In Dr. 
Mandel's case, as will be discussed 
more fully, the Secretary of State not 
only recommended a visa but stren­
uously objected when the Attorney 
General unceremoniously disregarded 
it. 

Nothing Attorney General Mitchell 
did was actually contrary to either the 
spirit or the letter of the McCarran­
W alter Act. As the Supreme Court once 
rather dispassionately noted, that act 
was designed to legislate as "toward 
a closed society.".2 Its supporters in 
Congress candidly acknowledged that 
the measure was a device by which 
to implement the federal power to bar 
entry to "any alien for any reason 
whatsoever, .such as the government's 

1. 8 United States Code 1182 (a) (28), 
(d) (3) (A). 

2. Harrisiades v. Shaughnessy, 342 
United States 580, 588. 

dislike of the alien's political or 
social ideas "3 

Nor had prior Attorneys General 
conceived of their power as anything 
less than autocratic. Within months 
after the act became effective, Presi­
dent Truman's Attorney General 
moved quickly to exclude more than 
a dozen of Europe's most prominent 
scientists and intellectuals. This action 
was vehemently condemned by Ameri­
can scholars as "a serious threat to 
the progress of American science and 
learning." 4 Einstein, Bethe, Urey, 
Compton, and Aron, among others, 
sharply protested the exclusions 
in statements published in the October 
and December 1952 issues of the Bul­
letin of the Atomic Scientists. Nothing 
turned the Attorney General from his 
course- a course consistently followed 
by his successors.5 

In June 1971, a three-judge district 
court in Brooklyn decided the Mandel 
case.6 The Court, with one judge dis­
senting, declared the challenged pro­
vision of the McCarran-Walter Act in­
valid under the First Amendment and 
enjoined the further exclusion of Dr. 
Mandel. Long-standing judicial ne­
glect and, if the truth be told, callous 
indifference in this vital area of immi­
gration law, was thus dramatically 
reversed. 

Breaking with a hundred years of 
judicial acquiescence in some of the 
most invidious legislative schemes ev­
er enacted by Congress, and with a 
"volume," as Justice Frankfurter once 
described it, of cases sustaining a poli­
cy of anything-goes-where-aliens-are­
concerned, the District Court ruled 

3. House [of Representatives] Report 
Number 136, House Committee on the 
Judiciary, 82nd Congress, 2nd Session, 
page 6 ( 1952); see also 98 Congressional 
Record, pages 4302, 4315-4316 ( 1952). 

4. Report of the President's Commission 
on Immigration and Naturalization, 
"Whom Shall We Welcome," page 69 
( 1953). 

5. See generally, Comment, Opening the 
Floodgates to Dissident Aliens, 6 Harvard 
Civil Rights-Civil Liberties Law Review 
141, 143-149 (1970). 

6. 325 Federal Supplement 620. 
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American citizens have a First Amend­
ment right to hear and engage in dis­
cussions with an alien at university 
and other public forums in this coun­
try that cannot be denied at the At­
torney General's unfettered discretion. 
Speaking for the Court in a moving 
and sensitive opinion that surveyed 
both contemporary First Amendment 
precedents as well as the historical 
roots to the freedoms that Amend­
ment guarantees, Judge Dooling con­
cluded that 

the First Amendment is not in its 
primary and most significant as­
pect a grant by the Constitution to 
the citizens of individual rights of 
self-expression but on the contrary 
reflects the total retention by the peo­
ple as sovereign to themselves of 
the right to free and open debate of 
political questions ... The concern 
of the First Amendment is not with 
a non-resident alien's individual and 
personal interest in entering and be­
ing heard, but with the rights of the 
citizens of the country to have the 
alien enter and to have him explain 
and seek to defend his views; that 
. . . is of the essence of self-govern­
ment. 

All that was wrought, all that was 
promised by the decision was thought­
lessly but thoroughly undone by the 
Supreme Court, 6-3, in the final hectic 
minutes of the last term. Based on its 
prior performance, one might have 
expected the Nixon-Burger Court sim­
ply to reject the district court's First 
Amendment approach and to restore 
"order" in the law of immigration. Cer­
tainly there was ample precedent for 
the proposition that the sovereign 
power to regulate immigration will 
not submit to judicial review. In that 
sense the Nixon-Burger Court would 
be less at fault than its predecessors. 
For the sad legacy in this area of 
law was not of the present Court's 
making, although no one can now 
doubt that it would have been had 
the Court been given the chance. A 
century of Supreme Court endeavor 
had made clear that constitutional 
rights vest in an alien only when he 
is in the country. And those rights 
usually have turned out to be illu­
sory when courts have been called 
upon to enforce them. 7 It neverthe-

7. See, e.g. Galven v. Press, 347 United 
States 522 sustaining the deportation of 
an alien who had resided here for 35 
years because he had voluntarily, but 
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less was firmly settled that aliens be­
yond our borders may claim no 
rights, real or imaginary.s The 
Court's decisions followed one another 
in unbroken line, affirming the gov­
ernment's policy of excluding all but 
white, right-thinking aliens, with lim­
ited exception for those others permit­
ted to enter under strict quota for 
industrial exploitation. 

But that was not the route followed 
in Mandel by the Supreme Court. 
Rather, the Court in a startling de­
parture from its predecessors an­
nounced its full recognition of the First 
Amendment right to hear alien speak­
ers. Justice Blackmun, speaking for 
the majority, declared that the "First 
Amendment right to 'receive informa­
tion and ideas'" is firmly embedded 
in Constitutional law and '"nowhere 
more vital' than in our schools and 
universities." He rejected the govern­
ment's argument that no one who 
could read or listen to tape-recordings 
would be deprived of either Dr. Man­
del's ideas or their rights. With some 
irony, Justice Blackmun reminded the 
government's counsel, who was a for­
mer Dean of the Harvard Law School, 
that his argument "overlooks what 
may be particular qualities inherent 
in sustained, face-to-face debate, dis­
cussion and questioning." 

But one should not be misled by 
this seemingly staunch support 
for First Amendment liberties. Justice 
Blackmun was writing in parody, not 
in praise, of the Warren Court and 
its First Amendment rulings. The ,Jus­
tice wasted no time in making it per­
fectly clear that the Court was going 
nowhere at all. 

Speculating that it would be a dif­
ferent case if the Attorney General had 
no valid reason for excluding Dr. 
Mandel, Justice Blackmun assured his 
readers that such was not presently 

without question, innocently, belonged to 
the Communist Party for 2 years. 

One noted exception was the decision in 
Graham v. Richardson, 403 United States 
365 striking down an Arizona statute 
barring aliens from applying for welfare 
unless they have resided in the state for at 
least 15 years. 

8. In one of its more generous moods 
the Court pronounced:' "Whatever the pro­
cedure authorized by Congress is, it is 
due process as far as an alien denied entry 
is concerned." Krauffv. Shaughnessy, 338 
United States 537, 544. With that the 
Court sustained the exclusion of the alien 
wife of an American citizen without any 
hearing or statement of reasons. 

the case, and given the unreal justifi­
cation the Court proceeded to accept, 
it became evident that there would 
very likely never be such a case. The 
"reason" Justice Blackmun was refer­
ring to was in fact nothing more than 
an accusation made in a letter from 
the Immigration and Naturalization 
Service (INS) to plaintiffs' counsel 
that Dr. Mandel had violated visa 
conditions during a prior visit. 

That "reason" was branded as pure 
"sham" by the three dissenters, Justices 
Douglas, Brennan and Marshall. The 
dissenters pointed to the government's 
own failure to assert this "reason" at 
any prior stage in the litigation, al­
though constantly urged to justify this 
position. They also noted that the "rea­
son" advanced was merely an asser­
tion, no more than an accusation; 
no evidence had been offered and none 
had ever been placed in the record to 
support the government's claim. The 
majority Justices frankly conceded the 
dissenters' points and implicitly ac­
knowledged that in reaching beyond 
the record for a basis to support their 
position, they were violating the car­
dinal principles of due process. 

Procedure was not the only funda­
mental error committed by the ma­
jority. The "reason" was itself wholly 
devoid of substance. The Attorney 
General's claim was that Dr. Mandel 
had attended a meeting during an 
earlier visit which was not on the 
itinerary he had attached to his visa 
application. The allegedly errant con­
duct apparently concerned an address 
Dr. Mandel gave to a gathering at 
a dinner meeting. He spoke about 
the events in France during May and 
,June 1968. Later in the evening post­
ers by French students were auctioned 
to aid the legal defense of the students 
who were under criminal charges for 
their actions in those events. Dr. Man­
del did not participate in the fund 
raising. 

Dr. Mandel's attendance at this meet­
ing initially led the Secretary of State 
to refuse to recommend a visa. But, 
after investigation into the facts, the 
Secretary of State concluded that Dr. 
Mandel had not been advised at the 
time his prior visa was issued that a 
condition of its grant was strict ad­
herence to his stated itinerary. Because 
of this fact, Dr. Mandel's assurances 
of compliance with future conditions, 
and as the Secretary stated, "the in­
terest of free expression of opinion 
and exchange of ideas," the Depart-
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ment of State recommended that the 
visa application be granted. 

Despite the Secretary's findings, the 
Attorney General denied the applica­
tion, as the INS letter asserts, because 
of Dr. Mandel's "flagrant abuse of the 
opportunities afforded him to express 
his views in this country .... " How 
technical violation of his visa condi­
tions, of which he was unaware, can 
amount to a "flagrant abuse" was nev­
er explained by the government. Nor 
did the Attorney General at any time 
suggest or attempt to demonstrate that 
the State Department's consular offi­
cials in Brussels, whose duty it was to 
properly advise Dr. Mandel of his 
visa conditions, had mistakenly con­
cluded that they had not so advised 
him. And no reason was ever given 
by the Attorney General as to why 
Dr. Mandel's assurances that were 
acceptable to the Secretary of State 
were unacceptable to him. 

Yet, the Court ruled that where as 
in the Mandel case the Attorney Gen­
eral's exercise of discretion rests on 
a "facially legitimate and bona fide 
reason, the courts will neither look 
behind the exercise of that discretion, 
nor test it by balancing its justifica­
tion against the First Amendment in­
terests of those who seek personal 
communication with the applicant." To 
hold otherwise, the Court said, would 
be to burden the courts with innumer­
able challenges. Furthermore it would 
require the courts to make their de­
terminations "on the basis of factors 
such as the size of the audience or the 
probity of the speakers' ideas .... " 

But there is no evidence that per­
mitting review in cases like Mandel 
would increase the burden on the fed­
eral courts to any significant degree. 
In fact, in the past five years no more 
than 43 aliens have been denied visas 
in Dr. Mandel's category. Moreover, 
it has never been thought until now 
that citizens can be denied a remedy 
for violations of their First Amend­
ment rights solely because the courts 
are too busy. It is apparently the new 
doctrine that the federal courts are 
principally concerned with disposing 
of cases, not with the enforcement or 
protection of constitutional rights. 

And as for the "factors" relevant to 
judicial review, no one ever suggested 
that it should be the province of either 
the Court or the Attorney General to 
decide which meetings to sanction and 
which to prevent on the basis of the 
contents of what would be said. Rath-
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er, the relevant "factors" were those 
supplied by the Court itself when it 
spoke of legitimate and bona fide rea­
sons, which must, of course, be tested 
-not merely accepted. From the rec­
ord, it was indeed plain that the At­
torney General's rationale was not 
"facially legitimate and bona fide." But 
assuming the record was not so plain, 
it is clear that even where First 
Amendment interests are not involved, 
let alone a case where they are, the 
Court has never permitted mere al­
legations to foreclose the exercise of 
constitutional or other federal rights. 
What the plaintiffs were denied in Man­
del was their day in court, a chance 
to be heard; never before have such 
basic elements of fairness been denied 
and such summary treatment of First 
Amendment rights been sanctioned by 
the Supreme Court. 

Until Mandel, any restriction on 
First Amendment liberties had to be 
subjected to close scrutiny of its un­
derlying factual basis,9 to be related 
to a "compelling interest,"lO and to 
be measured against less drastic 
means available to achieve the state's 

9. See, e.g. Pickering v. Board of Edu­
cation, 391 United States 563. 

10. See, e.g. Williams v. Rhodes, 393 
United States 23. 

objective.ll Those safeguards had 
been adhered to by the Court in every 
area of government control, including 
the most sensitive ones of national 
security and foreign relations. The 
Court never explains why those prin­
ciples did not apply to Mandel. One 
gets the sense, after reading the opin­
ion, that the Court simply did not 
want to take the time. 

Mandel, although it arose in the 
field of immigration law where the 
Court had yet to make clear the First 
Amendment's applicability, indicates 
a retreat from what a few years ago 
seemed inevitable. The Court's signal 
is strong, and its repercussions may 
well be the defeat of challenges in 
other areas where First Amendment 
liberties have been treated as alien. 

That the Court bartered away sig­
nificant First Amendment rights 
at such a cheap and petty price is not 
so remarkable in view of its other 
decisions last term. Yet, in none of 
those decisions was the people's sov­
ereign liberties so squarely at issue 
and so lightly dismissed; and, it is 
submitted, none will be so long re­
gretted. 

11. See, e.g. United States v. Robel, 
389 United States 258. 

Mandel's Letter to NECLC 
[The following letter, dated Septem­

ber 9, was sent by Ernest Mandel to 
the National Emergency Civil Liber­
ties Committee (NECLC). It is re­
printed from the November issue of 
Rights, bimonthly publication of the 
NECLC.] 

* * * 

Dear friends of the NECLC: 
Now that Nixon's court has 

knocked us out, and my case has 
ended its juridical course, I should like 
to thank all of you, and especially 
Leonard Boudin, David Rosenberg, 
as well as the eight plaintiffs and Edith 
Tiger, for your efforts on my behalf. 

I am sure that the wide support you 
managed to get among the most nota­
ble American academics, two thirds of 
the lower court judges, and one third 
of the Supreme Court judges, has 
something to do with the importance 
of upholding and defending a prin-

ciple, irrespective of the person who 
happens to suffer in a given case from 
its denial: the principle of free com­
munication of ideas and of human 
beings. 

We are living in an epoch of deep 
social crisis, when this principle is 
all too often trampled upon. As you 
are well aware, I take a definite 
stand in the social and political strug­
gles which are developing in today's 
world. But I remain deeply convinced 
that whatever radical, revolutionary 
change is necessary to solve that so­
cial crisis, no useful purpose can be 
served by fighting ideas with attempts 
at suppression and repression. And 
those who feel threatened in their priv­
ileges by contemporary developments 
should read and ponder upon the les­
sons of history: no revolutionary 
change was ever prevented by trying 
to suppress the circulation of ideas. 
If anything, such measures of sup­
pression in the end always hastenradi-
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cal social change rather than stop it. 
Please communicate my expression 

of warm gratitude to all those instru­
mental in bringing my case to the 

Supreme Court and defending it there. 

With my very best greetings, 
Ernest Mandel 

PSU Members Join Ligue Communiste 

[A group of forty-seven members 
of the French Parti Socialist Unifie­
(PS U- United Socialist party) an­
nounced their decision to apply for 
membership in the Ligue Communiste, 
French section of the Fourth Inter­
national, at a news conference October 
28. The group includes eight who held 
positions of national responsibility in 
the PS U- among them two members 
of the National Bureau and three 
members of the DPN (Direction Poli~ 
tique N ationale- National Political 
Leadership). Fifteen, most of them in­
volved in industrial plants, held posic 
tions of responsibility at the depart­
mental level in twelve different depart, 
ments. The group also included Jean­
Marie Vincent, former editor of 
the PS U's weekly, Tribune Socialiste. 

[We reprint below excerpts of a let~ 
ter explaining the group's decision to 
affiliate to the Ligue Communiste. 
They were published in the November 
4 issue of the Ligue's weekly news­
paper, Rouge. The translation is by 
Intercontinental Press.] 

* * * 

The Ligue Communiste has grown: 
It is now a strong organization with 
close to 5,000 members; it is estab­
lished on a national scale, and it has 
correctly extricated itself from the uni­
versity milieu in which it was born. 
Nothing with any impact can be done 
on the far left today without the Ligue. 
... If one compares the actions since 
1960 of militants affiliated to the 
Fourth International with our own ac~ 
tivism in the PS U -leaving aside con­
junctura! errors and virtues on either 
side- generally speaking, from the 
beginning these militants were right 
and we were wrong. 

The Mass, Revolutionary 

International 

We think that it is an immediate an!f 
urgent task to build a mass, revolq­
tionary international. It is not pos­
sible for revolutionists who subscribe 
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to the concept of permanent revolution 
and who recognize the interrelation­
ship of different struggles ... to tol­
erate a situation in which each indi­
vidual does what he can in his own 
corner .... 

It is this step that leads us today 
to request membership in the French 
section of the Fourth International. 
The fact is that we recognize a whole 
series of valuable qualities in the 
Fourth International- not only hav­
ing passed on the heritage of Leninism 
and the lessons of the struggle of the 
left opposition to new generations, but 
also to having been able to under­
stand in time the decisive importance 
of the development of the productive 
forces and the consequences this would 
have for the workers' struggles, the 
historic role of the Indochinese revo­
lution, and the emergence of new van­
guards from under the yoke of Stalin­
ism. 

But, for us, the Fourth International 
is not the mass, revolutionary inter­
national. . . . The process of re­
groupment will be complex, and will 
include forces originating outside the 
framework of the Fourth International 
that are evolving in the direction of 
revolutionary Marxism. This, more­
over, is the attitude taken by the 
Fourth [International] toward the 
Groupe Revolution Socialiste [Social­
ist Revolution Group] in Martinique, 
as well as toward the Basque ETA 
[Euzkadi ta Azkatasuna- Basque N a­
tion and Freedom]. 

We think that the Fourth Interna­
tional is a good instrument- the best, 
and the only instrument- for building 
a mass, revolutionary international. 

For Revolutionary Industrial Work 

The Ligue, in contrast to the ultra­
left, has always maintained the need 
for coherent work in the trade unions. 
The now complete failure of the strug­
gle committees and other "unionist 
nonunionist" committees as an on­
going form of workers' regroupment 
is sufficient to demonstrate the com-

mon sense of the positions taken by 
the Ligue. But it is not enough to 
"work in the unions." An important 
task of the moment is also to do what 
is necessary to develop a powerful 
revolutionary tendency that can con­
front the union bureaucracies. But 
what group is trying to do this, if not 
the Ligue? The way in which it is 
today dealing with this problem seems 
to us on the whole correct. It is, in­
deed, important to understand that 
there are advanced workers and revo­
lutionists who do not feel the need 
for or understand the role of a party. 
What is necessary is not to give them 
an ultimatum but to work together 
with them around ideas and goals 
that we share on the basis of mutual 
experiences. . . . 

Thus it [the Ligue] has been able 
to move toward an increasingly ho­
mogeneous intervention by its worker­
militants within the unions and at the 
same time to build a workers' fraction 
within its organization in branch after 
branch of industry. Thus, of all the 
groups on the left, it alone is able to 
attempt to master the dialectical 
relationship between its key political 
campaigns and its daily work .... 

The general orientation of the Ligue 
Communiste appears perfectly correct 
to us in terms of the slogans it puts 
forward in struggles, as well as in its 
approach to carrying out these strug­
gles (linking together general meetings 
of the workers, strike committees, and 
support committees). . . . 

It seems to us also that while quite 
properly reaffirming the priority of 
carrying out work in the CGT [Con­
federation Generale du Travail- Gen­
eral Confederation of Labor], the ex­
perience of the Ligue Communiste it­
self has made it possible for it to ~ove 
ahead in its grasp of working within 
the CFDT [Confederation Fran~aise 
et Democratique du Travail- French 
Democratic Confederation of Labor]. 

Finally, the Ligue Communiste has 
shown its ability to dedicate its orga­
nization as a whole to mobilizations 
mainly oriented toward the factories 
and to do so in such a way as to 
raise the class struggle to a higher 
political level and a higher level of 
centralization. 

Building the Revolutionary Party 

The Ligue Communiste is not the 
revolutionary party. And the latter 
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will not come into being simply as 
a result of a gradual, continual 
strengthening of the Ligue Commu­
niste; qualitative changes will be nec­
essary .... 

The conscious intervention into this 
process of an ideologically sound or­
ganization is a necessity. 

Only the Ligue Communiste seems 
to us qualified to fulfill this role. For 
this requires an organization whose 
members all share a common expe­
rience- that of revolutionary Marx­
ism - which is able, on this foun­
dation, to undogmatically adapt its 
strategy to the given circumstances 
of the class struggle .... 

Stalinism and Building the Party 

The Ligue Communiste applies the 
tactic of the united front in such a way 
that it is always subordinated to the 
goal of building the revolutionary 
party: What is involved is an attempt 
to acquire the means to confront the 
PCF [Parti Communiste Fram;ais­
French Communist party] in the main 
areas of its political intervention. 

One of the most outstanding features 
of this tactic is participating in the key 
actions of the PCF. The opportunities 
for participating in any given action 
are, of course, open to discussion. 
Nevertheless, the general principles 
with which the Ligue Communiste ap­
proaches such a situation, and the 
way it applies them, are on the whole 
correct. ... 

Today, the results of the systematic 
policy of the Ligue Communiste in 
this area must be faced up to: It is 
the only group on the far left today 
that is in a position to take on the 
task of preparing a head-on confron­
tation with Stalinism .... 

What Kind of Intervention? 

From Gilles Guiot to Courbain, and 
from Burgos to the Joint Franc;ais 
support committees,* the Ligue Com­
muniste has shown its ability to inter­
vene in mass movements, and even 
to keep them going. At the present 
stage of its evolution, its field of ac­
tion still leaves room for development. 
For we believe that the revolutionary 
organization owes it to itself to make 

*Committees that built public support for 
the workers at the Joint Francais plant 
in Saint-Brieuc, Brittany, during their two­
month strike last April-May.- IP 
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its activities felt on all fronts where the 
working class is becoming conscious 
of its exploitation. . . . 

For its part, the Ligue Communiste 
has stood aside from a series of im­
portant areas of struggle. In many 
cases, we think it has been wrong: 
This is especially true of the women's 
movement. But it has never developed 
any theories to justify its abstention, 
and it has never fallen into the primi­
tive economism of certain revolution­
ary groups .... 

We believe the Ligue Communiste 
is capable of offering solutions. The 
Ligue is not, for us, just one among 
others in the kaleidoscope of revolu­
tionary organizations: It is the only 
one capable of moving qualitatively 
ahead in establishing links with the 
masses and becoming rooted in the 
class struggle. . . . 

One could, to be sure, stick to the 
widespread stereotypes about the 
breast-beating of the Ligue Commu­
niste .... Only, the Ligue realizes 
that other organized forces are active­
ly involved in the process of building 
the revolutionary party, and it has 
begun to translate this realization into 
deeds by opening up discussions with 
Lutte Ouvriere. Some joint campaigns 

have already resulted from this, 
among them the campaign for equal 
pay raises for all. ... 

Finally, we must raise the problems 
facing the revolutionary current as 
we have defined it. It is with regard 
to the radicalized sectors of the mass 
movements that the balance sheet of 
the Ligue Communiste's activity has 
been weakest up to now. This fact 
can be explained by the very history 
of the evolution of the Ligue Commu­
niste. It can also be justified by the 
correct priority that it has given to 
directly confronting Stalinism. 

But today, the level the Ligue Com­
muniste has reached, and the influence 
of the far left, make it possible to se­
riously envisage carrying out work 
oriented toward these layers: The re­
sponse within the CFDT for some time 
now to the positions of the Ligue Com­
muniste is one of the first indications 
of this ... 

Today, building the revolutionary 
party no longer seems like a labor 
of Sisyphus. It is in the Ligue Com­
muniste that we intend to do what 
we can to build it. For we are now 
convinced that in order to build the 
revolutionary party, today we must 
build the Ligue Communiste. D 

SLL Slanders East Europe Conference 

[On October 20-22, the Conference 
of Radical Scholars of Soviet and 
Eastern European Studies held a meet­
ing in London. Attended by a wide 
range of political activists and schol­
ars, it discussed various important 
issues in Soviet and East European 
politics. 

[The conference appears to have 
aroused the ire of the Socialist Labour 
League (SLL), a sectarian British out­
fit that falsely claims to be Trotsky­
ist. For the information of our 
readers, we publish below an attack 
on the conference that was published 
in the November 24 issue of Workers 
Press, the organ of the SLL. 

[The Workers Press harangue is fol­
lowed by a reply drafted by the con­
ference organizers. It answers the 
SLL's charges and describes the ac­
tual work of the conference.] 

* * * 
The defence of victims of Stalinist 

repression in Eastern Europe is a 

class question which involves a prin­
cipled struggle against Stalinism with­
in the workers' movement. 

Only on this basis can the working 
class in the capitalist countries aid 
its brothers in the deformed workers' 
states to prepare the political revo­
lution which will overthrow the bu­
reaucracy's rule. 

This is not, however, the basis 
of an organization called Radical 
Scholars of Soviet and East Europe­
an Studies which held its second con­
ference in London at the weekend. 

This body is animated largely by 
academic supporters of the revision­
ist International Marxist Group ( IMG ), 
New Left and International Socialists. 
Its organizers describe it as 'a non­
sectarian arena on the nature of so­
cialism' and hope to publish a mag­
azine called 'Critique' for this purpose. 

Among the speakers at the week­
end conference were Ernest Mandel, 
the leading Belgian revisionist, and 
Jiri Pelikan, former director of Czech-
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oslovak television, now living in exile 
in Rome. 

Pelikan is a supporter of the Alex­
ander Dubcek wing of the Czechoslo­
vak Stalinist Bureaucracy which want­
ed to introduce 'socialism with a hu­
man face' in the Prague Spring of 
1968. He advocates working within 
the communist parties of Eastern Eu­
rope to 'push' their leaders to 'over­
come and avoid certain deformations'. 
He told the conference: 'Some people 
criticize Dubcek for not having a clear 
programme, but how could such a 
programme exist?' 

Mandel and his supporters natural­
ly accepted this explicit attack on 
Trotskyism because they share Peli­
kan's hostility to the building of in­
dependent revolutionary parties both 
in the capitalist countries and in the 
degenerated workers' states. 

Mandel considers the political rev­
olution against Stalinism will be the 
'spontaneous' act of the working class: 
'From the moment the masses become 
autonomously and spontaneously ac­
tive, the power of the bureaucracy 
seems to disappear like lightning,' 
he said. 

The outcome of the 'spontaneous' 
action of the masses in Czecho­
slovakia, however, was the Dubcek 
regime, which even Pelikan admits 
'accepted the logic of "normalization"' 
under the Warsaw Pact occupation. 

The third element in this highly du­
bious amalgam of anti-Trotskyists is 
provided by the Communist Party of 
Great Britain. Monty Johnstone, the 
party's anti- Trotskyist specialist, was 
greeted at the conference in the friend­
liest manner by Pelikan and Mandel's 
supporters Tariq Ali and Robin 
Blackburn. 

Johnstone is a long-standing politi­
cal hack and Stalin-worshipper whose 
political credit is sustained entirely by 
anti-Marxists like Blackburn and Ali. 
Twenty years ago he was an enthu­
siastic supporter of the infamous 
Czechoslovak Slansky show-trial. 

The revisionists acclaim this man 
as a 'radical scholar' of Eastern Eur­
ope and the Soviet Union, though he 
has not attempted to explain his slav­
ish support for Stalin's crimes, even 
retrospectively. 

Following the show trials of Dub­
cek supporters in July and August 
this year Pelikan wrote to the Ameri­
can Stalinist Angela Davis appealing 
for her to intervene with the Gustav 
Husak leadership on their behalf. 
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Davis adamantly refused and was 
rewarded with a VIP tour of Eastern 
Europe and the Soviet Union. Davis 
is still being built up by the British 
Communist Party as a heroine of the 
struggle against oppression. Yet the 
party is silent about her betrayal of 
the Stalinist victims in Czechoslovakia. 
Pelikan tactfully refrained from men­
tioning this instructive episode at the 
'scholars' conference. 

The IMG men naturally did not 
mention it either- it might have up­
set their friend Johnstone. These peo­
ple cannot fight Stalinism and their 
'defence' of the victims of Stalinist re­
pression in Eastern Europe is a lib­
eral-humanitarian political fraud. 

Pabloite revisionism led by Mandel's 
old friend Michel Pablo long ago dis­
tinguished itself as the running-dog 
of Stalinism. 

And the Conference Replies 
The article in Workers Press, Tues­

day, October 24, entitled 'A Strange 
Gathering', attacked by systematic dis­
tortion the Conference of Radical 
Scholars of Soviet and East European 
Studies, which had its second confer­
ence during the weekend of October 
20th to 22nd. The organisers of the 
Conference and the editors of Critique 
choose to reply to this attack by 
means of an open letter sent to Work­
ers Press, Socialist Worker, and Red 
Mole. We do this because we feel that 
given the attitude displayed in the ar­
ticle, Worker~ Press is most unlikely 
to print our reply, and that comrades 
of all Trotskyist organisations should 
have the opportunity to hear our re­
ply and judge for themselves the value 
of our venture. 

Before passing to the central pur­
pose of this letter, which is to offer a 
report and an assessment of the con­
ference we must reply to the fabri­
cations of the article. Firstly, Monty 
Johnstone was not invited to speak, 
nor did he attend the conference. Work­
ers Press chooses to ignore this and 
prints a picture of Johnstone before 
a microphone, a picture not even tak­
en at the conference, labelling John­
stone as one of the main participants. 
Monty Johnstone was not 'greeted' at 
the conference in the friendliest man­
ner by Pelikan and Mandel's support­
ers Tariq Ali and Robin Backburn', 
nor do the so-called revisionists (pre­
sumably the organisers of the con­
ference) acclaim Johnstone as a "radi­
cal scholar" of Eastern Europe and 
the Soviet Union. The only basis for 
these accusations is that Johnstone 
arrived on Sunday, after the final pa­
per of the conference. Secondly, the 
conference was in no way anti-Trot­
skyist. The majority of participants 
clearly accepted the analysis by Trot-

sky of the Soviet Union as rheir point 
of departure. Thirdly, Jiri Pelikan was 
invited to present a paper at the con­
ference because the organisers believe 
it is the duty of the non Stalinist left 
in the West to listen to those emigres 
from Eastern Europe and the Soviet 
Union who present a socialist criticism 
of those states even if we have im­
portant differences with them. We must 
listen to these people and discuss ques­
tions of the transition to socialism 
with them. Does the SLL advise its 
comrades to pay no attention to the 
work of Kuron and Modzelewski be­
cause they are not Trotskyists? Fin­
ally, it seems to us that the article 
in Workers Press proceeds from the 
central assumption that any organi­
sation not controlled by the SLL must 
be attacked in the most vicious and 
unprincipled manner with no regard 
for accuracy. 

The impetus for the founding of the 
Conference of Radical Scholars of So­
viet and East European Studies ori­
ginates from the desire of a number 
of left-wing lecturers and students in 
the field to stimulate a wide-ranging 
discussion of the social structure and 
social change in the Soviet Union and 
Eastern Europe from a critical left­
wing and Marxist viewpoint. The or­
ganisers of the conference feel that 
this function cannot adequately be ful­
filled by either the 'orthodox' aca­
demic organisations and journals, nor 
Marxist journals such as New Left 
Review. The 'orthodox' academicians 
proceed with an empirical methodolo­
gy; the established Marxist journals 
are concerned with a field too broad 
to allow concentration on the Soviet 
Union and Eastern Europe. Further, 
if a discussion of the type indicated 
above is to occur, the organisers of 
the conference believe that this can-
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not be done through an organisation 
which is under the control of any one 
left tendency. Neither can the discus­
sion be sustained within the limits of 
analysis made in the 1930s and 
1940s. 

The conference held in London dur­
ing the weekend of October 20-22 con­
tinued the work of an earlier confer­
ence held in Glasgow last January. 
The recent conference comprised six 
papers and discussions, covering var­
ious aspects of the Soviet and Eastern 
European political economy and po­
litical change. The conference heard 
papers on the History of the Polish 
Working Class (Jerzy Kolankiewicz), 
on Political Change in the Soviet 
Union Since the Death of Stalin (Mary 
McAuley), on the Soviet State (Ralph 
Miliband), on the Legacy of Czech­
oslovakia (Jiri Pelikan), on Marxist 
Theories of the Soviet Union (Hillel 
Ticktin), and on the Transitional 
Economy (Ernest Mandel). The dom­
inating theme of the discussion was 
the complex and contradictory nature 
of the soviet political economy which 
raises considerable problems of anal­
ysis for a Marxist. In a letter of this 
length it would be impossible to sum­
marize any of the contributions. The 
most important of these papers, in 

particular those of Mandel and Tick­
tin, will be published at a later date 
by Critique, a journal founded to 
carry on the work of the conference. 
The first issue of this journal is to 
be published in December. 

As a whole, the conference was a 
success, attracting a registration of 
over 400. The conference served an 
important function in bringing togeth­
er people interested in developing anal­
ysis of the Soviet Union and Eastern 
Europe along the lines indicated. 
Throughout the conference, it was rec­
ognized that this involved a discussion 
of the meaning of socialism and an 
evaluation of the Soviet experience as 
an element in the development of revo­
lutionary practice. For example, Er­
nest Mandel, in discussing the transi­
tion period specified six essential pre­
requisites of socialism, and Jiri Pelikan 
discussed the Czechoslovak movement 
of 1968 in the light of these prerequi­
sites. 

In conclusion, we ask Workers Press 
to publish this letter as a reply to 
their article, and welcome anti-Stalin­
ists of any tendency to our future 
conferences. 

Yours fraternally, 
Editors of Critique and Organisers of 

the Conference of Radical Scholars 
of Soviet and East European Studies 

What Hanoi Said in September 

[The following article appeared in 
the September 1972 issue of the Viet­
nam Courier, an English-language 
magazine published in Hanoi.] 

* * 

The will for peace is so legitimate 
and so universal an aspiration that 
all words, all proposals of peace al­
ways find an echo: the worst warmon­
gers know this and for 25 years suc­
cessive American presidents have mis­
used the word. Nixon is no exception. 
He proposes a cease fire under inter­
national control, the withdrawal 
of US troops in the four months that 
follow, and the release of captured 
American militarymen. Political settle­
ment must be dissociated from mili­
tary settlement, he says, for it is too 
complex and should be reached 

December I I, 1972 

through an agreement between the 
Vietnamese parties. 

The proposal is an attractive one 
for a tired and anguished US opinion, 
for those who want peace "at any cosf': 
Let the bombs stop falling, we'll see 
to the rest later. Let's take a closer 
look at things and see what will be 
the practical results. First, Mr Nixon 
will be able to present himself to the 
US electorate as having made peace, 
and, what is no less important, the 
Saigon regime can appear as the legal 
government of the country, all attempt 
to overthrow it being now a violation 
of the agreements signed, which might 
set in motion a terrible mechanism of 
reprisals. Mr Nixon will have won 
on both scores: to get himself re-elected 
and to consolidate the power of his 
placemen in Saigon, not to mention 

the recovery of captured US military­
men. 

Washington wants to make people 
believe that the US is not responsible 
for the rigging up of the Saigon power 
apparatus, that the end of all direct 
military intervention would mean 
complete US disentanglement from 
VietNam and total respect of her inde­
pendence. Even for those who have 
not read the Pentagon papers, the trick 
is a rather clumsy one. What is the 
use of the billions of dollars which 
since 1954 have poured into South 
Viet Nam at the same time as huge 
shipments of arms, various American 
military and civilian missions and 
thousands of American advisers, if 
not to impose on the Vietnamese 
people an anti-national, anti-demo­
cratic government? Who has financed, 
equipped and commanded the Saigon 
army and police, all that apparatus 
for repression war, and "pacification," 
those "tiger cages"? Why did Washing·· 
ton unleash its "special war" from 1961 
to 1965, land half a million GI's, pour 
14 million tons of bombs and shells 
on Viet Nam? Why has Mr Nixon 
used such massive air and naval 
forces against both zones of VietNam, 
if not to save from disaster the regime 
installed by the US in Saigon? 

After many months of massive 
bombing and blockade of the DRVN 
and of diplomatic manoeuvering, Mr 
Nixon has not been able to obtain the 
results he expected on the battlefield. 
Without the massive military protec­
tion of the US, the Saigon regime 
would have collapsed. Washington 
wants to obtain at the conference table 
what it cannot get by military means, 
as always by resorting to blackmail: 
accept the present government, don't 
lay a finger on it, or I will destroy 
the country. Mr Nixon wants to keep 
in hand that puppet army and police 
which will enable him to impose his 
will on the Vietnamese people. If he 
can just get a few months' respite, in 
order to get himself re-elected and prop 
up that apparatus so badly shaken 
by the offensive of the patriotic forces, 
Mr Nixon will be in a favourable 
position to invoke all kinds of pre­
texts and do what his predecessors 
had done, that is, to send in US 
military power each time that 
apparatus is again threatened. 

Nixon's proposal will not therefore 
lead to peace, but to an indefinite 
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prolongation of the conflict. US armed 
aggression against Viet Nam has 
definite political aims: to impose US 
neo-colonialist domination on the 
country. So long as there is no 
political· settlement, so long as Wash­
ington does not give up its will to 
force on the Vietnamese people a 
government at the Americans' beck 

and call, there will be no genuine 
peace. The Vietnamese people have 
already repeatedly refused to yield to 
the blackmail of destruction. This time, 
they will not give way. Peace will come 
only if the Vietnamese people's funda­
mental national rights are respecteid 
and consecrated by an adequate politi­
cal solution. 

Michael Harrington and the SWP's 'Fantasy' 

Debate on U.S. Road to Socialism 
George Novack, Marxist scholar 

and a leader of the Socialist Workers 
party, debated Michael Harrington, 
a former cochairman of the reformist 
Socialist party-Democratic Socialist 
Federation (SP-DSF) at New York 
City's Queens College on November 
14. They presented opposing views 
of "The Road to Socialism in Amer-
ica." 

The author of Socialism (for a re­
view, see Intercontinental Press, July 
10, p. 811 ), Harrington is the best­
known of the inveterate parliamentary 
cretins who make up the Socialist par­
ty's leadership. Since 1948, no leading 
member of the tendency he represents 
has agreed to debate a proponent of 
revolutionary socialism. But Harring­
ton, whose firm dedication to liberal 
"democracy" places him in the left wing 
of U. S. anticommunism, broke with 
that precedent. 

Last October Harrington resigned 
his cochairmanship of the SP-DSF in 
a dispute over the party's tepid en­
dorsement of George McGovern's can­
didacy. Despite the SP-DSF's formal 
position, many party leaders favored 
the electoral stand taken by AFL-CIO 
President George Meany, who indi­
cated his preference for Nixon by red­
baiting McGovern. Harrington, an en­
thusiastic McGovernite, charged that 
the SP-DSF "is today doing the work 
of Richard Nixon." While reiterating 
his party's position of opposition to 
the workers states, he attacked the 
SP's policy of "supporting reactionary 
anti-Communists as an alternative to 
Communism- of backing Chiang, 
Batista, or French colonialism, Diem, 
and the generals in Indochina." 

Nevertheless, Harrington said he 
would remain in the Socialist party 
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because "it is a member party of the 
Socialist [Second] International." 

In the debate with Novack Harring­
ton made little effort to defend his 
party or its record. He said he did 
not want to discuss "whether the So­
cialist Workers party or the Socialist 
party has best succeeded in creating 
a socialist cadre, a socialist sect, a 
group of socialists. If that were the 
debate, I would concede defeat at the 
outset." 

Instead, he defended the view that 
"George Meany and the trade-union 
movement, on tax policy, on national 
health insurance, on full employment, 
on planning, on social security, on 
poverty, on all of these issues, rep­
resent the mass left wing of American 
society." This penetrating observation 
followed his characterization of the 
SWP's view of U.S. society as "fan­
tastic." 

Interpreting Nixon's landslide as a 
sharp rightward turn by the workers, 
he said, "I want to win them back 
to the Democratic party." 

Attacking the SWP's revolutionary 
strategy, Harrington said, "As long 
as it is possible to have nonviolent 
parliamentary change, I think it is 
absolutely criminal to talk about go­
ing into the streets." 

George Novack pointed out that the 
Second International, to which Har­
rington adheres, "embraces political 
personages such as Willy Brandt, 
Harold Wilson, Guy Mollet, and Gol­
da Meir. . . . When in office, all of 
them have acted as caretakers of the 
capitalist regime and upheld private 
ownership and profiteering at the ex­
pense of working people .... In their 
most radical flights they are propo­
nents of the welfare-warfare state and 

never proceed beyond that point in 
political practice." 

"Imagine Marx's indignation," he 
said, "at the spectacle of a so-called 
socialist party divided over which cap­
italist candidate to support. What a 
theme for satire!" 

Novack told the audience of eighty 
persons, "Vietnam is a test case. Un­
like many of his colleagues, Harring­
ton now calls for the U.S. to get out 
of Vietnam. But he is not for the vic­
tory of the National Liberation Front 
as we are, because he fears this will 
bring about the installation of bureau­
cratic collectivism. . . . He is a so­
phisticated advocate of a nonexistent 
'third camp' which claims to stand 
above both the imperialist and anti­
imperialist forces contending for su­
premacy .... But, when the chips are 
down, he refuses to side with the ac­
tual struggle of the oppressed against 
their oppressors in Vietnam, and not 
only there." 

Commenting on Harrington's claim 
to represent Marxism, Novack said, 
"He portrays a Marx that resembles 
himself far morr than the original. 
He tries to remake Marx, the tiger, 
into a tabby cat, a moderate social­
democratic reformist and gradualist 
who was unfortunately subject to fits 
of ultraleftism, as in 1850 when he 
projected the process and program 
of permanent revolution and in 1871 
when he hailed the Paris Commune 
and the dictatorship of the proletar­
iat." D 

Prosecutor Asks Life 
in Sallustro Case 

The prosecutor in the Camara Federal 
en lo Penal (Federal Criminal Court) in 
Buenos Aires has asked for the penalty 
of life imprisonment against fourteen of 
the fifteen persons accused of involvement 
in the kidnapping and assassination of 
the FIAT factory manager Oberdan Sal­
lustro. 

The defendants facing life imprisonment 
for their alleged role in the guerrilla action 
by the ERP ( Ejercito Revolucionario del 
Pueblo) that led to Sallustro' s death in 
the spring of this year are: Angel Fausto 
Averame, Carlos Tomas Ponce de Leon, 
Jose Luis Da Silva Parreira, Guiomar 
Schmidt de Klachko, Mirta Adriana Mi­
tidiero de Da Silva Parreira, Elena Ma­
ria Da Silva Parreira, Eduardo Adrian 
Menajovsky, Oscar Sigfrido de Benedetti, 
Andres Ernesto Alsina Bea, Jose Eduar­
do Beristain, Mirta Emilse de Menajov­
sky, Liliana Olga Montanaro, Silvia Ines 
Urdampilleta, and Marta Alicia Abrego. 

Intercontinental Press 


	1353
	1354
	1355
	1356
	1357
	1358
	1359
	1360
	1361
	1362
	1363
	1364
	1365
	1366
	1367
	1368
	1369
	1370
	1371
	1372
	1373
	1374
	1375
	1376
	1377
	1378
	1379
	1380
	1381
	1382
	1383
	1384



