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20,000 ‘Naxalites’
in Indian Prisons

Amnesty International, the London-
based group that investigates treat-
ment of political prisoners around the
world, is compiling a report on the
Naxalite (Maoist) prisoners being
held in India, reported the November
9 English-language Japanese Asahi
Evening News. The report indicated
that more than 20,000 Naxalites are
in prison in the states of West Bengal,
Bihar, Andra Pradesh, and Uttar Pra-
desh. Some 7,000 are being held
under the Maintenance of Internal Se-
curity Act in West Bengal alone. In
addition, "thousands more have been
accused of various crimes and sen-
tenced, or acquitted only to be re-
arrested on other charges and de-
tained once more."

Most of the Naxalites were arrested
more than three years ago and many
have been held without trial since
then. Reports of ill treatment in pris-
on are frequent.

A letter smuggled out of a prison
in Bihar charged: "We have been in
jail without trial for three years. From
the start our detention was illegal by
Indian law, because we were interned
without ever being presented in court,
despite the law that accused persons
must be produced in court every 15
days."

Male Naxalite prisoners, the letter
continued, have spent two years "in
ircn bar fetters for 24 hours a day —
one iron ring on each ankle each at-
tached to a 20-inch iron bar and the
two bars connected to another bar
extending to the waist. The prison-
ers cannot sit, bathe, sleep or eat in
a normal way—not to speak of phys-
ical exercise." O

No Escape

A Polish-U. S. scientific group has bad
news for anyone hoping to escape the
perils of modern life in some remote set-
ting. According to a United Press Inter-
national dispatch, the researchers found
visible deposits of pollutants in ice on
Himalayan peaks. "You could see the
precipitate was thick and dark," the
group's leader said, "particularly in those
samples of ice which have accumulated
in the last 25 years."
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'‘Obscure General Ousts Papadopoulos in Athens Coup

By Gerry Foley

"The Nixon administration had con-
siderable forewarning of the coup
d'etat that replaced George Papado-
poulos with Lieut. Gen. Phaidon Gizi-
kis,” David Binder wrote in the No-
vember 26 New York Times.

"'"We were not surprised,' said an
official who has closely followed the
military dictatorship since it took over
the civilian government in April 1967."

The official said that there had been
rumors of an impending coup since
the summer, when the ousted head
of the junta began trying to win a po-
litical base for the regime by making
democratic and economic concessions.
Important sections of the officer corps
were known to be opposed to a return
to civilian rule.

"The military men were afraid Pa-
padopoulos would blow it," the un-
named official said, "and that is why
they moved against him."

The new junta seemed even more
closely identified with Washington than
the toppled military dictator, who
aroused Nixon's displeasure by re-
fusing to let Greek bases be used in
U. 8. logistical support of Israel dur-
ing the October War.

"The new leaders appointed as Pre-
mier Adamandios Androutsopoulos,
an American-trained lawyer who is
said to have close American connec-
tions," New York Times correspondent
Alvin Shuster cabled from Athens No-
vember 25, the day of the coup.

As for the new president, General
Gizikis, he is still a question mark.
An obscure career officer, he reported-
ly has had strong ties with the king
but did not go along with the abor-
tive royalist rebellion that was crushed
on May 22, 1973.

The reported strong man behind the
junta, General Dimitrios Ioannidis, is
the head of the military police, a
branch of the armed services in which
U. 8. "technical aid" agencies, such as
the CIA, usually take the most direct
interest. He avoided becoming in-
volved in the political maneuvers of
the Papadopoulos regime, preferring
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to maintain close contacts with the
lower officers.

On the day of the coup, according
to a November 25 report from Peter
S. Mellas, Christian Science Moniior
correspondent in Athens, Ioannidis ex-
plained that he had taken the initiative
in removing Papadopoulos in order
to forestall a coup by the younger of-
ficers. In the 1967 putsch, in fact, the
colonels stole a march on the gen-
erals, who were also plotting a take-
over.

Mellas noted
of the new junta:

the colorlessness

"The new Cabinet includes only two
former politicians, Kostas Rallis and
Tryfon Triantafylakos, neither par-
ticularly prominent. It also includes
several former generals."

The Monitor correspondent stressed
the political indeterminateness of the
regime:

"The impression is that relatively
younger politicians who command
special respect and popularity chose
not to participate until they have a
more clear indication as to the specific
direction of the new regime.

"Brigadier General Ioannidis has
been trying to convince worthwhile
politicians to participate in the
Androutsopoulos government without
specifically outlining his intentions."

General Ioannidis has been particu-
larly ambiguous on the question of re-
storing parliamentary rule:

"Although he [Ioannidis] has been
reassuring them [the politicians] that
he is basically interested in rescuing
the Army from the predicament into
which Mr. Papadopoulos has led it
and in paving the way for a true dem-
ocracy, some skepticism remains since
General Ioannidis' Army Police does
not have a record of either liberal
thinking or democratic philosophy."

In the first declaration, the new jun-
ta indicated that it was canceling the
plans for elections in 1974 and in-
tended to take the country back to the
"good old days" of iron-fisted dictator-
ship:

"The nation was returning toward

the same forms and the same habits
that made the armed forces revolt in
1967," the statement said. "The aim
was to deflect the armed forces from
their national mission and use them
for an electoral travesty in order to
humiliate our people.”

This statement also is ambiguous.
Since elections under the aegis of the
Papadopoulos junta seemed to have
been rejected by the major political
forces in the country, the formulas
of the ousted government no longer
offered any possibility for achieving a
stable bourgeois political solution.
Notably, in his first speech, General
Gizikis did not mention the elections
or the "old politicians” but put all his
stress on "national unity."

As an officer with good ¢onnections
in royalist circles and a record of loy-
alty to the junta, General Gizikis
would seem. eniinently qualified to
serve as a bridge between the tradi-
tional conservatives and the CIA-
trained "modern" rightists backing the
military dictatorship. Thus, his ap-
pointment could pave the way for the
kind of right-wing parliamentary so-
lution that has been talked about for
some time.

Such a course was anticipated by
the statement November 21 of six
former ministers of the Center Union,
the liberal bourgeois party that was
supported by the Stalinists in the pe-
riod leading up to the April 1967
coup. The six— Stalios Allamanis,
Emmanuel Kathris, Constantine Mit-
sotakis, George Bakatselos, Charilaos
Rentis, and Kostas Stefenakis — called
for a government of national union
under Constantine Karamanlis, the
conservative strong man who presided
over the transition from the counter-
revolutionary dictatorship of the civil
war to the limited parliamentarianism
of the 1960s.

Only Karamanlis, the six liberals
said, "could achieve the necessary fra-
ternal relationship between the people
and the armed forces, which also con-
stitute an essential part of the nation."
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The U.S. radio network CBS report-
ed November 25 that the ex-premier
was flying back to Greece.

Obviously frightened by the power
and momentum of the student-work-
er revolt November 13-17, the mili-
tary probably feels that it has to try
to chasten the restive population
before going ahead with any more
political experiments. Because of the
strategic importance of Greece, it is
also likely that Washington is deter-
mined to see that a firm grip is kept
on developments.

But in the present situation repres-
sion and threats of going back to the
old dictatorial forms of rule are ex-
tremely dangerous for the conserva-
tive forces in Greece.

The voice of one of the most far-
sighted sections of American imperial-
ism, the New York Times, was quick
to issue a warning in an editorial No-
vember 26:

"It has been noted that Lieut. Gen.
Phaidon Gizikis, the new President,
has been a strong supporter of the
North Atlantic Treaty alliance and
that Adamandios Androutsopoulos,
the Premier-designate, is an old friend
of the United States, where he prac-
ticed law for 12 years. Neither the
United States nor NATO, however,
could take comfort in any government
change in Athens that signaled an-
other retreat from democratic values
and which might provoke serious new
disturbances inside Greece."

In particular, the New York Times
seemed impressed by the breadth of
the upsurge in Greece: "What began
as student protests erupted into an
anti-Government explosion encom-
passing such usually disparate ele-
ments of Greek society as trade union-
ists, businessmen, professionals and
artists."

The November crisis has shown that
a whole spectrum of forces in Greek
society are convinced that the military
regime cannot continue. But the driv-
ing force in the November 13-17 re-
volt, whose power has evidently
sharpened the tensions in ruling
circles, was the workers and students.

Even under renewed censorship the
Greek press made clear that the stu-
dent revolt had spread to key sections
of the working class. Of the 866 per-
sons arrested in the clashes, accord-
ing to the November 20 issue of the
Athens daily Apogevmatini, 475 were
workers. Some 49 were students of the
Polytechnic Institute, where the rebel-
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lion centered; 268 were students from
other universities, and 75 were high-
school students.

According to the November 24 is-
sue of the Amsterdam weekly Vrij Ne-
derland, the revolt spread through-
out the Greek capital:

"Since they concentrated all their at-
tention on the Polytechnic, the foreign
correspondents could not see what was
happening in the other neighborhoods
of the sprawling city (Athens has a
population of 3,000,000). So, from
the outside, it appeared that there were
only 50,000 demonstrators. But on
the basis of reliable information we
have been able to obtain, it can be
said with confidence that the entire city
went onto the streets.

"Fifty thousand demonstrators could
not have marched in one place and at
the same time barricaded all the streets
kilometers away from the Polytechnic,
or turned over hundreds of buses to
block the streets over which the tanks
would have to come to reach thedown-
town area. . . .

"Moreover, the strikes that began
occurring on Wednesday of the
previous week, shutting down a dozen
factories, all theaters and movie
houses, as well as public transport,
were not simply protests but political
actions of enormous importance that
unfortunately did not get sufficient at-
tention in the press.”

Also, the military was not united in
the face of the revolt. The Vrij Ne-
derland reporter noted "the insubordi-
nation of some military governors,
like those in Epirus and Arkadia, who
were unwilling to declare martial law
in their areas."”

In the November 25 issue of the
Rome weekly Expresso, Mino Mo-
nicelli stressed the youth and determi-
nation of the most militant sections
of demonstrators:

"To judge from the attack on the
city hall, it was the very young who
were in the forefront. Among theeleven
persons killed, two were boys of 16
and one was a girl of 17. They were
respectively 10 and 11 when the 'goril-
las' carried out their putsch in 1967.
And now they are dead and we can't
ask them what they wanted. The 'go-
rilla' regime was all they knew, and
they died to throw it out. . . .

"On Friday night [November 16]
I saw these boys and girls face mon-

strous M-48 and M-113 tanks without
flinching. I was on the balcony of a
house in Patissia Street; a woman near
me was on her knees praying that no
blood would be shed. For two nights
1 saw them hanging on to the gates of
the Polytechnic in the glare of spot-
lights, not more than six yards from
the soldiers in the tanks who were
loading heavy-caliber bullets into the
machine guns of three enormous M-
113s. From inside the building a meg-
aphone encouraged the students:
'‘Don't be afraid. More than 1,500
demonstrators are coming to help us.
The soldiers are our brothers. They
will not attack.'

"The test of strength lasted a quarter
of an hour. At 2:15 a.m., the tanks
yielded, the barrels of their machine
guns lowered. At 2:40 the soldiers
tried again. They advanced with bay-
onets fixed. Shots could be heard, fired
into the air . . . but the boys and girls
held their ground. The megaphones
kept blaring slogans, songs by Theo-
dorakis, national hymns., The soldiers
retreated a second time." Finally, the
officers were able to rally their men for
a final assault. But most of the stu-
dents escaped.

"Many of the soldiers, even though
their bayonets were fixed, called to us:
'Get away quick; we don't want to
harm you,'" a’ young woman told Le
Monde's correspondent J.-C. Guille-
baud. They had no difficulty finding
refuge: "Almost all the people living
in the area sheltered students that
night."

In view of these powerful upsurges
and the danger of the balance of forces
shifting in the eastern Mediterranean,
the Greek military and their U.S.
backers will try hard to get the lid
back on. But, in a concentrated and
more explosive way, the Greek crisis
seems to resemble the student-worker
rebellions that began in Argentina in
1969 with the protest about the food
in the University of Corrientes cafe-
teria and led to the two Cordoba up-
risings, irresistibly undermining the
military dictatorship.

"I have the impression," the Corriere
della Sera correspondent Mario Cervi
wrote from Athens November 18, "that
the incidents at the Polytechnic have
given the organized resistance an un-
expected demonstration of the fragility,
or at least the wvulnerability of the
regime."” O
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Military Still Hunting Oppositionists

Eight years after the military coup
by General Suharto that resulted in
the massacre of more than 500,000
members and sympathizers of the In-
donesian Communist party [PKI], the
government is sfill carrying out re-
pressive operations against suspected
leftists and groups of Communist par-
ty members hiding out in the rural
areas of Indonesia. The Japanese En-
glish-language Mainichi Daily News
reported on November 5: "An
estimated 29,000 Communists are still
being sought in the centrar Celebes ac-
cording to the local military com-
mander, Lt. Col. M. Rusli. . . .

"Rusli, who commands mopping-up
operations in the Celebes, said 11,000
former members of the Communist
Party or pro-Communist organiza-
tions were either held in custody or
had been released after investigation
in the central part of the island."

Henry S. Hayward, in a dispatch
from Djarkarta published in the Au-
gust 2 Christian Science Monitor
wrote: "Memories of August 1965 [the
month of the military coup] are still
extremely strong in Indonesia. . . .

"In 1965, [Foreign Minister Adam|
Malik pointed out, the Indonesian
Communist Party had 2 million mem-
bers here, so the strong presumption
is that some still must survive covert-
ly. He feels they would attempt to
make a comeback if conditions ever
seemed right."

One Western source in Djakarta told
Hayward, "They are still vigilant, still
deeply concerned about any Commu-
nist activity here. The police and mili-
tary are absolutely ruthless on Com-
munist suspects. There's no question
of going through the legal process on
that matter: Suspects are picked up
and held indefinitely."

Saville R. Davis, reporting in the
June 11 Christian Science Monitor, ob-
served that "several tens of thousands"
of political prisoners were still being
held in Suharto's concentration
camps. Other estimates indicate that
the number might exceed 100,000.

These political prisoners are class-
ified into three categories: The "A" pris-
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SUHARTO: "Mopping up" after bloodbath
takes more than eight years.

oners are accused of having taken
part in the so-called Communist coup
in 1965, which was used as a pretext
for the massacre. The 15-20,000 "B"
prisoners are held on suspicion
of being members or sympathizers of
the Communist party. Many of those
in the "A" or "B" category have been
shipped to isolated islands, such as
Buru, to fend for themselves. And with-
out any supplies of food on these bar-
ren islands, hundreds have died of
starvation. The prisoners in the "C"
category were not even considered

Maneuvers to Control the Key Outlets
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Communist "suspects." Davis reported
that most of these have been released
over the past few years.

In the context of the current econom-
ic difficulties, including a shortage of
rice, Suharto has good reason to fear
renewed political activity. A full-blown
resurgence of struggles against themil-
itary regime by the Communist party
does not seem too likely in the near
future, but spontaneous actions
by workers, students, and other sec-
tors of the population are quite possi-
ble.

As Hayward noted in his Djakarta
dispatch, "even to a casual visitor it
is apparent that the classic conditions
for the growth of communism still ex-
ist here— poverty, lack of opportunity
and upward mobility for the masses,
overpopulation and overcrowding,
unemployment, tolerance for official
corruption, and inadequate education
facilities." The continued witch-hunt
against the Communist party is thus
also designed to intimidate the entire
population.

Not only does Suharto feel threat-
ened at home, but the insurgency in
neighboring Malaysia has prompted
him to send Indonesian security forces
there to help crush the uprising. The
October 8 Far Eastern Economic Re-
view reported that about 1,200 armed
guerrillas and another 20,000 active
sympathizers were operating in Sara-
wak, which borders on Indonesian
Borneo, or Kalimantan. Clearly the
fear of a linkup between the North
Kalimantan Communist party, which
is leading the guerrilla activities in
Sarawak, and the beleaguered Indo-
nesian Communist party is another
factor contributing to Suharto's con-
tinued use of naked force. O
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Imperialist Oil Strategy in the Arab East

[The following article appeared in
the November 16 issue of La Gauche,
weekly newspaper of the Ligue Revo-
lutionnaire des Travailleurs (Revolu-
tionary Workers League), Belgian sec-
tion of the Fourth International. The
translation is by Intercontinental

Press.|
* * *

0il blackmail. Petroleum warfare.
In the Western press there is no lack
of "indignant declarations" characteriz-
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ing the current crisis. The secretary
general of NATO even stated that
he considered the cutoff of oil sup-
plies from the Arab states as the
equivalent of a declaration of war.
And that could justify armed inter-
vention. Moreover, it is known that
elite American troops recently have
been training in desert warfare.

In truth, for capitalist industry the
stakes are high. While Arab oil cur-
rently accounts for only about 6-8
percent of American oil imports, the
upper limits of U.S. production are
such that in spite of the exploitation
of the Alaskan deposits, coming years
will see a big increase in imports of
Arab oil (to as much as 40 percent
of total oil imports by 1980).

As for FEurope, it gets about 65
percent of its oil from the Middle East,
and even if it seeks to broaden its
sources (the North Sea, Nigeria, etc.),
it will be impossible for it to get by
without the petroleum of the Arab-
Persian Gulf.

In fact, while production from Arab
countries now accounts for about 30
percent of world oil production, the
same countries hold nearly 60 per-
cent of total world reserves. So the
stakes, which are already high today,
will rise still higher during the next
ten or twenty years.

But to really understand imperial-
ism's "oil strategy,” we have to look
at the various stages of production,
transport, and marketing (refining,
distribution).

Until 1970 some 90 percent of Mid-
dle East oil production was controlled
by seven giant companies. They are
called the seven sisters and they ac-
count for about 60 percent of total
world oil production. Of the seven,
five are American: Standard Oil of
California, Exxon, Texaco, Mobil,
Gulf; one is British: British Petroleum:;
and one is Anglo-Dutch: Royal Dutch
Shell.

Since 1970, there have been some
nationalizations, by Libya and Iraq
among others, and it is planned that
the Arab states will control 51 per-
cent of production within a few years.

The consequences of this measure
can be minimal if the governments
in Europe and the United States can
make sure of the maintenance of
"loyal" regimes. That is the basis of
American imperialism's whole Middle
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East policy, which is aimed at secur-
ing leadership for Saudi Arabia. The
Anglo-French-Israeli attack of 1956
and the Israeli attack of 1967 were
aimed at isolating Egypt and de-
priving it of the preponderant role
it was playing under Nasser's man-
agement, and at dealing a death
blow to the progressive nationalist
regime in Syria.

it can be stated that this policy
has been fully successful. The right-
ward turn of the Arab world under

the leadership of Saudi Arabia's
King Faisal is implacably under
way.

FAISAL: Saudi king slated by U.S. im-
perialism to be "reasonable" Arab leader.

That it continue is the second re-
quirement of European and Ameri-
can policy. While the social and po-
litical evolution now under way in
the Peoples Democratic Republic of
Yemen [South Yemen], in Dhofar,
and in Muscat and Oman does not
represent an immediate threat to the
outlets for Arab oil, American im-
perialism nevertheless understands
that an ounce of prevention is worth
a pound of cure. The strategy? First,
launch armed attacks against South
Yemen and support the Sultan of
Muscat, Faisal's army and some
Libyan experts doing their bit. And
then, control the strategic points.

There are four main oil outlets in
the region:

1. The Persian Gulf and the Straits
of Hormuz that command the gulf.

Surveillance of the gulf and the
straits has been assigned to the Iran-
ian regime, which in 1972 occupied
several islands at the mouth of the
gulf. American bases maintained in
the region help to fulfil this mission.

2. The mouth of the Red Sea. The
"security” of the entrance to the Red
Sea is guaranteed by the Ethiopian
government, an important pawn of
imperialism in HEast Africa. The
United States maintains, among
others, a military base in Kagnew,
Ethiopia. Further, the Israeli army
is installed on certain islands off the
coast of North Yemen. Because of
the importance of access to the Red
Sea, Egyptian troops recently took
control of the Bab el-Mandeb straits
at the extreme southern end of the
Red Sea.

3. The far north of the Red Sea.
One part of this outlet, the Suez
Canal, is blocked, which strongly
hinders the European oil companies,
which must sail their oil around
Africa. But it also hampers move-
ment of the Soviet fleet between the
Mediterranean and the Indian Ocean.
So we can see who is interested in
reopening the Suez Canal to navi-
gation.

The other outlet in the northern
end of the Red Sea is the Elat-Ash-
kelon pipeline on Israeli territory.
Its capacity is scheduled to be dou-
bled. It transports not only Iranian
oil, but also petroleum products orig-
inating in Saudi Arabia. Nevertheless,
the closing of the pipeline because of
the blockade of the Bab el-Mandeb
cannot have great consequences for
the supply of oil to Israel. The Egyp-
tian oil wells in the Sinai now being
operated by the Israeli occupiers pro-
duce almost all the oil used by the
Zionist state. Only a very small part
of Israel's oil needs are supplied
through the port of Elat. Hence, nearly
all the oil arriving in Elat is piped
through to Ashkelon and loaded on
tankers for Europe.

4. Finally, part of Saudi Arabian
and Iraqi production is transported
through pipelines leading to Lebanese
and Syrian ports. The recent war par-
tially cut off this necessary supply
source for the Europeans (deliveries
of Saudi Arabian oil through the pipe-
line were reduced by half; the termi-
nal at the Syrian port of Tartus was
destroyed). But aside from the cur-
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rent conflict, it has been crucial for
U.S. imperialism to establish tighter
control over this region. Definitive
liguidation of the Palestinian resistance
is an indispensable condition for this
"pacification.”

Such is the strategy of American
imperialism in the Middle East. The
major roles in the area are assigned
to Israel and, more recently, to Iran.
But the role of "reasonable leader" of
the Arab world has devolved on Sau-
di Arabia (the same role that is
played, perhaps on a more modest
scale, by Ethiopia in East Africa),
which has been integrated into the
general picture. The strengthening of
the military potential of these coun-
tries can leave no doubt about this.

And the whole structure, naturally,
rests on the basic principle of peace-
ful coexistence between Washington
and Moscow.

Because the recent Egyptian-Syrian
initiative shook up certain plans, it
has become urgent for Washington
(and Moscow) to reestablish calm in
the Middle East. The hectic voyages
of Nobel War Prize winner Henry
Kissinger (Moscow, Cairo, Riyadh,
Tel Aviv, Amman, Peking) testify to
that.

For the partial oil cutoff, while it
scarcely bothers the United States (at
least directly), was not greeted with
great enthusiasm by Washington's
European allies. Nevertheless, al-
though small divisions may appear,
the interests of the North American
and European capitalists overlap suf-
ficiently for them to agree on a com-
mon strategy.

Moreover, from the imperialist point

of view, the spectacle of the Arab states
defying the authority of the world's
great powers must in no way be en-
couraged, for it could trigger a grow-
ing mobilization of the Arab masses,
despite the fact that the Arab regimes
are not aiming at any such thing.

It has been noted recently —and the
figures demonstrate it—that the oil
companies are experiencing a profit
bonanza. In Europe and the United
States profits for 1972 went up by
60-80 percent in comparison with
1971. The boom of the Petrofina com-
pany during the last two or three years
is one example (although the oil dis-
coveries that company made in An-
gola have something to do with its
growth).

Taking account of the devaluation
of the dollar, and in spite of the price
adjustments obtained by the oil-export-
ing countries, a metric ton of crude
oil cost 930 francs in 1972 as against
1,040 francs in 1971. What explains
the increased profits while the buying
cost has declined is that distribution
prices have gone up, under the pres-
sure of the Belgian Petroleum Federa-
tion. Anything that is thought to be
scarce will be expensive, so it is quite
lucrative for the oil companies to start
talking about an oil shortage. Further-
more, it might be recalled that in 1968
the Arab oil-producing states received
$0.70 on each barrel of oil, while the
oil companies' profits and the fiscal
income of the consuming states was
running at about $6.

Because European capitalism is
more severely affected by the reduc-
tion in the export of Arab oil, it will
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seek to exacerbate competition among
the oil-producing states by turning to
various countries like Iran (look at
the Ibramco business, for example,
or the visit of four Belgian govern-
ment ministers to Iran), but it will
also try to affect a "benevolent neu-
trality" in the Arab-Israeli conflict,
This in no way involves challenging
the existence of the Zionist state, but
rather seeking a new status quo. No
doubt Israel will have to make cer-
tain concessions— like reopening the
Suez Canal, which both Europe and
the Soviet Union desire—that would
allow the Arab states to recoup some
of their lost prestige among their own
peoples by presenting the new status
quo as an Arab victory. The huge
diplomatic square dance that has just
begun is aimed at finding just such
a compromise.

The utilization of the "oil weapon"
by the Arab feudal and bourgeois
classes is limited to one goal: to es-
tablish an international relationship
of forces more favorable to them in
order to make gains internally in re-
lation to the Arab masses. If that
objective is achieved, the oil spigots
will open up again. Until that hap-
pens Europe may get a little chilly,
but it won't freeze.

As for the rights of the Palestinian
people, a theme the Arab leaders talk
about often enough, they will no doubt
once again be used as bargaining
chips and will be sold out. But then
again, how can these rights ever be
granted without the triumph of the
socialist revolution in the whole Mid-
dle East, in the Arab countries and
in Israel as well? O

Campaigning in the United States for the Arab Side

By Dave Frankel

One week after the outbreak of the
latest Arab-Israeli war, 30,000 pro-
Zionist demonstrators rallied at New
York's City Hall. One of their main
chants was "Arab blood must flow!"

The American Jewish community,
numbering about six million, was
swept with chauvinist hysteria, as dur-
ing the 1967 was. One advertisement
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after another appeared in major news-
papers. "Israel is fighting for her life,"
"Aggression in the Middle East," and
"In support of Israel's right to security
and peace" were typical headlines in
these advertisements.

One, sponsored by the AFL-CIO bu-
reaucracy under guise of "Black” opin-
ion, compared Israeli Jews to Blacks

in the United States. "We appeal to
our government," it said, "to provide
Israel with whatever support it re-
quires to defend itself in this hour of
need. The irresponsible actions of the
Soviet Union—which has armed,
trained and is now inciting the Arab
states —make such American support
mandatory."
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While Israel expects to raise $1-1.2
thousand million from the sale of
bonds and from private donations in
the United States, it is getting twice
that amount from the Nixon adminis-
tration. A $2.2-thousand million legis-
lative bill for arms to Israel is already
before  Congress, and Pentagon
spokesmen say the total cost of arms
to Israel may well rise to almost $3
thousand million. Others put the cost
as high as $5 thousand million.

A Racist Campaign

The Zionist hysteria, the U. S. arms
airlift, and Nixon's nuclear alert were
accompanied by a racist press cam-
paign.

In its October 26 editorial the Ameri-
can Trotskyist weekly, The Militant,
wrote: "News reports persist in dis-
cussing 'the myth that Arabs can't
fight.' That they could have taken
such a myth seriously is a small indi-
cation of the imperial arrogance of the
U.S. rulers. But the difficulties of its
client state in the Middle East have
made the propagation of such racist
poison more important than ever for
the U. S.

"A recent television newscast was
typical in this regard. It showed Is-
raeli troops dancing a hora, followed
by Israeli wounded at a field hospital.
Finally, it turned to a Syrian hospital
—where wounded Israeli prisoners
wereshown! Israeliwounded were por-
trayed as human beings — Arab casu-
alties were converted into statistics.

"Involved here is conscious prepara-
tion for U.S. intervention in the fight-
ing. This racist campaign aimed at the
Arab peoples must be answered!"

A Changing Climate

As in 1967, the war became a ma-
jor issue in the United States. It was
front-page news throughout its course,
and the general atmosphere in the
United States was one of pro-Israeli
chauvinism. However, there were also
important differences from 1967.

The surprise of the war itself, along
with the first Israeli setbacks, forced
the news media to give more attention
to what was being said by the Arabs.
In those circles there really had been
a myth that Arabs couldn't fight, and
the performance of the Arab armies
was an important factor in changing
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the tone of U.S. news coverage and
in cutting across much of the racist
anti-Arab prejudice prevalent in the
United States.

In 1967, for example, Life maga-
zine declared its support for Israel
in a full-page ad in the New York
Times. The Israelis, it declared, were
"patriotic, brave and skillful soldiers,
brilliantly led." As for the Arabs, Life
sternly admonished, "Was there ever
a people so bellicose in politics, so
reckless and raucous in hostility —and
then so unpugnacious in pitched com-
bat—as Nasser's Egyptians?"

Pete Hamill, a liberal columnist of
the pro-Zionist New York Post, wrote
in 1967 that Nasser "seems to be run-
ning for most likely politician since
Mussolini to end his career hanging
upside down in a gas station."

This type of racist baiting was gen-
erally much less in evidence in the
current conflict. Although the coverage
was still clearly pro-Israeli, consider-
ably more space and weightweregiven
to the Arab side.

In the population as a whole, other
factors were also at work. The experi-
ence of Vietnam has instilled a healthy
distrust and skepticism inthe American
people concerning foreign military ad-
ventures. The prolonged occupation
of Egyptian, Syrian, and Jordanian
territory by the Israelis and their con-
stant raids into the Arab states, have
also had an effect on popular con-
sciousness in the United States.

How Blacks Saw the War

This suspicion of Israel is particular-
ly strong in the Black communities.
A poll published by the Detroit Free
Press found that 58.8 percent of those
queried in that mostly Black city were
against the U.S. arms airlift to Is-
rael. Among the comments printed in
the Free Press were: "Didn't Vietnam
teach us anything?"; "Next thing it'll
be our boys"; and "The Israelis are
nothing more than territorial impe-
rialists.”

In New York City, of 35 Blacks
interviewed at random by The Mili-
tant, only two were for backing Is-
rael. Twelve said they had no opin-
ion, and the rest supported the Arab
side. One student from Hunter College
expressed a common view when he
said, "The Israelis came and grabbed
the Arabs' land in 1948. And they
still hold it today—illegally. It's the

same thing that went down in southern
Africa. Portugal, the British, and some
other Europeans took over African
land in South Africa, Mozambique,
and the rest of that area. It's the same
kind of thing, so I've got to be op-
posed to it."

Another of those interviewed said,
"I don't think the U.S. should be in-
volved in helping Israel at all. You
see, I spent a year in the 'Nam [Viet-
nam| and I'd hate to see any bloods
[Black youth —"brothers"| gettin' sent
to fight in Israel of all places."

A third Black said, "I just don't
think we should be the world's police-
man."

Although anti-Zionist sentiment in
the United States is still clearly a mi-
nority trend, it is a growing one, and
most Americans have no desire to see
the United States involved in a war
on behalf of Israel. A Gallup poll
published October 16 found that 25
percent of the American people had
"no opinion" on the Arab-Israeli war,
22 percent favored neither side, and
6 percent favored the Arabs. "The
dominant mood of the public is clear-
ly that the United States should not
get involved in the struggle in terms
of sending American forces," Gallup
concluded.

A later Harris poll showed that 69
percent of the population was opposed
to sending U.S. troops to the Middle
East "even if Israel were threatened
by Russian armed force,” while 46
percent thought it was right to send
aid to Israel.

What the Trotskyists Did

The American Trotskyists in the
Socialist Workers party (SWP) and
Young Socialist Alliance (YSA) re-
sponded to the outbreak of war imme-
diately. On October 9, two days after
the war began, a teach-in was orga-
nized by the YSA, the Iranian Student
Association, and the Organization of
Arab Students at the University of
Texas in Austin. It drew 350 people
—a rather large number for a pro-
Arab meeting. The largest meeting re-
ported in The Militant during the 1967
war was an SWP forum of 200 in
New York.

Two days later, on October 11, a
teach-in on the war was attended by
250 students at Boston University.
Among the speakers was Donald Gu-
rewitz, SWP candidate forschoolboard
in Boston.
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The same day, 250 people organized
by the Palestine Support Coalition at
the University of Washington marched
through Seattle in support of the Arab
struggle. A similar demonstration in
Boulder, Colorado, was covered in the
Denver Post. Underneath alarge photo
of the action, the paper said: "Blacks,
Indians and socialists take up the
Arab cause, . . ."

A day earlier 150 students attended
a teach-in at Wayne State University
in Detroit, and on October 14 the
Arab community there organized a
demonstration of 3,000. The SWP
municipal candidates in Detroit par-
ticipated with a banner demanding
"U.S.— Hands Off the Middle East!"

This was typical of the SWP re-
sponse. In the following weeks SWP
and YSA activists helped to organize
and build meetings in defense of the
Arab people on dozens of campuses.
More than 500 students heard SWP
spokesman Paul Boutelle and an Arab
student debate two pro-Zionists at San
Francisco State College. Meetings of
around 300 were held at San Diego
State College, Boston University, the
University of Pennsylvania, the Uni-
versity of California at Berkeley, and
Queens College in New York. SWP
or YSA members spoke at all these
meetings, and at many of the meetings
they were successful in forcing Zion-
ist representatives into debates, where
their lies could be exposed and an-
swered.

In some cases, the confrontation
with the Zionists took other forms.
On October 23 a meeting of 250 at
Brooklyn College was attacked and
broken up by dozens of right-wing
goons from the Jewish Defense League
(JDL). James Mendietta, the SWP can-
didate for Brooklyn District Attorney,
was beaten by six club-wielding JDL-
ers following the meeting.

This was the most serious incident
of Zionist gangsterism directed at the
SWP during the October War. A re-
sponse was prepared immediately. A
second meeting was organized and

widely publicized. Sponsorship from
Black, Puerto Rican, Dominican,
Arab, and other students was

obtained, as well as from individual
supporters of civil liberties. A joint
defense guard was organized with
these forces, and the JDL was pre-
vented from disrupting the meeting.
The meeting drew more than 300 and
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was a resounding success.

Sponsorship of meetings by Black,
Puerto Rican, and Chicano groups
was widespread, as was participation
of their members in defense guards.
Most of these groups saw Israel as a
colonial state, identified with U. 8. im-
perialism and in league with many of
the same forces that oppose their strug-
gles in the United States.

Trotskyist activists participated
in other meetings, including one
of 250 at Portland State University,
200 at Ann Arbor, Mich., and 200
at Southern Illinois University in Car-
bondale,

Smaller campus meetings were held
throughout the country, in addition to
forums sponsored by the SWP in its
own headquarters.

Arabs Speak Out

The war provoked a strong reac-
tion in the Arab communities. On pre-
vious occasions these communities
have been intimidated by what seemed
to be overwhelming pro-Zionist senti-
ment and by government repression
against political activists, the U. S. im-
migration authorities being particular-
ly vicious in this respect.

In addition to the Detroit demon-
stration of 3,000 already mentioned,
October 14 saw rallies of 2,000 in
Los Angeles, 1,000 in Boston, 700
in Brooklyn, and 300 in Chicago.
All were organized by Arab commu-
nity groups. Fred Halstead of the SWP
spoke at the demonstration in Chica-
go.

The SWP was seen by Arab activists
and the left in general as the fore
most defender of the Arab struggle
in the United States. Arab students
took bundles of The Militant to sell
on their campuses, and many small
Arab stores also displayed The Mili-
tant.

Throughout the height of the war,
The Militant was on a circulation
drive. More than 10,000 copies of
the first issue to deal with the war,
headlined "Behind Israeli Aggression,"
were sold in street sales.

Two weeks after the war began the
SWP distributed a hard-hitting pam-
phlet, Roots of the Mideast War. This
was followed by an educational bulle-
tin, Israel and the Arab Revolution:
Principles of Revolutionary Marxism,
by Gus Horowitz. A third pamphlet
for mass distribution also came out.

This one, War in the Middle East: The
Socialist View, consisted of a collec-
tion of articles.

In its campaign around the Middle
East war, the SWP utilized its munici-
pal election campaigns to good effect.
The war broke out a month before
the elections, and the SWP was field-
ing candidates in twelve cities. Defense
of the Arab revolution was made a
key plank in the election campaigns,
and SWP candidates spoke at teach-
ins and debates, issued statements to
the press, and spoke at campaign
street meetings.

A typical example of how the cam-
paigns were used to get radio and tele-
vision time occurred in Atlanta. SWP
mayoral candidate Debby Bustin ex-
posed and denounced secret training
of Israeli troops at U.S. bases. Her
charges received major news coverage
in this important Southern city, and
reporters from two of Atlanta's three
major television stations followed up
with further interviews.

The War and the U.S. Left

The SWP's response to the war
stands in sharp contrast to that of
the rest of the left in the United States.
Although  other groups engaged
in sporadic activities in various cities,
no other leftwing organization in the
U.S. even attempted to carry out a
coordinated national campaign at a
time when there was a major threat
of a new imperialist war.

The major activity of the Commu-
nist party was to insert a full-page ad-
vertisement in the New York Times
on October 21. "Egypt, Israel and
Syria Can Live," the headline said.
The text explained that "the world is
ready to defend the pre-June 1967
borders in the Mid-East. It will never
back annexation of Arab lands. Re-
turn of the occupied lands is the only
way Israel can maintain its own
lands. It will mean a just, immediate
and lasting peace.”

As for the Social Democrats, the
national chairman of the Young Peo-
ple's Socialist League, Carl Gersh-
man, who is also a leading light in
the Social Democrats, USA, took to
the lecture circuit to support Israel
"Israel's right to survive is undebat-
able," Gershman insisted during a de-
bate with SWP candidate Donald Gur-
ewitz in Boston.

The sectarian fringe groups in the
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United States generally declared their
neutrality in the war. Typical was the
International Socialist group, which
bolstered its position by saying, "Both
Zionism and the nationalism of the
regimes of Sadat, Khadalffi, and Hus-
sein are counter-revolutionary forces
which must be overthrown." Seizing
on the fact that neither side in the
war had a revolutionary socialist
leadership, they abstained from sup-
porting the struggle of the oppressed
Arabs against the Israeli spearhead of
U. 8. imperialism.

While the Maoist Guardian sup-
ported the Arabs, it did nothing be-
yond writing an editorial or two. It
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Score Polit

al Victory Over JDL

didn't
a forum.

The American followers of Gerry
Healy also supported the Arab side
in their newspaper, but the support
was largely verbal.

In contrast to these performances,
the SWP has gained new respect and
authority among radicalizing forces,
particularly Black, Chicano, and
Puerto Rican youth. In addition,
through common activity it has been
successful in drawing Arab-American
and Arab students closer to the ideas
of Trotskyism. The anti-Zionists in the
United States are still in a small mi-
nority, but the trend is growing. 0O

even bother to organize

How Anti-Zionists Gained Hearing

at Brooklyn College

New York

For many years the influence of
Zionism has been heavily feltat Brook-
lyn College in New York City. In par-
ticular, the Jewish Defense League, an
ultrarightist pro-Zionist organization
rooted in the racist hatred of sections
of the Jewish petty bourgeoisie for
Blacks and Puerto Ricans, has been
quite strong on this campus. The in-
ternational base of the JDL, in fact,
is located in New York City and es-
pecially Brooklyn College.

In 1970-71, through various front
organizations, the JDL collected al-
most $40,000 at Brooklyn College
alone. JDL activists number inthe hun-
dreds and have frequently attacked
Black and Latin students in addition
to interfering with radical activities
on campus.

In 1971 the Young Socialist Alliance
(YSA) became active on the Brook-
lyn College campus as part of the
antiwar movement. Part of the YSA's
activity was aimed at countering the
JDL's hegemony and raising the ques-
tion of Zionism and the Arab revolu-
tion.

At a debate in the spring of 1973
on the question of Zionism, anti-
Zionist speakers were able for the first
time to open a dialogue on the prob-
lems of the Middle East.

Another outstanding event was a

1386

pro-Arab meeting October 24, The
scheduled speakers were Dr. Moham-
med Mehdi, chairman of the Arab-
American Relations Committee and a
national figure in the anti-Zionist
movement; and Mark Friedman, a
student and member of the Young
Socialist Alliance. The meeting was co-
sponsored by the Umoja Society (a
Black group), the Dominican Students
group, the Puerto Rican Socialist
party, the Dar-ul Islam Muslims, and
the Young Socialist Alliance.

Members of the JDL and their sup-
porters broke up the gathering. One
person was hospitalized. The JDL
vowed never to allow Dr. Mehdi to
speak on the campus.

The YSA responded by organizing
another meeting with the same speak-
ers. The International Student Orga-
nizations joined the sponsors. Addi-
tional endorsers, who supported the
democratic right of the meeting to take
place although they did not necessarily
agree with the viewpoints of the speak-
ers, included scores of faculty mem-
bers, the majority of the student gov-
ernment and campus organizations,
and prominent individuals. The cam-
pus newspapers and radio station also
agreed to support the right of the
meeting to take place.

In preparing for the meeting, the
YSA stressed a single issue — freedom

of speech. A leaflet, distributed after
the first meeting was disrupted, con-
demned the JDL hooligans and called
upon all students and faculty members
to likewise condemn their action.

The effect of this leaflet was to put
pressure on the JDL to attempt to
justify its hooliganism. The JDL was
not able to attract much support on
this basis. Some Zionists on campus
began to differentiate themselves, crit-
icizing the JDL, which they had not
been willing to do before.

In conjunction with the Umoja So-
ciety and the Puerto Rican Socialist
party, the YSA issued a special leaf-
let for Blacks and Puerto Ricans, ap-
pealing for support of the democratic
rights of free speech and assembly.
The leaflet explained the role of Is-
rael in countering the Arab and Afri-
can revolutions.

The school administration came un-
der pressure to do what it could to en-
sure that the meeting take place.

Thus the political atmosphere on
the campus shifted. Interest in the
meeting broadened beyond the circles
favoring Zionism. This greatly facili-
tated organization of physical defense.

About 350 persons attended the
meeting. In addition to the two speak-
ers scheduled for the first meeting, a
representative from the Palestine Lib-
eration Organization spoke.

The JDL tried to disrupt the meet-
ing. However, their heckling and
shouting had no effect on the audience.
This was particularly noticeable
among the other Jewish students. The
JDL could not deliver on its vow to
break up the meeting. Before hundreds
of students, they finally left rather than
face the pro-Arab speakers in the ques-
tion-and-answer period.

The meeting helped educate a key
layer on the campus as to the nature
of Zionism and the Palestinian strug-
gle for self-determination. It presented
an important lesson on how united
efforts can establish the right to be
heard in face of threats of violence.
Jewish youth opposed to the JDL
gained confidence in their right to ex-
press their ideas. Black, Latin, and
Arab students in particular saw that
the JDL could be defeated politically
with the right approach.

Through the coverage in the cam-
pus media, tens of thousands of stu-
dents learned about the Arab struggle
and became acquainted with the issues
involved. a
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Another Tape Declared ‘Inoperative’

Nixon Caught in Watergate Minefield

By Allen Myers

Commenting on "Operation Candor"
— the White House name for Nixon's
latest campaign to conceal his respon-
sibility in the Watergate scandal — the
New York Times observed November
20:

"Speeches, news conferences and
meetings with Governors all have their
usefulness in many situations. But
Watergate is not a normal situation.
If Mr. Nixon wants to bear witness
in his own behalf, he may testify under
oath in the only appropriate forums —
a court of law, the Senate Watergate
committee, or an impeachment trial
by the Senate."

Testimony by Nixon under oath
would doubtlessly be entertaining, but
he is not likely to grant the wish of
the 7Times editors, since doing so
would confront him with the choice of
confessing or adding perjury to his
other crimes. He has avoided perjury
so far only because he has never com-
mented on Watergate under oath.

Nixon's position has become so pre-
carious that he cannot afford to tell
the truth even to his supporters. On
November 20, Nixon answered ques-
tions on Watergate at a meeting of
Republican governors held in Mem-
phis. Although by all accounts Nixon
provided no new information, the gov-
ernors dutifully emerged from the
private gathering to tell reporters how
impressed they were by Nixon's "can-
did" answers.

Nixon assured the governors that
there would be no more "bombs" in the
Watergate affair to undermine his
credibility further.

"The president was asked," Governor
Winfield Dunn of Tennessee told re
porters after the meeting, "if there were
any other bombs waiting in the wings
and the president said if there were,
he is not aware of them. If there is
any information waiting to be re-
vealed, it is information he does not
have. And I think that's about as
frank and honest a statement as any-
one could give."

Less than twenty-four hours later,
Nixon's lawyers exploded a new
"bomb" by informing Judge John
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Sirica that an eighteen-minute portion
of one of the subpoenaed White House
tape recordings is mysteriously blank.
White House special counsel J. Fred
Buzhardt said that Nixon had been
told of the "bomb" November 14,

The most likely explanation of
Nixon's lie to the governors is that he

BORK: Willing to give new special prose-
cutor all the "protection’ given to his
predecessor.

thought he desperately needed even the
one day's headlines produced by their
favorable comments. Their reaction
when they learned of the blank tape,
on the other hand, added little to the
more general public response.
Buzhardt told the court that the tape
of a June 20, 1972, meeting between
Nixon and H.R. Haldeman, then
chief of the White House staff, was
interrupted for eighteen minutes by an
"audible tone" that completely covered
both voices. June 20 was just three
days after the Watergate break-in. June

20 was also the date of Nixon's tele-
phone conversation with John
Mitchell, his campaign director. The
tape of that conversation is one of
three that Nixon has declared "non-
existent."

On June 19, 1972, John Dean, ac-
cording to his own later testimony,
interviewed Watergate conspirator G.
Gordon Liddy. The next morning,
Dean met at the White House with
Mitchell, Haldeman, Attorney General
Richard Kleindienst, and Nixon's do-
mestic adviser, John Ehrlichman.

"This was their first opportunity,"
special prosecutor Archibald Cox had
written in the subpoena, "for full dis-
cussion of how to handle the Water-
gate incident, and Ehrlichman has
testified that Watergate was indeed the
primary subject of the meeting.

"From there, Ehrlichman and then
Haldeman went to see the President.
The inference that they reported on
Watergate and may well have received
instructions, is almost irresistible.”

The destruction of the evidence on
the June 20 tape would seem to have
occurred very recently. "Rose Mary
Woods, the President's personal sec-
retary,” John Herbers reported in the
November 25 New York Times, "testi-
fied earlier that when she transcribed
the tape in September at Camp David
she had difficulty in making it out
because of noise interference and other
problems. But she made no mention
of the long blank."

There are other "bombs" with short
fuses hidden away in the closets of
the Nixon gang. The Senate Watergate
committee is reported to be planning
te call former Secretary of the Trea-
sury John Connally and Nixon crony
Bebe Rebozo to testify about cash con-
tributions to Nixon's reelection from,
respectively, the dairy industry and
billionaire Howard Hughes. In both
cases, evidence has already surfaced
that both the dairies and Hughes had
the clear impression that they were
buying specific favors with their gifts,
and if Nixon ever said or did any-
thing to remove that impression, it is
one of the bestkept secrets of recent
history.

There is also an investigation going
on into ITT's promise of a $400,000
campaign donation in exchange for
a favorable antitrust ruling and the
related question of how many
members of the Nixon gang perjured
themselves during Congressional
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hearings on the affair last year.

Another potential "bomb" concerns
Robert Vesco, the financier who se-
cretly donated $200,000 in an effort
to buy an end to investigations into
his financial dealings. Mitchell and
former  Secretary of Commerce
Maurice Stans are facing trial in the
Vesco case and Vesco himself is in
the Bahamas, where he is fighting a
request for extradition to the United
States.

In the November 25 New York
Times, Wallace Turner reported a new
development that may link Vesco and
the Nixon gang to heroin smuggling.
According to Turner, a former under-
cover narcotics agent has told a
Senate subcommittee that a smuggling
investigation was abruptly called oft
when he repeated information from
an  informant that Vesco was
providing $300,000 to buy 100 kilo-
grams of heroin.

Another area that represents a mine-
field of dangers for Nixon is the still
secret operations of the White House
"plumbers" wunit. In testimony to
a Senate committee, Archibald Cox
made references to a number of such
operations that he was investigating
at the time he was fired.

Indications are that some of the
plumbers' secrets concern previously
unreported illegal wiretapping. In the
November 25 New York Times, John
M. Crewdson quoted an "associate" of
Henry Kissinger as saying that Kis-
singer had expressed the belief that
even he was tapped in early 1969.

"Mr. Kissinger . . . reportedly made
the remark shortly before he was con-
firmed as Secretary of State in Sep-
tember," Crewdson wrote. "When the
associate, a former White House of-
ficial, pressed Mr. Kissinger as to who
he believed might have ordered such
surveillance, the Secretary replied, 'At
least now you know the plumbers
don't work for me.""

The conservative columnists Row-
land Evans and Robert Novak re
ported November 22 that both Cox
and his successor, Leon Jaworski, had
been informed by the White House
of "genuine national security informa-
tion" related to the operations of the
plumbers and that Cox "delayed in-
dictments in the plumbers case while
devising a plan for prosecuting with-
out revealing the secret information."
Jaworski, they continued, "was con-
vinced that the matter should not be

1388

divulged and did not reveal details
to his staff. But unlike Cox, he ordered
the prosecution to move against the
plumbers without delay."

It remains to be seen how much
diligence Jaworski will display in this
area. Like Cox, he can be fired if he
threatens "national security.” Under
regulations issued by Acting Attorney
General Robert Bork, Nixon cannot
fire the new prosecutor without the
agreement of nine Congressional
leaders. But Bork, who got his job
by agreeing to fire Cox, can rescind
those regulations if the Congressmen
balk at covering up for Nixon. In
the case of Cox, a federal judge has
ruled that Nixon and Bork acted il-
legally in firing him, but the decision
has not put Cox back in the special
prosecutor's office.

So far, however, Jaworski and Bork
appear to be getting along quite well.
Congressman J.J. Pickle charged No-
vember 20 that the two were prevent-
ing a proper investigation of the ITT
case by each of them claiming that the
other had jurisdiction in the matter.

Nevertheless, the confidence of the
White House gang appears to have
reached a low ebb. In the November
24 issue of the liberal weekly New
Republic, John Osborne wrote that
among the White House staff there
"was a fear amounting to an assump-
tion that the worst of the Watergate
scandals were yet to break upon the
President and them. The numbing suc-
cession of scandals and allegations of
scandal that had already struck was
enough in itself to account for the as-
sumption that the crushing sequence
couldn't have ended and was never
going to end. But a related and, for
the President and for the morale of
the Nixon establishment, a more di-
sastrous factor underlay the tensions
and anxieties. The clear though unac-
knowledged fact was that confidence
in the President's integrity and wisdom
had all but vanished among his own
assistants."

Even prior to the announcement
that the June 20 tape was now "in-
operative,” Nixon's public standing
had hit a new low. Pollster Louis Har-
ris reported November 22 on the Te-
sults of a survey conducted November
12-15:

"President Nixon has lost so much
credibility over his handling of the
Watergate tapes that the number of
Americans who think he should re

sign has risen sharply to 43 per cent
of the entire adult public. This call
for resignation is up from 36 per cent
in October, 31 per cent in September,
28 per cent in August, and only 14
per cent last May. Forty-seven per cent
still feel President Nixon should not
resign, although this is down from
75 per cent in May."

On the question of the two "non-
existent" tapes, only 23 percent of
those questioned in the Harris poll

believed Nixon and 55 percent
thought he was lying.

The U.S. ruling class is in no
mood for any more of Nixon's

"bombs," but Nixon is unable to stop
them from going off. Osborne reported
that according to one insider, Nixon's
situation is expected to get worse
rather than better:

"Counsellor Melvin Laird, the form-
er congressman and secretary of De
fense who joined the White House staff
in July and is saying that he's quitting
as soon as Gerald Ford . .. is con-
firmed by majorities of the House and
Senate, contributed to the apprehen-
sion of dire things to come with an
argument that he is using on senators
and representatives. He tells Repub-
licans and Democrats alike that
they've got to confirm Gerald Ford
without delay because another Water-
gate crunch, maybe worse than any
yet experienced, is coming soon. He
is saying that a confirmed Vice Presi-
dent ought to be in place when it does,
ready to help the President withstand
it. Laird doesn't quite say in addition
that a Republican Vice President has
got to be in office, ready to replace
Mr. Nixon when and if he resigns
or is impeached and removed. But
that's the impression he leaves."

It was only about three months ago
that Laird was providing similar
warnings to members of Congress
about not being too vociferous in de
fending Spiro Agnew. O

Health Protection

tue California Air Pollution Research
Center is reported unable so far to fig-
ure out what pollutant caused widespread
damage to lettuce crops in southern Cali-
fornia several months ago. The pollutant
destroyed large parts of the crop in four
counties and damaged other vegetables
as well, including endives, beets, parsley,
and spinach.

News dispatches do not indicate whether
the center is also looking into the effects
on persons who ate vegetables that sur-
vived the pollutant.
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Plumbers and Presidents: The Roots of the Crisis

By Allen Myers

[This is the conclusion of an ar-
ticle on the historical origins of the
Watergate scandal. The first install-
ment appeared in last week's Inter-
continental Press.]

* * *

Watergate and the Radicalization

. .. I think it is time in this coun-
try to quit making national heroes
out of those who steal secrets and
publish them in the newspapers.

— Richard Nixon, May 24, 1973.

* * *

The preceding brief outline of U. S.
capitalism's tendency toward a con-
tinually strengthened executive should
not be seen as a linear process or as
one in which there are no opposing
forces. During periods of upsurge, the
working class and its allies can slow
or even temporarily reverse the trend
toward concentration of capitalist
power. In some cases the same phe-
nomena that spur the ruling class to-
ward greater centralization may con-
tribute equally to demands from other
sectors of the population for greater
democratic rights, less governmental
interference in their lives, an end to
imperialist adventures, etc.

Such an attitude in broad layers of
the population can in turn require,
from the viewpoint of the ruling class,
greater secrecy, undercover attacks on
its political enemies, a general escala-
tion of Watergating. Jeb Stuari Ma-
gruder, the former deputy director of
CREEP, used basically this argument
to justify his participation in the Wa-
tergate affair. Magruder told the Er-
vin committee:

"During this whole time we were in
the White House, and during this time
we were directly employed with try-
ing to succeed with the president's po-
licies we saw continuing violations of
the law done by men like William
Sloane Coffin [a professor under
whom Magruder studied in college].
He tells me my ethics are bad. Yet
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he was indicted for criminal charges.
He recommended on the Washington
Monument grounds that students burn
their draft cards and that we have
mass demonstrations, shut down the
city of Washington. . . .

"So consequently, when these sub-
jects came up, although I was aware
they were illegal we had become some-
what inured to using some activities
that would help us in accomplishing
what we thought was a cause, a legiti-
mate cause. . . .

"For the past year, I have obvious-

MAGRUDER: A question of "ethics"?

ly had to consider that and I under-
stand completely that that was an ab-
solute, incorrect decision. But that is
basically, I think, the reason why that
decision was made— because of that
atmosphere that had occurred —and
to all of us who had worked in the
White House there was that feeling
of resentment and of frustration at
being unable to deal with issues on
a legal basis."

Nixon expressed the same attitude
more forcefully when he told an aide

to have thugs remove a lone demon-
strator standing across the street from
the White House.

For roughly fifteen years, U.S. so-
ciety has been going through a pro-
found process that is ultimately re-
sponsible for Magruder's feelings of
frustration. Broader and broader lay-
ers of the population have begun to
question and reject the traditional val-
ues and beliefs of U. S. capitalist so-
ciety. Old attitudes have been chal-
lenged in every field: political, social,
economic,” cultural, sexual, philo-
sophic, educational. This radicaliza-
tion has transformed the face of the
United States. The apparent mono-
lith of reaction of the early 1950s has
become a society in which literally
millions have demonstrated in the
streets their hatred of one or another
facet of capitalist misrule.

The radicalization in the United
States began first in the nationally
oppressed Black population, and was
inspired in part by the process that
pushed Washington into the role of
world cop: the colonial revolution in
the decades following the second world
war.

Black Americans who saw the emer-
gence of formally independent states
in Africa realized that they had been
taught lies about the history of that
continent— and therefore presumably
about their history in this country as
well. They saw African diplomats
served in Jim Crow restaurants. More
importantly, they saw that the white
colonizers could be defeated despite
their immense military superiority.

And of course it was easy for Blacks
to see the hypocrisy of the rhetoric
about "democracy" used to justify
Washington's imperial wars. In his
autobiography, Malcolm X described
his encounter with a draft board dur-
ing the Korean War. He had applied
for exemption as a conscientious ob-
jector:

"They asked if I knew what 'con-
scientious objector' meant. I told them
that when the white man asked me to
go off somewhere and fight and may-
be die to preserve the way the white
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man treafed the black man in. Ameri-
ca, then my conscience made me ob-
ject."

The civil rights movement of the
late 1950s and early 1960s soon drew
in stndents, both Black and white,
who had many of their illusions about
the American Way destroyed by po-
lice clubs and firehoses— as did, for
that matter, thousands who only read
about events in their newspapers or
witnessed them on television.

Students and other young people in
conflict with authority on one ques-
tion naturally began to doubt con-
ventional wisdom in other areas. The
Cuban revolution, the Bay of Pigs,
and the "missile crisis" forced many to
confront for the first time the reality
of imperialism and its possible costs,

With the growth of the movement
against the Vietnam war, millions of
Americans began to learn that "their"
government could not be trusted to
tell them the truth, that it lied not just
occasionally but constantly, as a mat-
ter of deliberate policy.

Lyndon Johnson's "credibility gap”
was to contribute to the uncovering
of the scandals of the Nixon gang.
The antiwar movement, particularly
the students, realized that the govern-
ment could not be believed and be-
gan conducting its own research. Gen-
erally this centered on the involvement
of campus organizations in the war.
The students exposed seemingly innoc-
uous research projects as covers for
the development of weapons. Anthro-
pologists and sociologists were dis-
covered investigating ways of deflec-
ting the hatred of Asian peasants for
corrupt governments, cataloguing the
political views and weapons availabie
to remote villages, or listing geo-
graphical features that might pose ob-
stacles to tanks.

The effects of this widespread dis-
trust and the efforts of radicalized
young people to discover the truth
should not be underestimated. Reach-
ing even into the government bureau-
cracy, they made it increasingly diffi-
cult for the government to keep any-
thing secret. Bureaucrats who opposed
a particular policy — for whatever rea-
son—discovered that a "leak" in the
right place could often be more effec-
tive in forcing a change than hours
of argument within the bureaucracy.

This situation has sometimes pro-
duced spectacular results. Neither the
Mylai massacre nor the Pentagon Pa-
pers would have become public knowl-
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edge without the previous radicaliza-
tion and its effects on the secrecy of
government. Mylai was exposed be-
cause of the investigations of Seymour
Hersh, at that time a reporter for
an obscure news service with no na-
tional influence, and because low-
ranking army lawyers involved in the
case were unwilling to cooperate with
the Pentagon in covering it up.

Daniel Ellsberg was himself one of
the intellectuals whom Washington
hires in large numbers to help it eval-
uate and plan imperialist strategy.
When he became disillusioned with the
government's seeming inability to
"learn" from its experience in Vietnam,
he began by sending portions of the
Pentagon Papers to liberal members
of Congress. When that produced no
results, he tried the New York Times,
which published them in order to push
Nixon closer to its own line on the In-
dochina war.

The governmental trend toward cen-
tralization is also contradicted by
every democratic victory that has been
won by radicalizing layers of the pop-
ulation. Civil rights legislation, the
eighteen-year-old vote, the right to
abortion, ete., are all concessions
won from the ruling class in opposi-
tion to its needs for greater regimen-
tation of U.S. society —as the con-
tinual attempt to roll back such con-
cessions testifies.

The radicalization has severely un-
dermined some of the most powerful
of traditional ruling-class methods of
control. Wartime patriotism, racism,
and red-baiting have become less and
less effective precisely because the radi-
calization is based on opposition to
the results of those policies. Both John-
son and Nixon were therefore required
to use more secretive and illegal meth-
ods of dealing with enemies.

Writing in the October 1973 issue of
Foreign Affairs, Nicholas deBelleville
Katzenbach offered some insights,
from the standpoint of the ruling class,
into the connections between the radi-
calization, Watergate, and U.S. im-
perialism's foreign policy. Katzen-
bach is not merely a commentator on
bourgeois affairs. Presently a vice
president of International Business
Machines (IBM), he was attorney gen-
eral in the Kennedy administration.
His influence in Washington is indi-
cated by the fact that he was one of
the twelve men who, at a secret meet-
ing in March 1968, turned U.S. war
strategy onto the track of "Vietnamiza-

tion" and issued Johnson his walking
papers.

We will take a closer look at Katzen-
bach's article below. Here it is neces-
sary to consider only his explanation
of the need to replace more traditional
methods of control because of the ef-
fects of the radicalization. The "policy”
to which he refers is the cold war
"containment” strategy of Washington
as world cop:

" . .. for much of the past25 years
there has been a tendency to equate
dissent or criticism with disloyalty,
with subversion, with being a Commu-
nist 'dupe.' Obviously this repression
of dissent reached its peak after the
'loss' of China and during the era of
the late Senator Joseph McCarthy. But
appearing to follow the Communist
line has been a political risk for critics
during most of this period. And, again
because of its 'national security’ prem-
ise, the policy has bred a host of ques-
tionable practices relating to security
clearances, systems of classification of
information, lists of subversive orga-
nizations, and snooping by security
agents into the background, beliefs
and associations of many citizens. It
is not too long a step from security
practices of the past to the ridiculous
beliefs of the Watergate 'plumbers' and
their creators, and to the acts they
sought to justify in the name of na-
tional security. Indeed—and I think
this is a major part of the problem —
very little of the protest activity asso-
ciated with Vietnam would have been
tolerated in the 1950s, and repressive
measures might well have been accep-
ted by the general public not so long
ago-"

Is there a hint of regret for lost op-
portunities in that last remark?

Katzenbach contends that less secre-
cy and more honesty by Johnson
could have won broad public support
for the Vietnam war, thus reducing
the need for Watergate-style opera-
tions. This seems a highly dubious
proposition. But he is certainly correct
about the shift in attitudes characteriz-
ing the radicalization and the rise of
Watergating.

In large part, then, the Watergate
scandal is a fairly direct product of the
present radicalization of U.S. society.
Both the objective logic and the partic-
ular effects of the radicalization have
tended to pose a sharper and sharper
conflict with the expanding require
ments of U. 8. imperialism.

The U.S. ruling class selected Rich-
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ard Nixon as its president— and gave
him its almost unanimous endorse-
ment a second time in 1972 — because
of his strategy for resolving the con-
fliect by containing or rolling back the
radicalization. Nixon's attempt to im-
plement this strategy was an impor-
tant contributing factor to the Water-
gate affair, and it therefore deserves
a closer examination.

Nixon's Strategy

You see these bums, you know,
blowing up the campuses.
— Richard Nixon, May 1, 1970.

* * *

Although there are many possible
tactical combinations and variations,
the U.S. ruling class has basically
only two strategies available for deal-
ing with the radicalization: a hard-
line, repressive approach and the lib-
eral effort to co-opt or deflect the rad-
icalization in a reformist direction. In
the recent period, the first approach
has been represented by Richard Nix-
on, the latter by the liberal Demo-
crats, particularly in the election cam-
paigns of Eugene McCarthy, Robert
Kennedy, and George McGovern.

The question of which strategy is
predominant is a very important one
for the ruling class, and has become
more important as the radicalization
has continued to spread. As George
Breitman explained in the September
8, 1972, issue of The Militant, in the
context of analyzing the upcoming
presidential election:

"Every class society rests on domi-
nation through a mix of coercion and
persuasion; the greater the proportion
of persuasion, the cheaper it is for the
ruling class, and the more secure its
position generally is. The decline of
confidence that many millions have
in the capitalist system, the widespread
disbelief and mistrust in the govern-
ment, the suspicion and/or rejection
of the traditional political parties, the
loss of autherity by the institutions
that represented and symbolized au-
thority, the questioning of time-
encrusted values, procedures, and
prejudices— these are not minor mat-
ters or mere conversation pieces for
the intelligent capitalist but problems
of major proportions with which they
have been grappling for several years.
What else produced Lyndon Johnson's
decision not to run in 1968 except
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the conviction that he had become too
discredited to even get a hearing from
millions of alienated Americans?"

The radicalization has not yet been
joined by the working class acting
as a class. But millions of workers
have already been affected by
the changing attitudes, "the question-
ing of time-encrusted values, pro-
cedures, and prejudices." For the rul-
ing class, it is obviously imperative
to stop or deflect the radicalization be-
fore the working class moves massive-
ly through its own organizations.

Nixon's hard-line strategy was evi-

AGNEW: "When you've seen one city
slum, you've seen them all."

dent from the very beginning of the
1968 election campaign, with its em-
phasis on "law and order"” and the hos-
tile, even insulting attitude toward rad-
icalized layers. (Asked why he was not
campaigning in a Black ghetto during
one campaign stop, Spiro Agnew an-
swered, "When you've seen one city
slum, you've seen them all.")

Nixon soon discovered, however,
that declaring "I will not be affected"
by antiwar demonstrations not only
did not stop the demonstrations, but
if anything made them larger. Frame-
up prosecutions of radicals as often
as not ran aground on juries who
had learned not to believe the lies
of government and police. In his most
direct confrontation with radicalized
youth, in May 1970, Nixon— as well
as most of the ruling class— was sur-
prised by the scope of the opposition
and was forced to beat a hasty re
treat.

Moreover, the "new majority" that
Nixon claimed to be patching togeth-

er from bits and pieces of "middle
America," which was to be the po-
litical base for his confrontetion with
the radicalization, proved 1o be an
illusion. That Nixon himself did not
believe in it for long, if ever, 's indi-
cated by the efforts of the White House
gang to manipulate the elections. Its
nonexistence was demonstrated as ear-
ly as November 1970, when Nixon
and Agnew loudly intervened in the
congressional election with a "law and
order" theme (including a stage-man-
aged "stoning" of Nixon's car in Cal-
ifornia) and only produced an unex-
pectedly large swing to the Democrat-
ic party.

Despite these setbacks, Nixon per-
sisted in his hard-line strategy, still
with the substantial backing of the
ruling class. But the emphasis of the
strategy necessarily shifted from fron-
tal confrontations to more devious at-
tacks of the sort that have been ex-
posed by the Watergate scandal.

Again, it should be emphasized that
Nixon was not striking out on his own
when he authorized the various Water-
gate-style programs. The infamous
1970 secret spy plan, for example,
was drafted by a committee recruited
from the highest levels of the state "se-
curity" apparatus. It consisted of the
directors of the FBI, CIA, Defense In-
telligence Agency, National Security
Agency, and the heads of the spy
groups of each of the armed services,
in addition to a White House aide
representing Nixon. These are the
"nonpartisan” bureaucrats who stay
on in their jobs no matter which party
holds the presidency and who are en-
trusted by the ruling class with the de-
fense of the interests of the entire class
rather than any particular sector of
it.

Nixon's undercover operations were
perfectly permissible, and in fact de-
sirable to the ruling class, so long
as the targets were the antiwar move-
ment, Black nationalists, etc. Nixon's
crime was that in order to secure his
own reelection, he turned these wea-
pons against the representatives of sec-
tors of the bourgeoisie. And, perhaps
even more serious, he was caught in
the act.

Some of the liberal bourgeoisie in-
cline to be charitable about Nixon's
personal failings, attributing his ex-
cesses primarily to the failure of the
ruling class as a whole to work out
a satisfactory means of ensuring pub-
lic support for imperialist policies.
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This was the contention of Katzen-
bach, ir the article quoted above,
when hewrote:

"Coniinuing and widespread public
concern over our relations with other
counfries is really a phenomenon of
the last 25 years. Measured in terms
of even our relatively short history as
a nation, we have not had much time
to gain experience or adjust our po-
litical institutions to this new state of
affairs."

Katzenbach indicated that he could
understand the feelings that led Nixon
beyond the bounds of the permissible.
Of the widespread opposition to the
Indochina war, he wrote:

"There is nothing subversive about
all this—although it may appear so
to a President thoroughly committed
to the importance and rightness of a
particular course of action. Vocal and
widespread dissent may easily frus-
trate his policy; damage our national
security as he perceives it; severely
limit his capacity to lead; and encour-
age the view that such opposition is
truly subversive, the work of our ene-
mies, and something to fear and even
seek to repress.”

Katzenbach believes that Johnson
was affected by the same pressures.
His remarks are worth quoting at
some length for their view that the
centralization required by imperialism
may have gone a step too far and
become counterproductive in some in-
stances:

" . as the [Vietnam] war dragged
on, and as opposition to it became
increasingly vocal, the [Johnson] Ad-
ministration's motivation subtly
changed. It saw the opposition as
making an already difficult task more
difficult; as stiffening the resolve of
the enemy; as making the search for
an honorable peace infinitely more
complicated. Information withheld,
promulgated half-truths, propagandiz-
ing the good news — all of which were
to a degree misleading —were now jus-
tified by the necessity to minimize the
degree of opposition so that peace
could be more rapidly achieved. And
so the credibility gap widened farther,
and trust and confidence eroded faster.
Ironically, the fact that the statements
of the government were less and less
believed probably gave the domestic
opposition a strength it never could
otherwise have achieved.

"Mr. Nixon— prior to Watergate—
recouped some credibility for the Pres-
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Part of crowd of 500,000 antiwar demonstrators in Washington in April 1971. Nixon's
strategy for dealing with radicalization included "getting tough" with protest move-

ments.

idency. He did not, however, do so by
frankness and candor. His technique
was to reduce the levels of U. S. troops
and casualties; to seek to focus atten-
tion on other matters by his China
initiative; and to continue to dissemble
and to restrain discussion on Vietnam,
His excessive views of presidential
power, his seeming disdain for con-
gressional views, and his moving the
center of decisions from the State De-
partment to the White House all have
tended to reduce public discussion
and, consequently, public opposition.
And to a completely unprecedented de-
gree he has conducted his foreign poli-
cy secretly. He regained considerable
trust and confidence in the Presidency,
not because his statements were be-
lieved, but because many of those na-
turally in political opposition grudg-
ingly admired the initiatives toward
China and Russia and respected the
brilliance and competence of Mr. Kis-
singer.

"Unhappily, secrecy in foreign af-
fairs —and particularly in the at-
mosphere we have lived in for the past
25 years—is easily rationalized. Yet
the reasons seldom have much to do
with the rationalizations. In re-
cent years, at least, the real motive
has been precisely to avoid the diffi-
culties inherent in our political sys-
tem and hopefully to present the pub-
lic with triumphant faits accomplis.

What initially stemmed largely from
confrontation between a growing vocal
minority in Congress and the Presi-
dent, as well as increasing public dem-
onstrations, was converted into consti-
tutional principle by Mr. Nixon. In
his Administration, neither the Con-
gress nor the public has been informed
about foreign affairs except at a level
of high generality, and even then with-
out the opportunity for discussion. In-
deed, not even the bureaucracy has
been consulted or informed. And this
in turn has led to a failure to con-
sult with, and inform, our allies
abroad, culminating in the insult to
the Japanese with respect to the change
in our China policy.”

Katzenbach's array of arguments
illustrates at least two dilemmas for
the U. S. ruling class.

One is the fact that the centraliza-
tion of power it wants and demands
multiplies the possibility of that pow-
er being misused —either deliberately,
for personal considerations, as with
Nixon's operations against his Dem-
ocratic opponents, or because of er-
rors of judgment, which can originate
in the reduced obligation to take into
account the views of varied bourgeois
sectors. (This danger is reflected in
the complaints of the capitalist press
about Nixon's "isolation" from Con-
gress and other sources of bourgeois
opinion.) Compared with the second
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dilemma, this problem is trivial, and
is more than offset, from the stand-
point of the major capitalists, by the
gain in efficiency produced by central-
ization.

The major problem is referred
to rather obliquely by Katzenbach's
complaint that Nixon has attempted
to convert the awkward necessity for
secrecy into a ‘'constitutional prin-
ciple." Here he touches on a dilemma
that is at the heart of the crisis of
Watergate, a crisis still far from reso-
lution.

Death Agony of a Myth

The investigation of this select
committee was born of crisis, un-
abated as of this very time, the cri-
sis of a mounting loss of confidence
of American citizens in the integrity
of our electoral process, which is the
bedrock of our democracy.

—Sam Ervin, May 17, 1973.

I love my country. I venerate the
office of the president, and I have
the best wishes for the success of the
present incumbent of that office, be-
cause he is the only president this
country has at this time.

—Sam Ervin, July 23, 1973.

* * *

In an August 24, 1973, editorial
on the then unsettled legal contest over
the secret White House tapes, the
Washington Post described the basic
issue as "the extent to which the presi-
dency is circumscribed by the Consti-
tution and®the laws of the United
States." Previously in U.S. history,
the editors pointed out, the govern-
ment had been able to avoid the is-
sue:

"Thus, the question, as framed, pret-
ty much asks the courts how much
of the absolute authority of a mon-
arch the framers of the Constitution
meant to strip from the new office of
the Presidency they were creating. Up
to now this question has been shroud-
ed in a useful kind of vagueness in
which limits were assumed by Pres-
idents and not pressed too hard by
others. Recent events, notably the se-
cret incubation of the Vietham war
and the Watergate crisis have changed
some of that. The President and his
lawyers by advancing arguments that
amount to a form of Constitutional
extremism have almost insured that
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some of that useful vagueness will be
dissipated by the courts."

The Post editorial was entitled "King
George III and the Nixon Tapes."
This theme of Nixon claiming the
power of a king is one that has been
mentioned with increasing frequency
as the Watergate crisis unfolds. The
New York Times, for example, has
referred to "almost monarchical" and
"monarchical" views of the presidency
allegedly held by Nixon.

The frequent allusions to constitu-
tional debates of the eighteenth cen-
tury are understandable if not com-
pletely relevant, for the Constitution
has come to symbolize a key ingre-
dient in the "mix of coercion and per-
suasion" that has been remarkably
successful for the U.S. ruling class
over the past two centuries.

A major component of the persua-
sion that has reduced the expense to
the bourgeoisie of maintaining its rule
has been the carefully nurtured myth
of bourgeois democracy —the twin il-
lusions that (1) the masses, through
their vote, can have a decisive in-
fluence on government policies, and
(2) there are constitutional principles,
laws, or traditions that can guarantee
the maintenance of democratic liber-
ties under capitalism. While there have
been expansions and contractions of
the democratic rights actually enjoyed
by the working class in different peri-
ods of U.S. history, the ruling class
has generally not considered it neces-
sary or desirable to introduce mea-
sures that completely undermine these
illusions.

The concentration of executive pow-
er necessary for the efficient operation
of imperialist adventures was, for a
long time, largely compartmentalized
and isolated, at least so far as ap-
pearances were concerned, from "the
democratic process." Events like the
Palmer raids and the McCarthy witch-
hunt were portrayed, and largely be-
lieved to be, aberrations from the
norm, whose chief component was
overzealousness in defending "democ-
racy" against a foreign threat.

Even during the worst periods of
reaction, "free elections" continued to
be held. Presidents might send thou-
sands of troops around the world in
an effort to suppress revolution, but
they normally sought formal congres-
sional approval or were able to pro-
vide such actions with the cover of
an alliance or treaty ratified by the

Senate. While they might in reality
ignore the wishes not only of the pub-
lic but of Congress as well, they did
not proclaim the right to do so as
"constitutional principle,” but pre-
ferred to preserve the "useful kind of
vagueness" recommended by the
Washington Post.

The Watergate scandal demonstrates
that the centralization needed by U. S.
imperialism has finally come into di-
rect and open conflict with that demo-
cratic myth.

When Nixon's agents were caught
breaking into the offices of the Demo-
cratic National Committee, the "third-
rate burglary" did more than under-
mine public belief in the legitimacy
of capitalist elections in the United
States —although that in itself was a
serious blunder in the eyes of the
ruling class. Beyond that blunder, the
incident and the subsequent dis-
closures have confronted the ruling
class with the growing incompatibility
of its drive toward centralization and
the maintenance of the myth of bour-
geois democracy, particularly in a pe-
riod when wide layers of the popula-
tion have already begun to question
that myth.

The contradiction is not a mere tem-
porary crisis in the "credibility™ of the
Nixon administration. For half a cen-
tury, democratic illusions have served
as an ideological complement and
support to U.S. imperialism's drive
toward world hegemony. Now the
very successes of imperialism and the
effects of the radicalization have com-
bined to turn the complements into
contradictions. The present crisis of
the U.S. ruling class centers on the
effort to find a new combination or
palance of these now essentially ir-
reconcilable elements of its rule.

In a September 17, 1973, editorial
"assessing the damage," the Wall Street
Journal indicated what it thought the
ruling class had already lost as a re-
sult of Watergate. Even though their
view was based on the erroneous as-
sumption that the "height of the Water-
gate affair has probably by now
passed" and that Nixon was "likely
to recover surprisingly well," the edi-
tors were of the opinion that "the dam-
age will prove both extensive and en-
during."

The still unsolved problem that most
worried the Journal editors was the
inability to turn back the radicaliza-
tion even after more "tangible" difficul-
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ties had been dealt with more or less
satisfactorily:

"We are at last at peace abroad. De-
spite inflation's dangers, we are more
prosperous than ever before. While
our black citizens have not achieved
equality, they have made prodigious
progress toward it. Our cities have
by and large weathered their financial
crises. Even Watergate, especially giv-
en the alacrity [sic] with which it was
exposed, is in a sense a testimony that
our institutions are bulwarks against
tyranny.

"For all of this, ours is clearly a
troubled land. The troubles lie in the
intangibles, in matters of self-confi-
dence, morale, a sense of fitness and
legitimacy. A decade of political as-
sassinations, grueling combat, burn-
ing cities, riotous campuses, public
incivility and disappointed expecta-
tions have left us sick in spirit, doubt-
ing in mind."

Watergate, the Journal continued,
had shattered ruling-class optimism:

"For a few brief moments, before
Watergate and again before its enor-
mity became known, it was possible
to imagine that Richard Nixon would
help us to work out of this sour mood.
In his first term he had set right many
of the tangibles, and in his second the
intangible fruits of this effort should
have been harvested. . . . If his foes
could then learn that American so-
ciety is such that even with Richard
Nixon it could find peace and pro-
gress, then some measure of national
harmony could be restored.

"Watergate has destroyed that
chance. Or perhaps it is more accurate
to say that Watergate has revealed
the chance as illusory."

The editorial concluded with the
somber prediction: "At a minimum,
Watergate has postponed for four
more years the time in which we might
come to peace with ourselves."

It was only a month later that the
events surrounding the firing of the
Watergate special prosecutor demon-
strated that the crisis was even deeper
than the Wall Street Journal editors
had feared.

Some sectors of the ruling class are,
as could be expected, less pessimistic
about the results of Watergate, seeing
many aspects of the scandal as essen-
tially accidental in a historical sense.
And, in fact, there is no question that
the crisis has been complicated by
factors that cannot be considered his-
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torically inevitable: Agnew's vulnera-
bility to criminal charges and Nixon's
shady financial dealings are two ob-
vious examples.

Highly dubious, however, is the
claim of accident for what the liberal
press likes to call Nixon's "dictatorial”
or "monarchical" tendencies—by
which it means the use of police-state
tactics against bourgeois critics, the
ignoring of its advice, and the manip-
ulation of the state apparatus for per-
sonal political advantage. In a May
24, 1973, editorial, the Washington
Post illustrated this view by com-
paring Johnson and Nixon on their
uses of "national security" powers:

"Presidents of the United States over
the past couple of decades have been
granted by the people considerable
license to invoke national security
needs as a justification for all manner
of activities that otherwise would not
be permitted and which certainly
would not be permitted to go on in
secrecy. This is an enormous trust,
and from time to time our Presidents
have abused it. You could argue—
and many people do—that President
Johnson abused it in the course of
escalating the American Vietnam in-
volvement. But nobody argues that
he abused it for small or personal
or political reasons: the dissembling
was undertaken, he believed, to ful-
fill a genuine, if unpopular, national
security imperative abroad. Whether
he was right or wrong, that is a dis-
tinction of some importance. For what
we must reluctantly suspect now is not
just that Mr. Nixon's campaign and
government appointees abused the
prerogatives of White House power,
but that the President himself is invok-
ing the sacred and serious national se-
curity claim frivolously and to ends
for which it was never intended."

But as others, such as Katzenbach,
have pointed out, "the sacred and seri-
ous national security claim" carries
with it a tendency toward its "abuse,"
including its invocation against bour-
geois critics. And persons less im-
pressed than the Post editors by the
posthumously viewed virtues of
Lyndon Johnson might recall that the
phoney "Tonkin Gulf Incident," while
it undoubtedly served the wishes of the
majority of the ruling class, also oc-
curred at a time remarkably favora-
ble to the development of Johnson's
reelection campaign.

At the other end of the spectrum of

bourgeois opinion are the less sophis-
ticated sectors, who argue in effect that
the scandal would go away if it were
ignored. This aftitude was expressed
bluntly by Edward Gurney, Nixon's
chief defender on the Watergate com-
mittee, in a letter to the governor of
New Hampshire. Gurney gave the fol-
lowing evaluation of the Ervin com-
mittee:

"The only concrete contributions we
have made have been to force down
the stock market, up the price of gold,
devalue the American dollar, hurt the
economy, and destroy the confidence
of people in the American political
system. These are certainly concrete
contributions but about as useful as
a block of concrete tied around a
swimmer's neck."

Gurney, however, may be learning
the hard way that capitalist politicians
are likely to have to carry that "block
of concrete” for some time to come. In
one of the less important but highly
fitting by-products of Watergate, Gur-
ney has acknowledged that he is under
investigation in connection with possi-
bly illegal contributions from busi-
nessmen in Florida.

Whether Nixon is eventually forced
from office or is whitewashed and re-
tained, the political crisis symbolized
by Watergate will not be quickly re-
solved. The death agony of the myth
of bourgeois democracy entails a con-
tinued decline in the authority of the
capitalist government. This will com-
plicate and undermine whatever mea-
sures the ruling class decides are nec-
essary to deal with the problem of
Nixon's "credibility."

In the longer run, Watergate has
contributed a new element of instabili-
ty into U.S. politics. It is easy to
foresee, for example, that widespread
demands for impeachment are a like-
ly response to any unpopular action
by future presidents.

And it is to be hoped and expected
that disillusionment with the realities
of capitalist government will win a
widening audience for the socialist al-
ternative. O

Judicial Privilege

An Englishman arrested for making a
"rude gesture” at two judges passing in a
car explained to the offended jurists:

"I humbly apologize. I did not intend
to offend your lordships. 1 thought it
was the mayor's car."

The judges accepted the explanation and
released the offender.
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Chilean Middle Class Grows Reshve as Economlc Sltuahon Deterlorates

S

s

Imperialism and Allies Rushing Financial Aid to Junta

"The sharp contraction in sales
brought about by the massive mark-
ups decreed by the Chilean military
junta in accordance with its 'real-
prices' policy has provoked growing
concern in those sectors that might
have been expected to benefit from
such a policy," Marcelo Rivas reported
in the November 4 issue of the Buenos
Aires daily La Opinion.

This concern was voiced, in fact,
by the Santiago El Mercurio, the dean
of the reactionary press in Chile and
a strident supporter of the campaign
to oust the popular-front government
of Salvador Allende. One of the only
two papers allowed to publish by the
junta for several weeks after the coup,
its pages were filled with the names,
addresses, and descriptions of "dan-
gerous Marxists." In fact, a member
of its managing staff, Fernando Leniz,
is the junta's minister of economics.

The removal of the "Marxist tyran-
ny" apparently caused some unexpect-
ed problems that disturbed the reac-
tionary paper.

"There is a noticeable drop in the
enthusiasm of consumers, as well as
a slowdown in the circulation of
money." Moreover: "The return to
economic realism will put a series of
medium and small businesses in a
precarious situation. Some of them
will undoubtedly have to shut down,
causing disturbances in the various
professional associations." Consterna-
tion in these professional associations,
the gremios, would also be upsetting
to the junta, since they are its main
organized support.

A split over price policy showed
up early in the bloc supporting the
junta, Rivas wrote. "There were two
tendencies on the question of deal-
ing with inflation and the dislocation
of the economy. The first called for
a gradual readjustment, more or less
similar to the one put into practice
by the conservative former president
Jorge Allesandri (1958-64), who
ordered progressive annual wage cuts
of 50, 25, and 10 percent, which were
acceptable in the medium run but at
the same time reduced the problem
of inflation without cutting the buying
power of the population too sharply.
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"The second tendency was to carry
out a drastic markup, setting prices
at their highest free-market level as
a means of solving the economic prob-
lems rapidly through severely cutting
back on buying power and the circu-
lation of money."

Now the economic situation seems
likely to widen this split:

"The results of this second alterna-
tive, which is the one the military
junta finally decided to take, do not
seem to be to the liking of the sectors
linked to the government or support-
ing it. A sharp contraction in demand
has alarmed the medium-scale and

small industrialists as well as the
merchants with limited capital and
small-scale operations. The low

volume of sales is decapitalizing these
sectors, which face the threat of bank-
ruptcy. On the other hand this would
benefit the powerful concerns, which,
according to past experience with the
free enterprise system, will be rein-
forced by buying out small, failing
businesses. This will lead to the kind
of monopolistic situation the govern-
ment says is unacceptable.”

By its nature the military junta can-
not avoid favoring monopoly capital-
ism. But a sudden increase in small-
business failures could be politically
very dangerous for it. And at the
same time that the small-scale traders
and industrialists are being threat-
ened with bankruptey because of the
contraction in sales, the popular strata
are being driven to desperation by
severe cuts in an already low standard
of living.

"The sudden drop in purchasing
power and the specter of hunger have
caused a dramatic shift in attitude
toward the junta, even among anti-
Marxist residents of the poblaciones,”
New York Times correspondent
Jonathan Kandell wrote November 7
from Santiago.

"Dozens of the same housewives and
workers who expressed cautious or
enthusiastic support for the junta . . .
a month ago are now openly critical
of the new Government's economic
policies.

"The food problem

has already

overshadowed the widespread fear
and anger among supporters of the
late  Marxist President Salvador
Allende Gossens."

The foot soldiers of the rightist cam-
paign against the popular front are
rapidly being alienated. Kandell
quoted one housewife as saying:

"I  marched in every women's
demonstration against Allende and I
welcomed the coup against the Marx-
ists, But if the military does not do
something about food prices, I am
willing to go out and march again."

The only apparent alternative for
relieving the immediate economic
problems, Rivas wrote, is an expan-
sion of consumer credit. "But the mer-
chants say that since they are being
'bled white' by the present sluggish
buying and cannot offer consumers
even short-term credit, it is the banks
and the big suppliers that have to set
up such a system."

Thus, the junta's chances for slow-
ing down the erosion of its support
seem to depend on infusions of credit
from the big banks and businesses
that closely interlock with imperialism.

Faced with the prospect of civil war
or revolution in Chile if the junta
should suddenly lose its grip, inter-
national capitalism has been offering
help.

"It has been announced that the In-
ternational Monetary Fund will grant
a credit of $80 million to the Central
Bank of Chile," Le Monde reported
November 15. "Moreover, several
other U,S. banking institutions are
offering Chile credits of $20 million
to get the country out of its present
difficulties.”

The Brazilian dictatorship has been
quick to offer its solidarity. "Brazilian
air force planes regularly bring much
needed aid to Chile," the November 19
Der Spiegel reported. "In return, the
Chileans turn over the Brazilian exiles
who found refuge under the Allende
regime to Rio de Janeiro. The exiles
are flown back to Brazil on the same
planes that bring the aid."

Even the Latin American govern-
ment that, except for Cuba, made the
warmest statements of solidarity with
the Chilean popular-front regime has
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not held back from helping the junta
in its time of need:

"Argentina granted Chile a loan of
$10 million that will finance the im-
portation of machinery for small and
medium mining operations,” La

Opinion reported October 31.
The junta has promised concessions
to the workers: "Economics Minister

hilean Workers

Leniz has announced that there will
be no more price hikes until wage
readjustments are studied in January,"
Rivas wrote in the November 4 La
Opinion. "This is the first time he has
accepted the possibility of wage raises
in the short run.”

But it remains to be seen if the junta
and its backers can halt the economic
decline in time to prevent a disastrous
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erosion in the regime's political sup-
port. Furthermore, they cannot gel
the economy going again with a sullen
and terrorized labor force. 'The
generals would almost certainly have
to make some concessions in their
methods of rule, which on the other
hand would give the workers a chance
to reorganize. And they have some
scores to settle. O

Daily Body Count Along Avenida Departamental

[The Swedish journalist Bobi Sou-
rander was one of the foreign jour-
nalists most roughly treated by the
Chilean junta. He was arrested and
held in the National Stadium for more
than a week before being expelled from
the country. Since returning to Swe-
den, he has been writing a series of
articles on the repression he witnessed.
The following article is from the Oc-
tober 28 issue of the Stockholm daily
Dagens Nyheter. The translation is
by Intercontinental Press.]

* * *

Almost every morning dead bodies
turn up lying along the Avenida De-
partamental on the outskirts of San-
tiago. They appear near bus stops,
where they can best frighten people.
Their faces are smashed in with rifle
butts so that they are unrecognizable.
They wear the cheap, worn clothing
of Chilean workers.

The political persecution in Chile
is far from over. It has only changed
its form, shifted so as not to be so
visible to the world. And it has
reached a new level among the poor
and the ordinary people.

The junta isn't looking for officials
in the Allende government any more.
They are dead or deported. Now the
Popular Front politicians are missing
or in prison. So the political persecu-
tion has another target. It is the Chil-
ean workers who are being persecuted.

The Departamental is a long indus-
trial road through Santiago's factory
belt, and it passes through campamen-
to after campamento in the working-
class slums.

The first dead bodies didn't show
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up along the road until one morning
a few weeks after the military coup.
They had been dumped there at night
during the curfew period. They were
picked up by a passing garbage truck.

Since then, the appearance of such
bodies has been a continual occur-
rence. One morning there were five
men lying there in overalls with safe-
ty glasses around their necks. Two
days later there were two men with
their feet tied together. They had ob-
viously been dragged behind a car.
I myself sawea man who had been
placed in a siting position on an
embankment. He had been shot in
the neck with the gun pointed up-
ward so that his face was blown away.

Who killed them? Why? And where
did they come from?

The first question can be answered
with an ironic "don't know." Only the
military and the police know. Only
they can move around at night when
the curfew is on.

As for the second question, Raul,
a friend, can answer it.

He lives in a campamento along
the Departamental, with his wife and
ten children. In Allende's time, he was
a member of the campamento govern-
ing board and head of the health com-
mittee. He has never made a secret
of the fact that he has been a Socialist
party member for decades.

In front of his house, he hung a
picture of Salvador Allende with Fi-
del Castro. He thought it was funny.
In the era of the spiffy Allende, it
was the only picture he had seen of
Fidel wearing a tie.

The police arrested Rail on a Satur-
day night. They came into his cam-

pamento in a truck and dragged him
out of bed. He staggered out carrying
his trousers and his shoes and was
knocked down and beaten in the street
while his children screamed. Finally
he was hauled onto the back of the
truck with several others. When he
asked for a shoe he dropped, the po-
licemen hit him in the eyes and in the
testicles with the barrels of their guns.
Raul was held in the police station
for four days. He was tortured for
an afternoon, and given the electric
shock treatment. When I talked with
him, he still had the burn marks on
his lips and heels. The police wanted
to know where he had hidden Carlos
Altamirano, one of those with a half-
million escudos price on his head.

"l don't know what you want from
me," Raul answered. "I have only seen
Altamirano in newspaper pictures."

He was thrown into a cell with three
others. One of them was wearing the
same kind of trousers and the other
had the same last name. In the mid-
dle of the night, his two cellmates
were taken out.

In the morning his wife, Carmen,
learned that three bodies were lying
along the Departamental. One had the
same kind of trousers on that her
husband was wearing. Another had
a payslip with the name Goémez, the
same last name as Raul's.

Carmen ran the whole way to the
bus stop. She was relieved to see that
none of the bodies was Raul's. But
she was also convinced that she would
never see him again.

When Raul came back to the cam-
pamento, he found out that his job
was gone. When Carmen and one of
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their girls was arrested a little later
and held in an army barracks for two
days, he gave up.

He fled from the campamento and
thus lost both the hovel he lived in
and the right to one of the new houses
that are being built for families in the
neighborhood.

Raul Gémez, a man who considered
himself rich when he was getting about
$100 a month in wages, no longer
has any hope. He has no job, no
home, no future, not even guarantees
of his life.

He is a typical case.

Tens of thousands like him, labor-
ers, slum dwellers, and wage workers
in the nationalized factories go in fear
of their lives. They know that sooner
or later, depending on how long the
repression lasts, they are going to
lose their jobs and their homes.

It is against them that the repres-
sion and the pogroms are aimed. A
worker in Chile who openly support-
ed Allende and socialism in the past
three months knows what can happen
to him.

He is a marked man, like a Jew in
Nazi Germany.

In Escotilla Tres, Entrance Ramp
No. 3 in the National Stadium, the
military junta demonstrated this on
a massive scale.

This ramp was the "cell" where all
the newcomers landed. A month and
two days after the coup, I met eleven
workers from Chena in the small sub-
urb of San Bernardo.

They were almost bubbling over
and happy to have come to the Na-
tional Stadium. They thought their
lives were saved.

"We don't know how many workers
the military shot in Chena. We only
heard shooting and found in the roll
call that people had disappeared."

"You didn't see anyone shot, then?"
I asked.

"See? We had blindfolds on all the
time.” Rémulo, a truck driver, said
that he sat in Chena sixteen days
blindfolded!

Chena was the military's shooting
gallery in San Bernardo. It sits on
a hill and is surrounded by barbed
wire. There are no buildings,
just sheds open on all sides. There is
no water and no toilets. And people
were held prisoner for weeks there!

A month after the coup, the new
methods of repression could be noted
in the National Stadium. The first
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question fellow prisoners asked a new-
comer was where he was the day he
was arrested —at home, on the job,
in the street.

The second question was equally
certain. Where were you taken?

If the answer was the National Sta-
dium, they shrugged their shoulders.

He hadn't had anything to complain
of yet.

But if the answer was "the Fifth
Precinct,” the "airbase in Colina," the
"Tacna barracks," then a third ques-

PINOCHET: Presides over daily slaughter
of Chilean workers.

tion was automatically asked. "How
much did they beat you?"

Some didn't have to be asked. The
three boys from the René Schneider
campamento came in with bandaged
eyes, swollen lips, and cauliflower
ears.

And in the morning inspection, when
people could finally take off their
clothes and unwind a little, they point-
ed out the ones who had gone through
the barracks and the precinct. Their
arms were beaten raw and they had
ugly bruises on their backs.

And they were glad to be in the
National Stadium, with the Interna-
tional Red Cross and the UN Refugee
Committee. Now they only faced ques-
tioning, in the bicycle-racing track
building.

A month after the coup, almost all
of the people coming into Escotilla
Tres were workers and poor. They
were the new victims of the new meth-
ods of repression. And the roundups
were so indiscriminate that the results
seemed almost ridiculous.

For example, there was the line of

newcomers that appeared suddenly in
one morning inspection, dominated by
five boys in shiny green uniforms with
the name of the Savory glass factory
on the back.

They had been taken off the job
four days before and softened up at
a military post.

There were also examples of the
monumental stupidity and ignorance
underlying the repression. Many of
those who came in had been arrested
because they had 100-centavo notes
in their wallets —worth about a tenth
of a cent after the inflation of the Allen-
de period.

"The police told me that this bill
was the secret sign of the MIR [Mo-
vimiento de Izquierda Revoluciona-
ria — Movement of the Revolutionary
Left]," one of them told me. "Like a
lot of other people, I saved one as a
curiosity. Never in my life have I had
anything to do with the ultraleftists
like the MIR."

There was a Japanese who had been
mistaken for a Brazilian. There was
a retired air force noncom who had
been going around in civilian clothes
but wearing his old service revolver.

And there was a grumbling, ill-tem-
pered old Spaniard. He was the eco-
nomics secretary to the cardinal in
Chile and a personal friend of Pope
Paul VI.

The military junta has issued an or-
der that all unregistered guns in the
country should be turned in at the
churches. So now he was accused of
having "stolen the said weapons from
the churches and turned them over to
extremists."”

He came in, in shirtsleeves. He had
left his coat at his worktable when he
came in to the police station to answer
the false charge. The prisoners stole
a blanket for him and gave him the
warmest place to sleep, in the ladies
restroom.

So, Escotilla Tres was a "safe har-
bor." The only thing that could hap-
pen to you after you got there was
two or three interrogations, which
might be rough.

Then came the decision—trial be-
fore a military tribunal or release.

For a Chilean worker in the Na-
tional Stadium there is no difference
between trial or release. He can never
expect anything more than "condi-
tional freedom." That means that
every night he must be in his house
and if anyone comes looking for him
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he has to turn himself in immediately
to the authorities.

And staying "home" in a campamen-
to, where informers keep a constant
eye on people who have been in the
National Stadium, can mean ending
up face down along the Avenida De-
partamental.

The military "search" these campa-
mentos in raids for weapons and po-
litical leaders. They are appointing
informers as the new leaders and re-
naming the settlements. "New Havana"
is now called "New Dawn," and "Ho
Chi Minh" is called "Happy Valley."
The setilement of "Three Bullets" got
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the name "Virgin Maria."

And if you get through the mili-
tary's "house-by-house searches," there
are still the night raids, when the po-
lice come. The police know their dis-
tricts well. They do not come looking
for weapons. They know that there
aren't any. They go directly after the
people they want.

But even if everything goes all right
at "home," there is still the problem
of making a living. Workers are sent
out of the National Stadium with the
notation "Marxist" on their work per-
mits. They have no chance of find-
ing work in today's Chile. O

Imperialism and Argentine Bosses
United Behind Peronist Regime

[The following article appeared in
the November 8 issue of Avanzada
Socialista, weekly paper of the Argen-
tine PST (Partido Socialista de los
Trabajadores — Socialist Workers par-
ty, a sympathizing organization of the
Fourth International). The translation
is by Intercontinental Press.]

* * *
The thousands of workers who
voted for General Peron did so

with his previous administrations in
mind and in repudiation of the past
eighteen years of deprivation and sell-
out to imperialism. However, in 1973,
General Perén is not going to reenact
his earlier governments. Instead he is
going to throw his weight behind the
Argentine bosses' plan known as the
Pacto Social [Social Pact] in order to
get it firmly under way.

For decades, the Argentine oligar-
chy and bourgeoisie were partners and
allies of British imperialism. But since
the start of the postwar period British
imperialism has been on the decline
throughout the world, and it has
adopted a policy of making an
orderly retreat from its domains
in the face of the onslaught of the
new yankee imperialist colossus.

Confronted with the expansionist
policy of U.S. capitalism, big sectors
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of the Argentine oligarchy saw better
prospects in selling themselves to the
new colossus. Grain firms like Bem-
berg and important sectors of indus-
trialists and the oligarchy went over
to the United States. This led to a
division in the two traditional Argen-
tine political parties, the Conservative
and Radical parties, giving rise
to pro-U. S. and pro-British factions.

The June 4, 1943, coup d'etat was
an attempt by nationalist sectors of
the army to prevent the regime from
falling into the hands of the pro-U. 8.
oligarchy.

The dispute between these sectors
was reflected in the different positions
they took on the war. While the pro-
U.S. wing pushed for Argentina's en-
try into the war, the pro-British wing
proposed neutrality, under cover of
which it could continue to supply Ar-
gentine beef to Britain.

Colonel Perén became the leader of
the proneutrality wing, representing a
new tactic to resolve the situation, seek-
ing the support of the workers move-
ment. And he won this backing as the
result of an exceptional economic
situation. The large reserves piled up
during the war enabled him to make
concessions to the workers. Today this
situation has been reversed and our
country has accumulated a $6 thou-
sand million debt to imperialism.

Moreover, the betrayals by the old
workers movement leaderships (Com-

munist and Socialist), who sold out
countless struggles to the bosses in the
name of helping out with "the war
against fascism,"” aided Perén in his
plan of winning support from the
workers. He promoted unionization,
especially of the new workers coming
from the interior.

So, with the bosses divided and big
sectors of the workers movement be-
hind Perén, the 1946 elections were
held, which the general won by a
narrow margin. The workers move-
ment, which tipped the balance toward
a victory for Per6on, won big gains
that it still remembers today:.

Perén played a positive role for the
country in opposing the penetration
of U.S. imperialism, the rising colos-
sus, At the same time, he defended
capitalist order without impinging fun-
damentally on its economic structure
(he did not expropriate the oligarchy).
In the trade-union sphere, he followed
the same line. He pushed unionization
but the state held the top echelons in
an iron grip through the trade-union
bureaucracy that Perén himself ap-
pointed. This enabled him to keep
the workers movement hitched to the
bosses' policy.

But by the end of the 1940s and
the beginning of the 1950s, this anti-
imperialist orientation was already be-
ginning to shift. Perén supported U.S.
imperialist intervention in Korea,
hosted President Eisenhower's brother,
Milton Eisenhower, and signed the
OAS agreements and a whopping
petroleum contract with Standard Oil.

Companeros who recall Perdn's first
term in office should now realize that
things have chtanged. Per6n did not
win the current election by a narrow
margin but by the largest percentage
in history. The situation this time is
that the bosses (despite their various
shadings of difference) supported Gen-
eral Per6n, and they are not divided
as in 1946. Their current unity is re-
flected in the Pacto Social, which repre-
sents agreement in the economic field.
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On the political plane this unity is
represented by the FREJULI [Frente
Justicialista de Liberacién— Social
Justice Liberation Front, the Peronist
electoral front] and the Hora del
Pueblo [Hour of the People, a meeting
ground between the Peronists and oth-
er bourgeois parties|. Even the "gor-
illa" Manrique himself wished Perén
well! (In Mendoza the Manriquista
representatives supported Peronist
congressmen against Martinez Baca
[the liberal Peronist governor that the
right-wing Peronists are trying to
purge].)

Last week, the Church fathers shifted
their support to Perén. We are not
referring to the humble Third World
priests, but to the top echelons of the
ecclesiastical hierarchy. The Casa
Rosada greeted Monsignors Tortolo,
Primatesta, and Zarpe with big smiles.
What a far cry from September 16,
1955, when the Church and the
"gorillas" were spearheading the pro-
U. S. coup d'etat.

What is it that impels the vast ma-
jority of the bosses to support Perén?
What has inspired the Church fathers
to consecrate this miracle? There are
various factors involved, but the de-
cisive one is the bosses' fear and
panic that the working class may con-
tinue along the road of the Cérdoba
uprisings. The bosses are uniting to
keep the demands and mobilizations
of the workers from accelerating the
crisis of the capitalist system, because
in the workers and popular struggles
the proletariat has been forging a
movement conscious of its strength,
a movement that can raise de-
mands and fight, and even bring
down, the most repressive dictator-
ships.

Fear of this happening is what
unifies the bosses and even inspires
U.S. imperialism itself to send Per6n
its best wishes.

Perén has an instrument at his dis-
posal that other Argentine bosses can-
not use with the same facility —the
trade-union bureaucracy.

The plan to put a damper on work-
ers struggles requires the kind of
union leadership that lends itself to
this role—the hated trade-union bu-
reaucracy. On November 2, in a na-
tionally broadcast speech atthe head-
quarters of the CGT [Confederacién
General del Trabajo— General Con-
federation of Labor]|, Per6n stated:
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"The Argentine trade-union organiza-
tion has a staff of honest and capable
leaders.”

Was it "honest" and "capable" leaders
who signed the Pacto Social behind
the workers' backs? How about the
leaders who papered the streets of
Buenos Aires with statements of sup-
port for the Sassoon bosses against
striking workers? Do they deserve con-
gratulations?

The "honesty and capability” that
Per6n grants these leaders mean that
they are faithful servants of the bosses,
not of the working class they claim
to represent. Last week [Labor]| Minis-
ter Gelbard relied on this "honesty
and capability” to say: "What need is
there for wage increases? These are
not fundamental measures." Of course
they are not fundamental measures.
Fundamental measures would involve
beginning the expropriation of the im-
perialists and the oligarchy! But isn't
there a crying need for wageincreases?
Do Mr. Gelbard and the bureaucracy,
who, with General Perén's support,
have frozen raises in the last two
years' contract negofiations, believe
that a 100,000-peso [about US $102]

Chilean Trotskyist Held at Pisagua

minimum monthly wage is just?

Companeros, is General Perén's
present government the same as his
previous administrations? We do not
think so.

The bosses are not divided as in
1946 but are united despite their dif-
ferences around the Pacto Social sup-
ported by Perén. The Peronist trade
unionists are not a mighty emerging
force sweeping everything before them
but an obstructionist leadership hated
by all the rank-and-file workers. The
economic situation does not permit
Perén to make concessions to the
workers, unless he expropriates im-
perialism and the oligarchy (some-
thing he is not ready to do in a
thoroughgoing way). For the time
being, U.S. imperialism does not
regard Perén as an enemy; rather
the two are exchanging good wishes.

This is why we cannot place any
trust in the present government in a
belief that solutions will come from
the top. To achieve solutions to the
most compelling problems, instead of
relying on the government, we must
organize ourselves and mobilize. O

Junta to Try Hector Gutierrez

Héctor Gutiérrez, a member of the
Partido  Socialista Revolucionario
(PSR— Revolutionary Socialist party,
the Chilean section of the Fourth In-
ternational) is to be tried by a military
tribunal for "ideological" crimes. Gu-
tiérrez, a Chilean national, had been
a visiting professor at the Universities
of Mexico, Havana, Chicago, Lima,
and Rome. At the time of his arrest
immediately after the coup, he was
employed as a professor of demo-
graphy at the School of Public Health
at the University of Chile.

He was first taken to the National
Stadium, but now it appears that he
may be transferred to Pisagua, a
small, isolated port town in the north
where nearly 300 prisoners are being
held. Pisagua is where many leftists
of wvarious tendencies were held
prisoner (and died either from execu-
tions or the living conditions) under
the regime of Gabriel Gonzalez Videla,

from 1946 to 1952,

Gutiérrez's wife, who also taught at
the School of Public Health, has been
fired. She is being allowed to collect
her husband's paycheck from the uni-
versity, through the authorization of a
social worker, until Gutiérrez is con-
victed. However, 50 percent of his
salary is being deducted "voluntarily”
for "national reconstruction." Gutiérrez
has been allowed only one visit with
his wife and their infant daughter since
he was taken prisoner at the time of
the coup.

The United States Committee for
Justice to Latin American Political
Prisoners (USLA, 150 Fifth Avenue,
Room 311, New York, N.Y., 10011),
in a report on the Gutiérrez case,
called for action to be taken im-
mediately to stop his possible execu-

tion, obtain his release, and secure
for him a guarantee of safe-conduct
out of the country. O
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Pakistani Army Moves In
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Baluchistan: The Next Bangladesh?

By Ernest Harsch

"All the conditions are present to
transform Baluchistan into a new
Bangladesh," wrote Jean-Pierre Vien-
not in the November issue of the
monthly Le Monde Diplomatigue. The
October 10 Japanese English-lan-
guage daily Asahi Evening News
quoted an official of the National
Awami party, which has a strong base
in Baluchistan, as saying that the
"makings of a new Bangladesh are
there. There are freedom-fighters in
the hills —several thousand of them.
The army has been sent against them."

The analogy with Bangladesh has
not been lost even on Pakistani gov-
ernmental officials, as the clashes be-
tween government troops and Baluchi
nationalists have continued to mount.
The governor of the province of
Baluchistan has declared that between
6,000 and 20,000 guerrillas are ac-
tive there and in March, Prime Minister
Zulfikar Ali Bhutto sent one third
or the Pukistani army — 80,000 men —
to Baluchistan to put down the resist-
ance. One official in Quetta admitted
that more than 100 soldiers had been
killed in the past three months, while
Attaullah Mengal, vice-president of the
National Awami party, charged that
about 400 Baluchis had died in the
government attacks.

Baluchistan, a largely arid and
mountainous region, is the largest and
most sparsely populated province in
Pakistan. More than one million Ba-
luchis live in the Pakistani province
of Baluchistan and in parts of the
province of Sind, while 750,000 more
live across the border in Iran. In
addition, the Pathans, who comprise

the second largest nationality in
Baluchistan, also spill over into
Pakistan's North West Frontier

Province (NWFP), where they are the
majority, and into large parts of Af-
ghanistan. Both the Baluchis and
and Pathans, many of whom still fol-
low tribal traditions and live in al-
most inaccessible areas, have a long
history of opposition to the various
central governments that have
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administered the region.

In 1955, when Ayub Khan dis-
solved the four provinces of West
Pakistan into the "One Unit" as
a means of strengthening his hold
over what was then East Pakistan
(now Bangladesh), the Baluchis re-
sponded with small-scale guerrilla ac-

BHUTTO: Ordered up a rebellion in dis:
trict of Baluchistan.

tion against the central government.
The four provinces were restored in
November 1969 by the Yahya Khan
regime.

The general elections of December
1970 gave the National Awami party
(NAP) majorities in the provincial as-
semblies of Baluchistan and the
NWFP. The NAP, which favored
greater autonomy for Baluchis,
Pathans, and Bengalis, became the
principal bourgeois opposition to
Bhutto's Pakistan People's Party
(PPP) after Bhutto took over from
Yahya in the wake of Bangladesh
independence.

The NAP's calls for autonomy for
Baluchistan and the NWFP, and the
development of nationalist activity
raised fears in the capital, Islamabad,

that the Bangladesh experience might

2 be duplicated in the remaining section

of the Islamic state. Early in 1973,
Bhutto decided to take actions against
the NAP and to strengthen the federal
government,

In February, Abdul Qayyum Khan,
Pakistani minister of the interior, or-
ganized a rebellion against the NAP
regime in Lasbela, a district in the
southern part of Baluchistan. At-
taullah Mengal, who was then prime
minister of Baluchistan, quickly or-
ganized a militia and crushed the cen-
tral-government-sponsored uprising.
A few days later, a cache of arms
was "uncovered" at the Iraqi Embassy
in Islamabad. Bhutto charged that the
weapons had been destined for the
NAP forces in Baluchistan. He used
this as a pretext for removing the NAP
governors of Baluchistan and the
NWFP and replacing them with two
pro-Bhutto men.

A state of emergency was declared
and thousands of suspected NAP
members and sympathizers were ar-
rested. The October issue of People’s
Front, the newspaper of the Demo-
cratic party of Baluchistan (Iranian),
reported that more than 3,000 NAP
members as well as 5,000 other Ba-
luchis had been arrested. In addition,
many have fled across the border into
Afghanistan to escape the terror.

The Pakistani army, while not yet
carrying out large-scale massacres as
it did in Bangladesh, has razed entire
villages, poisoned drinking wells,
killed sheep and other livestock, raped
women, tortured prisoners, and killed
suspected leaders of the resistance. Ac-
cording to the November 6 Asahi
Evening News, Ajmal Khatak, a
former general secretary of the NAP
who is now coordinating the Pathan
and Baluchi resistance from Afghanis-
tan, reported that the Islamabad
forces have also used napalm against
villages suspected of Dbeing in
sympathy with the nationalists.

The NAP, most of whose leaders
are tribal chiefs or landowners, never
intended to break away from the
federal government or to mobilize the
masses of Baluchis and Pathans
against it. The October 10 Asahi
Evening News quoted one NAP leader
as saying: "We were never secession-
ists. But Bhutto is driving us into
this position." The June 2 Karachi
Sun further underlined the defensive
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posture of the NAP: "Khan Wali Khan
[president of NAP] repeated his allega-
tions that every method was being
adopted to push the people of
Baluchistan towards taking the course
of separation. . . .

"He said President Bhutto was
taking the country towards disintegra-
tion. The people must act now to
prevent him from doing any harm to
the country.”

Aijaz Ahmad, writing in the May-
June Pakistan Forum, described the
conflict between the NAP and the
regime in Islamabad in these terms:

"The modern state as it is presently
organized in Pakistan does not wish
to emancipate the Baluchistani masses;
rather, it wishes to help in their sub-
jugation by the more developed feu-
dalisms of Punjab and Sindh and by
the bureaucratic capital of Karachi,
who will all accept the Baluchi Sardars
[tribal chiefs] as junior, acquiescent
partners but not as equal competitors.
This is the hub of the centre-province
conflict. The masses are not a party
to it. The refusal of the Sardars to
accept that secondary role does mean,
however, a conflict and contradiction
between the national ruling class and
this particular segment of it. The Sar-
dars have to mobilize the masses here
against the encroachment on their in-
digenous privilege."

The NAP leaders would be more
than willing to put the brakes on the
growing Baluchi and Pathan move-
ments for national self-determination
if the Bhutto regime were willing to
call a halt to the fighting, release
the political prisoners. and allow
Baluchistan and the NWFP a greater
degree of autonomy. A planned civil-
disobedience campaign, which had
been scheduled to begin last June 15,
was postponed indefinitely in the hope
of opening negotiations with Bhutto,
reported the July 26 Christian Science
Monitor. Walter Schwarz of the Lon-
don Observer (News) Service reported
October 10 that some NAP leaders
were prepared to accept a new coali-
tion government with Bhutto's PPP
if he acceded to their demands.

But so far Bhutto has shown no
signs of willingness to compromise,
and the conflict continues to escalate
week by week, threatening to go be-
yond the control of either Bhutto or
the NAP.

Should the resistance to Bhutto's at-
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tacks spark a real mass uprising, the
shah of Iran would be prepared to in-
tervene militarily to help crush it. Teh-
ran and Islamabad are both members
of the Central Treaty Organization
(CENTO), and the shah has been
building up his military strength in
the region for the past few years.

In his Le Monde Diplomatique ar-
ticle Jean-Pierre Viennot described the
shah's interest in Baluchistan: "The
existence of an autonomous, demo-
cratic regime in Pakistani Baluchistan
would inevitably have repercussions
in Iranian Baluchistan. . . . Further-
more, Baluchistan occupies a strategic
position along the Gulf of Oman that

SHAH: Ready to "protect' Pakistan's rule
with troops.

is regarded as a 'security zone' by the
Iranian government, which claims the
right to intervene with arms against
any revolutionary movement, as it
has already done in the Sultanate of
Oman."

The shah himself said, according
to Viennot: "If Pakistan breaks up,
a new Vietnam could develop. Wemust
act so as to keep Pakistan from com-
ing to pieces. That would be a ter-
rible catastrophe, a Vietnam-type sit-
uation of newer and greater dimen-
sions. I am frightened at the mere
thought. If that should occur despite
everything, the least that we could
do, in our own national interests,
would be to take protective measures
in Baluchistan."

Such "protective measures” are al-
ready under way. Two giant military
bases are under construction at Chah
Bahar and Jask in Iranian Baluchi-
stan. The $600-million military base
at Chah Bahar will be the largest
of its kind in the Indian Ocean.

The May People's Front reported
that Tehran had sent five divisions—
80,000 men—into Iranian Baluchi-
stan: " Sparsely populated Baluchistan
today gives the look of a vast army
camp. Most of these troops are rob-
bing and looting foodstores and sheep
or goats from poor Baluch herdsmen.
Their behaviour with Baluch inhabi-
tants is such as if they were an enemy
force." The June 7 Karachi Leader
also reported that three military en-
campments had been built at Kharan,
Turbat, and Khuzdar in Pakistani Ba-
luchistan with the aid of Iranian
troops.

Peking, which backed Yahya Khan
against Bangladesh in 1971, also is
supporting Bhutto and the shah
against any possible secessionist de-
velopments in Baluchistan. Hsinhua
reported on June 19 that Chinese For-
eign Minister Chi Peng-fei said on a
visit to Tehran: "His Imperial Majesty
the Shahanshah once said that the
situation both east and west of Iran
constitutes a very strong warning to
Iran and that the nation has to
strengthen its defences in view of the
prevailing situation in the region. It
is necessary and understandable for
Iran to take measures to strengthen
her defences for safeguarding her se-
curity, independence and sovereignty."

Whatever the political and military
efforts on the part of Islamabad,
Tehran, and Peking to stabilize the
region, the situation is already reach-
ing beyond the limited goals of the
NAP leadership. In 1972, when the
NAP ruled both Baluchistan and the
NWFP, the Kissan-Mazdoor party
(KMP— Peasant-Worker party) orga-
nized peasant uprisings and land oc-
cupations.

Much of the land tilled by the peas-
ants is tribal property, but the sardars
(tribal chiefs) have been trying to get
title to the land. The sardars also
collect a traditional shishak, or feudal
tax, from the peasants working the
tribal land.

In Kalat, in southern Baluchistan,
the Kissan-Mazdoor party organized
the peasants and agricultural workers
to resist the expropriations of fribal
land and to stop payment of the shi-
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shak. The strongest resistance came
in those areas where the NAP gov-
ernor and chief minister collected their
tribal taxes.

Aijaz  Ahmad, in "Baluchistan's
Agrarian Question,” in the May-June
Pakistan Forum described the re-
sponse of Governor Ghaus Bakhsh
Bizenjo to the peasant movment: "The
retaliation of the provincial govern-
ment was swift, partly because the
locale of the resistance affected the
two chiefs of the Baluchi state. The
provincial militia, the Baghis [terror
squads|, and police came into action
in early June [1972] killing, strafing,
using mortar and deploying various
other forms of terror. More than four
hundred cultivators and rural workers
were arrested in the first haul at Jhal
Jao. Thousands of others have been
driven out of Jao, Avaran, and other
places; the Sardars and their clans
have appropriated literally miles of
cultivable land. It is their government
in Baluchistan, and this particular
drive for appropriation is no different
than what has been going on in Ba-
luchistan ever since the NAP govern-
ment came to power."

Besides the KMP a number of Balu-
chi nationalist groups to the left of
the NAP have also emerged. Allied
with the Democratic party of Balu-
chistan (Iranian) are the People's
Democratic party of Baluchistan and
the People's Democratic party of Sind,
both of which describe themselves as
Marxist-Leninist. Though they seem
to agree with Mao's concept of a
"people's army" based in the country-
side to carry on the struggle, they
openly reject the Maoist label because
of Peking's positions on Bangladesh
and Baluchistan.

The NAP itself has split, the dis-
sidents forming the NAP-Revolution-
ary Group, which criticized the NAP's
sardar leadership. Similarly, the NAP
student wing, the Baluchi Students Or-
ganization (BSO), suffered the break-
away of the BSO-Awami Group, which
charges that the NAP has "renounced
its socialist and revolutionary ideas
and transformed itself into a social-
democratic party representing the in-
terests of the tribal chiefs and the big
landholders."

Should a compromise between
Bhutto and the NAP be worked out,
there are sections of the Baluchi na-
tionalist movement that have indicated
in advance their opposition to any
deals with Bhutto that disregard the
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rights of the Baluchis and Pathans
to self-determination. An editorial in
the October People’s Front spelled this
out clearly: "Any talk of a peaceful
solution to the problem, while Bugti
remains Governor and political work-
ers are in jails and uniformed stooges
of Bhutto-Tikka and Aziz Ahmed are
roaming our land, is just a deception.”

Bhutto, however, remains the main
obstacle to any compromise. His in-
transigence, for the moment, may very
well drive the NAP leaders further
than they originally intended to go,

In Reply to a Talmudist
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just as the events in Bangladesh led
to its secession even though Mujibur
Rahman had sought only autonomy
for East Pakistan.

Furthermore, the contradictions that
have emerged in Bangladesh between
the relatively weak ruling class and
the masses of peasants and workers
are already quite evident within the
Baluchi nationalist movement. The de-
velopment of a struggle for indepen-
dence could thus boil over into astrug-
gle against the Baluchi sardars and
landowners themselves. a
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Footnotes to Wohlforth's Footnotes
to Footnotes in Trotsky Volumes

By Naomi Allen

Tim Wohlforth a leader of the Work-
ers League, is dissatisfied with thefoot-
notes in the Writings of Leon Trotsky
(1929-40) series issued by the revolu-
tionary publishing house, Pathfinder
Press. He is so dissatisfied in fact that
he devoted two articles to the subject
in recent issues of his newspaper, the
Bulletin.

Wohlforth deplores the "tendency

. to introduce in the form of foot-
notes distortions and what amounts
to political polemics against Trotsky."
If the purity of footnotes appears
hardly to be a burning question, keep
in mind that the Workers League is
one of the sects on the fringes of the
Trotskyist movement whose chief oc-
cupation is sniping at the Socialist
Workers party and the Fourth Inter-
national.

Wohlforth's thesis is that the Ameri-
can Trotskyist movement was born
with a congenital defect—its leader-
ship, "particularly James P. Cannon."
Consequently its theoretical bankrupt-
cy was demonstrated from the start,
provided you have sharp eyes.
Trotsky, according to Wohlforth, was
able to hold the American party to-
gether while he was alive. But the
seeds of its later "degeneration" be-
come apparent upon proper analysis
of Trotsky's role forty years ago in
two SWP factional struggles.

In the recently published volume
Writings of Leon Trotsky (1932)
Wohlforth found fresh material to il-
lustrate his thesis. He chose as his first

item the case of B. J. Field.

Field visited Trotsky in Turkey,
where he provided the exiled leader
with some useful economic data.
Trotsky recognized Field's positive
qualities, but the New York intellec-
tual was under a cloud. He had vio-
lated discipline and had been expelled
from the American Trotskyist move
ment.

Trotsky wrote to his American co-
thinkers, urging them to find a way
for Field to reestablish himself with
the movement. Field later rejoined on-
ly to be expelled again in 1934 for
breaking discipline while in the lead-
ership of an important strike.

Wohlforth writes that "Trotsky was
concerned that Cannon was proceed-
ing administratively towards intellec-
tuals in the party rather than political-
ly struggling with them to develop the
party as a whole. . . . He objected to
Cannon's organizational methods re-
garding Field."

But Trotsky's letters on Field to the
American leadership, which have been
included in this volume, are enough
to convince any objective reader that
Wohlforth is projecting his own de-
sire to "struggle with intellectuals."
Trotsky recognized that Field's mem-
bership in the Communist League of
America (predecessor of the SWP) was
"made more difficult orimpossible . . .
because Field, who during his past
has not yet developed the capacity
for a leading role in a revolutionary
organization, nevertheless is pushed
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onto that road because of his intel-
lectual qualities. . . . As the League
remains yet a small pioneer organi-
zation, it thereby feels itself compelled
to take sharper measures to protect its
own existence."

Trotsky indicated his understanding
and acceptance of the disciplinary
measures, and reassured the leader-
ship that he was not trying to go over
their heads and ignore their decision.

The editors of this wvolume of
Trotsky's writings added a footnote
providing more information on this
episode. The footnote quoted from
Cannon's book Speeches to the Party,
in which he recalled "'the happy day
when we got that letter," because for
him it meant that in the Left Opposi-
tion the relations between national sec-
tions and the international leadership
would not resemble [those| developed
in the Comintern after Lenin."

It's not clear what Wohlforth objects
to in this footnote. He would obvious-
ly have preferred it if the editors had
not included Cannon's evaluation of
that episode; but how the evaluation
constitutes a "distortion" of Trotsky's
views, or a "political polemic" against
them is not explained. Instead, Wohl-
forth turns to Cannon's views on cor-
rect structure for an international, as
expressed further on in Speeches to
the Party, and polemicizes on that.

Wohlforth's next item is a factional
dispute in 1932 between a group head-
ed by Cannon and one headed by
Max Shachtman. At issue in this dis-
pute were not principled or even tac-
tical differences, but rather frictions
and conflicts that at the time appeared
to be largely personal in nature.

Trotsky, who did not hesitate to pin
responsibility for political errors, and
who did so unsparingly when he felt
the situation called for it, attributed
the dispute instead to the objective dif-
ficulties faced by the American group.
In a March 7, 1933, letter ( Writings
32-33), he pointed to the political qui-
escence at this stage of the depression,
which did not permit mass work or
expansion and which resulted in "all
sorts of personal antagonisms." He ar-
gued that the dispute would only be
resolved "by broadening and deepen-
ing the mass work,” for which new
openings were appearing, and by re
cruiting fresh forces into the organiza-
tion.

In a note to a subsequent article by
Trotsky on the same subject, the edi-
tors included information on the out-
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come of the dispute: The frictions were
resolved by mutual consent and the
groups went on to collaborate effec-
tively until 1939, when Shachtman
developed serious disagreements with
the SWP's program and split from
the party.

The editors quoted from a 1942 ref-
erence to this factional dispute in Can-
non's book The History of American
Trotskyism. Cannon recalls that the
factional fights of the early Opposition
"weren't fully comprehensible to the
membership because the great political
issues which were implicit in them had
not yet broken through. However,
they were not mere personal quarrels,
as they so often appeared to be, but,
as is now quite clear to all, the pre-
mature rehearsal of the great, defini-
tive struggle of 193940 between the
proletarian and petty-bourgeois ten-
dencies within our movement."

Wohlforth, a former follower of
Shachtman, finds this footnote partic-
ularly reprehensible. To cite Cannon's
judgment in retrospect nine years later
"amounts to political polemics against
Trotsky"! The editors are using foot-
notes to distort Trotsky's meaning,
just as the Stalinists employed foot-
notes to distort Lenin's meaning!

Wohlforth declares that "the greatpo-
litical issues" inherent in the struggle
were not fully comprehensible to Can-
non either at the time and that "the
dispute broke out in 1932 because
of the inability of Cannon to break
down the divisions within the party,
to train trade unionists as Marxists,
as well as to break middle class sec-
tions from the middle class."

Wohlforth is entitled to his view,
but it bears absolutely no resemblance
to the view expressed by Trotsky on
this question. Out of consistency,
Wohlforth ought to maintain that the
"great political issues" were not fully
comprehensible to Trotsky either. (As
Wohlforth points out, Trotsky only

traced the roots of the Shacht-
man tendency back to 1937.) By
offering his own subjective judg-

ment on this episode, isn't Wohlforth
publicly engaging in "what amounts
to political polemics against Trotsky"?

Wohlforth's first example of "distor-
tions" and "polemics against Trotsky"
went astray. The second turned out to
be self-incriminating. We leave to the
reader to judge the outcome of the
third.

Writings of Leon Trotsky (1932)
includes Trotsky's 1926 speech "Pil-

sudskism, Fascism, and the Charac-
ter of Our Epoch,” together with an
introduction to the speech that Trotsky
wrote in 1932. In a note on page
390 —not the "longest of any in the
entire Writings series," as Wohlforth
mistakenly says—the editors included
part of a letter by Isaac Deutscher,
who was once a young leader of the
Polish Opposition in 1932 and who
wrote the well-known three-volume bi-
ography of Trotsky. In a passage
whose authorship is clearly identified,
Deutscher takes issue with Trotsky's
characterization of some of the lead-
ers of the Polish CP as "Menshevik-
types.”

Wohlforth is appalled. Permitting a
difference of opinion to be expressed
for the sake of clarification and de-
bate? That never happens in his
organization. But it has been known
to happen in the publications of Path-
finder Press before: Trotsky's In De-
fense of Marxism includes as an ap-
pendix "Science and Style," by James
Burnham, an avowed anti-Marxist,
audaciously subtitled "A Reply to
Comrade Trotsky." The Spanish Rev-
olution (1931-39) includes not only
Trotsky's letters to Nin, but Nin's
letters to Trotsky! The editors ap-
parently felt that those interested in
studying Trotsky would appreciate
having this directly related material
available. If Wohlforth had anything
of worth to contribute in this field, the
editors, one must imagine, would not
have hesitated to refer to him in a foot-
note. Of course, Wohlforth would
scorn that kind of immortality. His
objective is much humbler. In this in-
stance, he only wanted to cast a bit
of mud on the admirable job Pathfind-
er Press has done in assembling and
publishing Trotsky's writings.

In a letter to Diego Rivera, dated
September 23, and contained in Writ-
ings 37-38, Trotsky characterized the
sects of his time, which were the spirit-
ual forebears of Wohlforth's Workers
League:

"They follow us step by step. They
borrow some of the elements of our
analysis. They distort these elements
without limit and counterpose them to
the rest. They correct us. When we
draw a human figure, they add a de-
formity. When it is a woman, they
decorate her with a heavy mustache.
When we draw a rooster, they put
an egg under it. And they call all
this burlesque Marxism and Lenin-

"

ism. O
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French Abortion Group Holds Conference

[The following article on the first
national conference of the Mouvement
pour la Liberté de 1l'Avortement et
de la Contraception (MLAC—Move-
ment for Freedom of Abortion and
Contraception) appeared in the No-
vember 16 issue of Rouge, weekly
French Trotskyist paper. The transla-
tion is by Intercontinental Press.|

The first national conference of
MLAC was held November 10-11,

How was MLAC founded? After the
issuing of the manifesto of 343 women
[who declared that they had had "il-
legal" abortions] and after the Bobigny
trial [of a young woman and her
mother on charges of having ar-
ranged an illegal abortion], MLAC
was born of an active challenge to the
regime. In February 1973, 330 physi-
cians declared publicly that they had
performed abortions by the Karman
method free of charge. It was then the
public response to demands for abor-
tion that made the full depth of the
social problem come out into the open.

But at the same time that the de-
mand arose, the necessity for coordi-
nating and politicizing the struggle
became felt. Members of popular fami-
ly-planning groups and of the official
Family Planning system, revolution-
ary militants, and members of the
CFDT [Confédération Francaise Dé-
mocratique du Travail — French Dem-
ocratic Federation of Labor, the coun-
try's second largest trade-union fed-
eration| responded to a call put out
by physicians who had performed
abortions.

Agreement was reached on the ba-
sis of a charter that posed the prob-
lems of abortion and contraception
from a class viewpoint without mak-
ing any concessions to petty-bour-
geois illusions.

Immediately after the founding of
MLAC the Grenoble affair occurred.
[Dr. Annie Ferrey-Martin was arrested
on charges of having performed abor-
tions.| The week of mobilization then
organized by MLAC enabled the
movement to get a start in many new
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cities and to raise the demand of free
abortion and contraception on de-
mand for all.

The first national conference took
place in Grenoble, the very city that
kicked off the enormous mobilization
to defend Annie Ferrey-Martin.

Was this symbolic? Undoubtedly it
was, because it was a relaunching of
action that was discussed by the 300
militants at the conference, represent-
ing about fifty cities including about
twenty groups from the Paris region.
Fifteen groups from Choisir [Choice,
an abortion organization| responded
to MLAC's call to assert their oppo-
sition to Choisir's national leadership
and indicate their agreement with the
militant class-based view delineated by
MLAC.

Workshops were held on four points:

— A campaign around the proposed
new law on abortion.

— A campaign for sex information
in schools.

— The strategy and future of MLAC.

— Child-care centers,

The general discussion brought out
how closely the future and strategy
of MLAC are tied to the sort of action
MLAC would press for during the
parliamentary debate on the new law
and beyond.

Since last May, local groups have
proliferated and have reached a grow-
ing audience. None of them were able
to restrict themselves solely to perform-
ing abortions without going under, not
only because of the great demand,
but also because of the realities of
all the forms of oppression imposed
on a daily basis by the capitalist
system.

Each concretely came to the under-
standing that life must be changed,
that social relations must be changed.
But how? There are so many nag-
ging questions — precise or confused —
that cannot be put off until after the
revolution. There were so many
speeches that, while stressing the ne-
cessity for a real linkup with the work-
ers and their struggles, demonstrated
the weaknesses of the leaderships of
the workers movement.

The absence at the conference of
trade unionists participating in and

leading MLAC groups in the factories
showed how far we still have to go.

As well founded as it may be, the
fear of co-optation was bandied about
by the very ones who are most sus-
ceptible to it, those who favor the
immediate satisfaction of the demand
for abortion over "political" action,
which is supposedly "co-optable."

From the so-called wildecat abortions
to the system of model child-care cen-
ters, the real danger was the same in
all cases: the regime's tolerance. Can
this pitfall be avoided by broadening
the field of activity of the MLAC
groups to include the struggle against
sexual repression, by teaching people
to make love better, as some people
argued? Apart from the fantastic het-
erogeneity among MLAC militants on
these questions, the problem would
still remain. Do we want a Nether-
lands-type situation in which a repres-
sive law stays on the books but in
practice is not enforced, thus open-
ing the door to all kinds of money-
grubbing schemes?

That sort of co-optation is real and
it bears watching. Are we just talking
about abolishing the 1920 law? No,
we will not present the regime with
any more gifts like "wildcat child-care
centers” or "wildcat abortion centers."
We demand that these child-care cen-
ters and equipment for them be pro-
vided.

At the end of two days of discus-
sion, agreement was unanimous on the
necessity for taking the offensive
against the regime again and of
launching an immediate campaign.

Far from subordinating ourselves
to the dates of the scheduled parlia-
mentary debate, and without submit-
ting or defending any particular bill
that might be on the floor for debate
in the National Assembly, we want to
express our demand massively and
publicly: Free abortion on demand!

We will not let the government hide
its reactionary and repressive policy
by refusing any new debate. We will
denounce the government, We will uti-
lize the performing of abortions and
the mobilization of the masses to
sharpen the offensive weapons of our
struggle.

There will be a week of mobiliza-
tion December 3-10.

On December 3 there will be press
conferences in all cities to publicize
our demand and to indict the regime.
for the number of illegal abortions,

Intercontinental Press




their social causes, the lack of child-
care and social facilities, the absence
of contraception.

Throughout the week there will be
public initiatives at hospitals, neigh-
borhoods, and factories.

The week will culminate on Decem-
ber 9 and 10 with meetings and dem-
onstrations in order to continue the

Marcos Proclaims Himself ‘Revolutionary Hero'

e

Martial Law Regime in

campaign.

Toulouse is already preparing a six-
hour nonstop meeting for free abor-
tion and contraception on demand.

A national campaign committee has
been set up and will meet Sunday, No-
vember 18, to coordinate and decide
on target dates.

The struggle has only begun. O
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Philippines Fails

to Crush Popular Resistance

By Antero Nanhaya

Manila

After somewhat more than a year
of despotic military rule, Ferdinand
Marcos has launched an intensive pro-
paganda campaign depicting himself
as the nation's "revolutionary hero,"
and comparing himself with Lenin,
Mao Tsetung, Sukarno, and Castro.
Choruses of adulation from his co-
terie of sycophants are aired on all
radio and television stations. Septem-
ber 21, the anniversary of the sign-
ing of the martial law decree, was
designated "Thanksgiving Day" and
made an official holiday.

Songs pirated from the radical move-
ment, with new lyrics praising the re-
gime, are broadcast incessantly on the
radio, and the name of a new news-
paper, Ang Bayani (The Hero) mim-
ics the title of the organ of the New
(Maoist) Communist party of the
Philippines, Ang Bayan (The Nation).
These and other crude attempts to
exploit the popularity of the resistance
movement are implicit admissions of
its appeal and latent strength.

The mock referendum lastJuly 27-28
that gave the dictator a Yes vote of
slightly more than 90 percent was
partially for foreign consumption.
Failure to vote was punishable by
fine and imprisonment and the fear-
ful populace knew it was futile to write
No on the numbered ballots. Every
local official was made to understand
that he would lose his position if a
substantial No vote should turn up
in his area, and the "counting" was
left to them. Final tabulation in Manila
was handled by a lieutenant of Mar-
cos. Newsweek magazine's reportage
of the event caused the August 6 is-
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sue to be banned from the country
despite its proimperialist slant.
Behind the facade of tourist buses

with military escorts, thousands of po- | divulge

“"T&ﬁ-ﬂ,:‘la-
MARCOS: New "revolutionary hero" of
the Philippines.

litical prisoners languish without
charges or trials. The only trial held
was that of progressive newscaster Ro-
ger Arienda, who was sentenced to
twelve years at hard labor. A sched-
uled show trial of opposition Senator
Benigno Aquino Jr. backfired and was
canceled when Aquino refused to de-
fend himself but made a dramatic ap-

peal in the military court that leaked
and was widely circulated under-
ground.

Raids and arrests continue in greater
Manila. Troops cordon off working-
class sections after the midnight cur-
few, searching homes and detaining
all males for identification and finger-
printing. A national ID card system
reminiscent of such reactionary strong-
holds as the Union of South Africa
and Taiwan is being prepared under
the supervision of the Public Safety
Division of the U.S. Agency for In-
ternational Development and its Inter-
national Police Academy in Washing-
ton. Drunken, swaggering police and
soldiers commit cruel abuses against
the terrorized populace. A 23-year-
old honor student, Liliosa R. Hilao,
was raped and then tortured to death
with hydrochloric acid by a constab-
ulary unit commanded by Colonel
Bienvenido Felix when she refused to
the whereabouts of her
brother, who was wanted for radical
activities.

Rice, the food staple of the popu-
lation, is scarcer than at any time
in Philippine history. Black marketeers
sell the grain at 8 pesos (US$1.19)
per ganta (2 liters), the price having
tripled since only last April. In Manila
when rice is available at all, people
must wait long hours on line to pur-
chase a day's supply at inflated prices.
This despite the fact that the nation
boasts the most advanced technology
in' tropical rice production and hosts
the heralded International Rice Re-
search Institute, funded by Rockefeller
and Ford.

Fighting in Mindanao and adjacent
islands continues unabated. The Mus-
lim revolutionaries are tactically supe-
rior to the government troops and
Christian mercenaries and are well
prepared for a protracted guerrilla
struggle. In Cotabato Province, the
rebels have killed more than 800 gov-
ernment troops in the last twelve
months. A surprise attack on Tarra-
gona in Davao Oriental Province re-
sulted in the deaths of fifty-two con-
stabulary troops.

Morale in the army is low as fa-
voritism decides which soldiers are
sent into the rebel areas. In combat
regions, the troops frequently get
drunk and fire their guns indiscrim-
inately, hoping to be disciplined, pre-
ferring a "month in the stockade to
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a day in the mountains."

Captured Muslim towns and villages
are completely razed in a policy of
"collective punishment." Marcos has de-
clared an amnesty for rebels who sur-
render, but the few who give up are
usually killed in vengeance by the
troops. In Lebak, Cotabato, 1,000
civilians caught in a cross fire sought
protection from the army, and the
young men, numbering about 100,
were led away and shot. Two weeks
of heavy bombing failed to dislodge
rebel positions in Lebak, Parang, Car-
men, and Sultan Kudarat, all in Co-
tabato. On Basilan Island, the civilian
population, seeking refuge in the

mountains and coastal mangrove
swamps, is being decimated by air
bombardment.  Fighting continues
around the Goodrich rubber planta-
tion, also in Basilan.

If conditions deteriorate further, the
army may take over from Marcos in
a palace coup. Such a move might
well be led by General Fidel Ramos,
commander of the Philippine Constab-
ulary. Ramos, a second cousin of
Marcos, enjoys considerable prestige
with junior officers and would be read-
ily acceptable to U.S. imperialism,
which is often embarrassed by the
blunders, inefficiency, and extrava-
gance of the Marcos regime. ]

The Soviet bureaucracy has ap-
parently succeeded in forcing another
leading dissident to "recant" his views.
The official Kremlin press agency,
TASS, reported November 13 that
Ivan Dzyuba, the 42-year-old author
of Internationalism or Russification?,
a Marxist critique of the bureaucracy's
nationalities policy, had "unequivo-
cally condemned" the positions he ad-
vanced in the book.

One of the leaders of the opposi-
tion movement in the Ukraine, Dzyu-
ba had been arrested in January 1972
at the beginning of a Kremlin crack-
down on dissent. Along with a num-
ber of other Ukrainian opposition-
ists, he was held incommunicado un-
tii March 1973, when he was sen-
tenced to five years in prison and
five years in exile.

Dzyuba suffers from tuberculosis,
and many militants in the democratic
movement feared that he would not
survive his sentence. Deprivation of
medical care for imprisoned political
opponents is a terror tactic that has
been widely used by the Kremlin.

TASS reported that Dzyuba had been
pardoned after his alleged recanta-
tion and added that Dzyubahad prom-
ised to write a book refuting the ideas
he advanced in Internationalism or
Russification? There has been no con-
firmation of the TASS report from
independent sources.

While putting maximum physical
and psychological pressure on opposi-
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ELENA BONNER SAKHAROV

tionists to renounce their views, the
Kremlin has also apparently moved to
reward those dissidents who capitulate
to bureaucratic blackmail. A Novem-
ber 1 Reuters dispatch from Moscow
reported that Pyotr Yakir and Vik-
tor Krasin, who "confessed" to "anti-
Soviet crimes" during a frame-up trial
last September, had been released from
prison. Each had received a sentence
of three years in prison and three
years in exile. A Moscow appeals court
later reduced the sentences to just over
one year for each defendant. Since
they had already served a year of
preventive detention during which they
were forced into "confessing," they were
turned loose.

Irina Belogorodskaya, one of the
prosecution witnesses in the Yakir-

Krasin trial, who had been held with-
out trial since January, was also re-
leased shortly after Yakir and Krasin
were. At the trial, she had testified
that she had helped Yakir type parts
of The Chronicle of Current Events,
the Jeading underground opposition
journal.

The writer Andrei Amalrik, best
known for his book Will the Soviet
Union Survive Until 19842, has had
his sentence of three years in prison
converted into three years in exile,
even though he has not renounced
his views,

Amalrik had already served one
three-year sentence and was scheduled
to be released in May 1973, but he
was rearrested and retried for carry-
ing out dissident activities among his
fellow prisoners. Subsequent interna-
tional protests over the Amalrik case
undoubtedly had some influence in
easing his conditions of imprisonment,
although the bureaucrats announced
that the change was solely for rea-
sons of health.

But while the Stalinists have given
reprieves to those dissidents who have
recanted, they have also continued
their repression against those who con-
tinue to attack the privileges of bu-
reaucracy.

An article in the November issue of
the Soviet monthly journal Man and
Law hinted that Andrei Sakharov's
citizenship might be lifted if he tried
to go abroad. Sakharov has received
an invitation from Princeton Univer-
sity to spend a year there as a visit-
ing scholar.

Meanwhile, Sakharov's wife, Elena
Bonner, was threatened by the secret
police, whose agents hinted that she
might be interned in a mental hos-
pital. Interrogators from the KGB
visited her three times in November,
trying to get information linking her
to The Chronicle of Current Events.
"I refused to give evidence," she said.
"l was told that I am probably men-
tally ill and this would explain my
refusal to talk." One of the interro-
gators also alluded to the possible
fate of her two children. Her daughter
has already been dismissed from a
university and her son lost his job
as a communications engineer last
sumimer.

In addition, the KGB agents ques-
tioned her about her involvement in
smuggling the prison diary of Eduard
S. Kuznetsov abroad for publication.
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Kuznetsov was arrested three years
ago for allegedly conspiring to hijack
a plane to Israel. He was given a
death sentence, which was later com-
muted to fifteen years at hard labor
after international protests over the
case. The KGB interrogators hinted
to Elena Bonner that Kuznetsov's
death-sentence might be reinstated if
she refused to cooperate.

The secret police are reportedly now

Shah Charges 'Foreign Links’
=
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carrying out an investigation of Ga-
vril G. Superfin, who has done re-
search for Aleksandr Solzhenitsyn, and
Viktor A. Khaustov for alleged "anti-
Soviet" activities in connection with pub-
lication of The Chronicle of Current
Events. Another dissident, Yuri A. Shi-
khanovich, a former Moscow Univer-
sity mathematician, is also expected
to be brought to trial early in De-
cember. |

Two Kurdish Nationalists Executed

[The following news item was re-
leased by the Organization of Kurdish
Intellectuals of Iran.]

* * *

On Thursday, November 1, 1973,
two more Kurdish patriots were shot
dead by the shah's firing squads in
Sanandaj, the center of the Kurdistan
province in western Iran.

This news appeared in the semiof-
ficial papers Etelat and Kayhan. The
complete text of the report read:

"Two persons accused of setting up
a network and having links with for-
eign elements were executed at dawn
today.

"The authorities had received infor-
mation that a civilian, Aziz Mostafa
Zadeh, had set up a network in Baneh
Town together with some others, in-
cluding Mohamad Sadiq, and had
links with foreign elements, giving
away news and information concern-
ing the country.

"The security forces put these people
under surveillance and when Mulla
Qadir Werdi, another accomplice, re-
turned from a secret trip abroad, ac-
companied by Mohamad Sadiq, they
clashed with the security authorities.
They were both wounded and captur-
ed, Mulla Qadir Werdi later dying in
Baneh Hospital. At the time they both
had in their possession a Colt pistol
and ammunition, which were seized
by the security forces.

"During the interrogation process,
it was learned that Mulla Qadir Werdi
had sent one of his confidants (Mo-
hamad, son of Sadiq) to Baneh as
a contact and had hidden him in the
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SHAH: Executes two more Kurdish nation-
alists.

home of Aziz Mostafa Zadeh, and
there they together worked to gather
information in order to pass it on to
foreign agents. Therefore, Aziz Mos-
tafa Zadeh and his collaborators were
put under arrest.

"The dossier, after being sent
through the normal procedure, was
then sent up to the Military Court
of Appeals and according to the ver-
dict of the appeals court, Aziz Mos-
tafa Zadeh and Mohamad, the son
of Sadiq, were condemned to death,
and each of their collaborators was
sentenced to imprisonment. Thecourt's
sentences were carried out early this
morning."

It should be stated here that accord-
ing to this semiofficial news, it is im-
possible to ascertain any single idea
about their motive in setting up such
a network, and there is no information
about what took place behind the
closed doors of the court.

The shah's regime has long experi-
ence in diverting the realities away
from the public and doesn't hesitate
to put down any single cry for free-
dom. But despite this rigorousattempt,
with the aid of a well-oiled propagan-
da apparatus, the realities will not
remain hidden forever.

This new wave of bloodshed, which
has taken place in total secrecy, can-
not forever deceive the public, and it
will be followed by great concern from
the freedom-loving people elsewhere,
and should rouse the voices of wrath
from freedom-loving people and pro-
gressives in their protest against the
brutality and crimes carried out by the
archenemy of all the Iranian peoples.

The reality of this news is that these
two martyrs were members of the
Kurdistan Democratic party of Iran,
and Mulla Qadir Werdi, whose name
has been mentioned in connection with
this incident, was a member of the
central committee of that party. He
was killed on Thursday, March 22,
near Baneh Town. Following that in-
cident several other militants were in-
jured and many Kurdish patriots were
arrested.

The two new martyrs were among
those detainees. The Iranian regime
is intent on carrying out its slaughter
in silence and as a result has an-
nounced the murder of the patriots
without mentioning their political
motives.

The Kurdistan Democratic party of
Iran has a long history of struggle
against the shah's regime and will
continue the struggle together with all
combatants of Iran. The Iranian peo-
ples, despite their various nationalities,
are facing the same enemy, and will,
hand in hand, crush the monarchist-
fascist regime of Iran.

Aziz Mostafa Zadeh and Mohamad
Sadiq are among the hundreds of
Iranian patriots executed in recent
years by the shah and his fascist re-
gime. It is the clear duty of all free-
dom-loving people to urge the Iranian
regime to publish the names and fate
of arrested Kurdish patriots, to make
public the names and sentences passed
on all detainees. O
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Haile Selassie Responds With Repression
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Famine Toll in Ethiopia May Reach 100,000

According to a United Nations re-
port, between 50,000 and 100,000
people have died during the first ten
months of 1973 from a famine afflict-
ing Wallo Province in kthiopia. In
Chad, Upper Volta, the Sudan, Niger,
Mali, Mauritania, and Senegal food
shortages have been taking their toll
for four years. The badly organized
and sporadic relief programs initiated
by wvarious charitable organizations
have hardly begun to meet the needs
of the millions of Africans in the
famine areas.

Besides the staggering toll in human
lives that has already been taken,
losses of crops and the decimation
of the livestock in Wallo Province
promises to push the Ethiopian casu-
alty figures even higher. About five
million Ethiopians live in the famine-
stricken region and many of them are
trying to flee to areas where relief
supplies are more available. The lack
of organization of the government re-
lief efforts and the poor quality of the
roads make distribution of thesupplies
even more difficult in Wallo.

Until the end of October, the regime
in Addis Ababa gave no indications
that famine conditions were so wide-
spread. Now that the extent of the
famine has become known, it has be-
gun "investigations" to determine why
the famine was ignored for so long.
The regime has suspended the acting
governor general of the province, So-
loleman Abraham, charging that he
was responsible for the cover-up.

But some sources put the blame even
higher. According to the November
9 Le Monde, Mr. Burgess, a spokes-
man for the Christian Famine Relief
Committee, charged that the minister
of tourism helped play down the ex-
tent of the famine so as not to "dis-
courage" tourists. He also said that the
province governor—who happens to
be Emperor Haile Selassie's son— re-
fused to accept relief funds contributed
by students in Addis Ababa. A spokes-
man for the West German section of
the World Organization Against Hun-
ger charged that Haile Selassie's con-
duct was "irresponsible and inhuman"
and called on the international relief
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organizations to struggle against his
"ill-conceived national pride.”

The regimes in the other famine-
stricken African countries have been
equally slow to act. In May, René
Dumont, a French agronomist who
had just completed a tour of the re-
gion, blamed the governments of
Chad, Niger, Mali, Upper Volta, Mau-
ritania, and Senegal for not acting
more quickly. He said they knew in
September 1972 that harvests would
be insufficient bul did not ask for
aid until February 1973, when food
stocks were already completely ex-
hausted. All this despite .the experience
of four previous years of famine.

Peter Dunn, writing in the November
3 New Zealand Herald, described the
hypocrisy of Selassie's"national pride™
"Today, as the skeletons totter in their
thousands toward the pitifully few re-
lief centres, Addis Ababa, the capital,
is full of new prestige buildings; and
the country still maintains the biggest
standing army in Africa."

The kind of "aid" that Selassie is
interested in receiving is hardly of
the variety that will help famine vic-
tims: From 1953 to 1970, the Addis
Ababa regime received more than
$160 million in military assistance
from the Pentagon, which is about
two-thirds of Washington's total mili-
tary allocation to Africa. The Penta-
gon also maintains a strategic com-
munications base at Asmera and has
sent "advisers" to help Selassie crush
the eleven-year-old rebellion in the
province of Eritrea.

The determination of the Ethiopian
regime to keep the lid on any news
of the famine was highlighted in May
when seventeen students were killed
in Dessye, capital of Wallo Province,
for protesting government inaction
against the famine. An investigation
is also being launched to "place the
blame" for the killing of the students.
"Official sources in Addis Ababa," re-
ported the November 18 New York
Times, "said that the students were
shot by the police in a demonstra-
tion following the refusal of the acting
governor general, Sololeman Abra-
ham, to meet with them to discuss

the famine. According to the official
sources, at least six were killed im-
mediately, others were put to death
later, and an unknown number were
wounded."

Besides attempting to cover up the
famine, the regime has also blamed
it on purely "natural causes," denounc-
ing any attempts to "exploit" the situa-
tion by hinting that the government
bears heavy responsibility for the sit-
uation.

But the real underlying causes have
little to do with "nature.”

Ethiopia's land is worked primarily
under a sharecropping system, where
the tenant farmers — about 150,000 in
Wallo Province alone— pay exorbitant
rents to the absentee landlords. In
addition, Peter Dunn reported in his
November 3 New Zealand Herald ar-
ticle, "the burden for the tenant farmer
has beea increased by the dues and
personal services he is obliged to give
to local officials. This activity has
been illegal since 1944 but as the
local judges are frequently substantial
landowners themselves, many over-
look the rights of tenants with impu-
nity.

"Poor communications and landlords
whose absence creates unbridgeable
gaps in the bureaucrats' lines of com-
munications have only exacerbated the
grim  consequences of prolonged
drought.”

Jean de la Guériviére in the No-
vember 9 Le Monde drew a direct
link between this landholding system
and the famine: "Since they must pay
exorbitant rents to the landlords (in
Wallo Province, 50-75 percent of the
harvest), the peasants are hardly en-
couraged to raise their productivity.
What's the use of starting an irriga-
tion project on some property when
the landlord won't sign a lease and
can evict the peasant at will?"

The regime's unwillingness to carry
out agrarian reforms that would min-
imize the chances of recurrent famine
and its reluctance to publicize the pres-
ent one may just be related to the
fact that the majority of the members
in the Ethiopian parliament are land-
owners. a

Food for Thought

A study in California has found that
drinkers are less likely than teetotalers
to have heart attacks. The day's news
probably doesn't upset people so much
if they're too drunk to understand it.
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