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Moscow Hardships

Lower and middle-ranking Soviet
bureaucrats in the Russian Republic
are being confronted with a situation
that the Russian minister of automo-
tive transport says is loaded with "a
whole tangle of psychological prob-
lems." According to a report by Chris-
topher S. Wren in the January 12
New York Times, many of the bureau-
crats are losing their chauffeur-driven
automobiles.

One can easily imagine the psycho-
logical trauma experienced by a
status-conscious bureaucratconfronted
by the prospect of such a loss. "Chau-
feur-driven cars are more conspicuous
here [Moscow| than anywhere in the
capitalist world," Wren observed,
"While their exact number is not
known, the Government ministries
alone train 145,000 new drivers a
year."

An undisclosed number of "service
automobiles” were phased out last
year, and another reduction of 15
to 20 percent is expected this year.
But what appears to create the great-
est fears among lower-ranking bureau-
crats is the even larger reduction in
the number of drivers, who are being
reassigned to taxies and buses. This
means that even many of those of-
ficials who retain cars will be forced
to the ultimate indignity of driving
them themselves. Wren indicated some
of the hardships that could result:

"The service car not only carries
a bureaucrat to his daily appoint-
ments but often fetches him from and
delivers him to home, runs his per-
sonal errands to the shops and mar-
ket, and even takes his children to
school."

Yevgeny G. Trubitsyn, the automo-
tive transport minister, suggested in
an interview with the Moscow weekly
Literaturnaya Gazeta that officials
might learn to "prefer to use public
transport." But who ever heard of
sending a bus to run errands to the
market?

Trubitsyn was confident, neverthe-
less, that Soviet officials could learn
to imitate their counterparts in the
United States and Western Europe.
There, he said, "I personally saw com-
pany managers, company directors
and even Government ministers driv-
ing their own personal cars." O
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Aramco 'Pressed Quietly for Higher Prices’

e

T

Energy Crisis: More Profits for the Oil Giants

By Ernest Harsch

The huge American oil companies
function under a heavy cloak of se-
crecy that even the government, let
alone the American people, can scarce-
ly penetrate. The massive profits they
raked in during 1973 as a result of
the artificially induced oil shortage,
and their tight control over all ac-
curate information on the extent of
oil reserves and stocks, have led many
people to speculate that the oil com-
panies were behind the sharp increases
in the price of Arab oil.

The nationally syndicated columnist
Jack Anderson, in a column that ap-
peared in the January 10 New York
Post, summarized material from con-
fidential sources within Aramco that
supports this theory. (The Arabian-
American Oil Company, Aramco, is
a consortium of four American cor-
porations that exploit the vast oilfields
of Saudi Arabia.)

"Locked in the files of Aramco," An-
derson wrote, "intended for the eyes
only of its top executives, is evidence
that the giant U.S. oil combine en-
couraged Saudi Arabia to increase
oil prices.

"According to the secret paperwork,
Aramco calculated that a price in-
crease would boost its 'rate of return.'
So the company, fearing nationaliza-
tion of its Saudi oil works 'well before
1980' and wishing to squeeze out
more profits before the takeover,
pressed quietly for higher prices."

Anderson also notes that the Arab-
Persian Gulf countries would have
probably raised their prices anyway.
But whether or not Aramco applied
any pressure, the partial embargo and
the price rises fitted neatly into the
plans of the oil monopolies.

On December 23 representatives of
the oil-producing states of the Arab-
Persian Gulf— Iran, Saudi Arabia,
Abu Dhabi, Qatar, Kuwait, and Iraq
—announced that they would double
the price of crude oil to $11.60. This
new rate is used simply to calculate
the amount of royalties that the states
receive from the oilcompanies — about
$7 per barrel at the new price. On
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the world market, a barrel of crude oil
from the Arab-Persian Gulf would ac-
tually sell for about $8.30. The in-
crease in the royalties paid to the Gulf
regimes in no way affects the profits
of the American corporations, since
they are allowed to deduct the taxes
they pay abroad from their taxes to
Washington on a dollar-for-dollar
basis.

The most immediate and important
result of the price hikes for the oil
monopolies, however, will be to as-
sure them even more spectacular prof-
its in 1974 than in 1973. As the
January 8 New York Times succinctly
put it: "The oil crisis appears to be
bad news for everybody— except the
oil industry itself." The massive profits
raked in by the oil giants in 1973
came mainly from their foreign opera-
tions — particularly from the Arab-
Persian Gulf. The Statistical Abstract

The Rise In Oil Company Profits
Net Profit on Domestic and International Operations
Flrst Nine Months of 1973
Millions of lncr::g.
Dollars Over 1872
Atlantic Richfield $178.5 37%
Exxon 1,656.0 59
Getty 82.4 80
Gulf 570.0 80
Mobll 571.2 18
Occldental 55.4 47
Shell 2534 M
Standard Oll of Callf. 560.5 40
Standard Oll (Indlana) 389.8 32
Standard Oll (Ohlo) 62.5 55
Sun 154.9 43
Texaco 838.9 35
Industry Composite  6,413.3 a7
(31 companies)
Source; Businass Week

of the United States reported that al-
though only 2 percent of all U.S.
direct investment abroad is in Middle
Eastern oil, the returns from that area
account for 20 percent of the total
profits taken in on all foreign invest
ments.

But the oil corporations wanted to
make comparable gains on crude oil
extracted and refined in the United

States itself. Domestic crude oil has
been selling for $5.25-$8.73 per bar-
rel. The companies saw an increase
in the price of foreign oil as necessary
to make the domestic operations more
profitable and to provide enough in-
centive to extend them. The market
price of Arab-Persian Gulf oil after
the December 23 price increases comes
close to the level of the most expensive
domestic oil. An analysis prepared
by the National City Bank of Min-
neapolis concluded that in 1974 the
profits on domestic oil would increase
by as much as 300 percent.

Another, more long-term benefit to
the oil corporations from the price
increases will be tighter control of al-
ternative sources of energy (shale,
coal, natural gas, atomic energy),
which require greater outlays of cap-
ital investment. As rates on crude oil
are cranked up, these alternative
energy sources suddenly become more
competitive. That this was an impor-
tant factor in the motivation behind
the price hikes of Middle Eastern crude
can be seen by the remarks made
by the shah of Iran on December 23:

"We must compare the price of oil,"
he said, "to the other sources of en-
ergy —what is the real price for the
extraction of shale, the extraction of
gas, the liquification of coal?

"The price should be the minimum
that you would have to pay to get
shale, for example, or the liquification
of gas or coal.

"How much it costs you to exploit
these other sources should be a basis
for the cost of oil."

The effects of the price hikes on the
development of shale-oil extraction
were almost immediate. The January
12 Business Week reported the first
major step. "For years there has been
talk about the vast potential of the
oil locked up in shale deposits in the
western U.S. But as long as adequate
quantities of oil could be obtained
by conventional—and far cheaper—
drilling methods, there was little
chance that any 'cornpany would in-
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vest heavily in shale lands.

"Now all that is changed. But few
were ready for the abruptness of the
about-face when a high bid of $210.3-
million was submitted by Standard
Oil Co. (Indiana) and Gulf Oil Corp.
for a 5,089-acre tract of government
land in western Colorado this week."

This tract was the first of six to
be offered for lease by the Interior
Department as part of its program
to stimulate commercial development
of the western United States shale oil.
Some estimates put the amount of
high-grade shale oil at more than 600
thousand million barrels—or more
than the oil company figures for the
crude oil reserves in the entire world.

Another result of the artificially
created energy crisis comes into play
in relation to the shale-oil tracts. Such
extraction can be environmentally
damaging, since most of the shale
will be strip-mined. To extract the oil
from the shale, the rock is heated,
swelling in volume by 25 percent. The
simplest method for the oil companies
to use to get rid of this extra scrap
shale would be to dump it in nearby
canyons.

While the secrecy surrounding the
operations of the oil corporations
makes precise information difficult to
obtain and publicize, many people
have already drawn the conclusion
that the oil giants are behind the ener-
gy crisis. A Gallup survey taken in
December reported that when asked
the question: "Who or what do you
think is responsible for the energy
crisis?" 25 percent of the respondants
named the oil companies, 23 percent
the federal government, and 19 per-
cent the Nixon administration (there
was some overlap). William E. Simon,
the head of the newly created Federal
Energy Office, was upset with this gen-
eral evaluation. "Blaming the oil com-
panies," he said, "is a very popular
game that everybody's playing today.
Find out who's to blame and let's
hang them."

The response by working people to
the effects of the energy crisis might
be more than the oil companies ex-
pected. Especially when those effects
become exacerbated in the coming
year.

Hundreds of thousands of workers
have already been laid off in the Unit-
ed States, either directly or indirectly
as a result of the oil shortages. Great
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Britain has been put on a three-day
work week. The economies of Japan
and some of the western European
countries face the prospects of reces-
sion—some economists even predict
a worldwide recession.

After the imposition of the Saudi
oil embargo on the United States, rep-
resentatives of the Faisal regime in-
dicated that if asettlementwerereached
at the Geneva talks, they would in-
crease oil production significantly —
to 20 million barrels a day by 1980.
But Jack Anderson, in his January 11
column describing the contents of con-
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FAISAL: Wants a bigger share of Aram-

co.

fidential Aramco documents, reported
that production might only be able
to go up to 7.5 million barrels a
day, as a result of Aramco's destruc-
tive methods of oil extraction. The
Aramco memos expressed fears of
"possible nationalizations" and "un-
stable political conditions." "The rush
to get oil out," Anderson wrote, "caused
technical problems. As early as last
June, engineers warned that produec-
tion was too fast. Their secret reports
tell of 'huge pressure drops' and 'er-
ratic production.'” The hurried pace
of Aramco's operations created alarge
amount of natural gas that wassimply
burned off. At a slower development
rate, the gas could have been used to
increase the pressurization in the wells,
allowing more oil to be extracted.
While the oil embargo and the price
hikes dovetail with the plans of the
oil companies, the efforts of the Arab-

Persian Gulf states to gain a larger
portion of the wealth of their oil fields
may go far beyond what the imperial-
ists wanted. The authors of the
Aramco memos recognized this when
they expressed their fears of national-
izations. Even the adverse affects of
the price hikes on the relations be-
tween the United States, Japan, and
the European capitalist states seem to
have worried the Aramco officials.

Anderson's January 10 column de-
scribes how, although Aramco at first
agitated for higher prices, it later
became alarmed at the levels to which
those higher prices might go: "Aramco
sent a delegation, headed by George
Piercey, a senior Exxon vice-president,
to urge Saudi Oil Minister Ahmed Za-
ki Yamani last fall to hold down the
price demands. 'We were trying,' an
Aramco spokesman told us, quite ac-
curately, 'to keep prices from going
crazy.'

"But Aramco's only concern, judging
from the documents, was to prevent
political repercussions in the West."

Such "political repercussions" prob-
ably refer to the hesitancy of Wash-
ington's European allies to fully sup-
port its military backing to Israel dur-
ing the October War. The greater sus-
ceptibility of the European states to the
oil embargo and the price hikes have
prompted them to try to make their
own oil deals with the Arab-Persian
Gulf states.

On January 7, French Foreign Min-
istry officials announced that an arms-
for-oil deal with the Faisal regime
had been concluded that would pro-
vide France with 280 million barrels
of oil over three years. There was
also some speculation that a twenty-
year agreement might be reached.
Sheikh Yamani confirmed that the
Saudi oil ministry was discussing a
similar deal with London.

On January 10 Nixon made an
attempt to head off the rush by Japan,
France, Italy, and Great Britain to
conclude their own oil deals with the
oil-producing states. He invited the
governments of Canada, West Ger-
many, France, Italy, Japan, the Neth-
erlands, Norway, and Great Britain to
attend a conference on February 11 to
discuss a joint approach toward safe-
guarding their energy sources.

"We can go our own separate ways,"
he said, "with the prospect of progres-
sive division, the erosion of vital in-
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terdependence, and increasing political
and economic conflict; or we can work
in concert, developing enlightened
unity and cooperation, for the benefit
of all mankind."

While indications are that such a
conference may take place, the Eu-
ropean states seem to have little en-
thusiasm. In the December 20 New
York Times, Clyde Farnsworth re-
ported on the reactions in Paris to
earlier calls for a joint U. S.-European-
Japanese "energy action group™

"Two principal points disturb the

French:

" Fear that their own plans for
Europe to establish a special relation-
ship with the Arab world to assure
oil supplies at stable prices in return
for European technology would con-
flict with Kissinger's ideas of global
cooperation.

"_ Concern that the Kissinger plan
implicitly aims at continuing Eu-
ropean dependence on the United
States for supplies of enriched uranium
for the nuclear power stations of the
nineteen-eighties." O

Washington Threatens Military Action
Against Arab-Persian Gulf States

Washington has raised the threat
of armed intervention against the oil-
producing countries of the Arab-Per-
sian Gulf should these states go too
far in disrupting the world capitalist
market through their restrictions on
oil production.

The January 9 Wall Street Journal,
after noting the possible extreme dis-
locations in international economic
relations suggested by computer
studies projecting the effects of soaring
oil prices, reported: "The picture of
a world thrown so wildly out of fi-
nancial balance is unreal, most econ-

Background to the ‘Energy Crisis’

o

R

The Arab Embargo

[The following article, which ap-
peared signed by R. L. in the Decem-
ber 6 issue of La Breche, fortnightly
organ of the Ligue Marxiste Révolu-
tionnaire  (Revolutionary Marxist
League), the Swiss organization in
support of the Fourth International,
was the first of a series dealing with
various aspects of the Arab oil boy-
cott and the energy crisis. The trans-
lation is by Intercontinental Press.]

* * %
The Arab countries' utilization of

the "oil weapon" and the consequences
for the supply of oil to the imperialist
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omists contend. They assume that the
industrialized nations would react with
countermeasures —ranging all theway
from currency devaluations to mili-
tary expeditions —to prevent such a
disaster."

In a television interview broadcast
on January 7, Secretary of Defense
James Schlesinger was asked if there
might be greater demands for a show
of force by Washington if the oil em-
bargo began to hurt severely. He re-
plied, "That is a risk.""We should rec-
ognize," he went on, "that the inde-
pendent powers of sovereign states

R

should not be used in such a way
as would cripple the larger mass of
the industrialized world. That is run-
ning too high a risk, and it is a source
of danger, I think, not only from
our standpoint but from the stand-
point of the oil-producing nations."

In response to this threat, officials
in Kuwait and Saudi Arabia an-
nounced that the main oil fields in
those countries had been wired for

immediate detonation should an
armed intervention actually take
place.

While the danger of a confrontation
is present, the Arab-Persian Gulf re-
gimes have no intention of breaking
with U.S. imperialism. Their desire
for a greater share of the oil wealth
and for an increased political role in
the Arab East is tempered by their
dependence on Washington's financial
and military support. Although their
recent moves are also indirectly a re-
sult of the pressure of the Arab masses,
they are merely waiting for some kind
of settlement to come out of the Geneva
talks to call off the embargo and will
probably claim whatever settlement
takes place as a victory. In an inter-
view at Rome airport on January 10
Sheik Yamani said,"What we want is
peace,” indicating that the Arab re-
gimes were willing to "collaborate with
all." a

and the Oil Trusts’ Response

countries is front-page news. The theme
of the energy crisis is being debated
in more or less apocalyptic fashion
as problem No. 1 of "our civilization."
The bourgeoisie and its spokesmen
are using that argument to call upon
"everybody" to limit consumption. The
"ecologists”" who advocate the zero-
growth theory are proclaiming their
analysis wverified: Natural resources
have been exhausted by industrial de-
velopment; only a return to a "less
affluent life-style" can avert disaster.

In this first article we will analyze
the political meaning of the Arab coun-
tries' utilization of the "oil weapon"
and the policy of the big petroleum

trusts, and will see how these two fac-
tors intertwine.

In the next article we will show that
there is no conspiracy between the
Arab producers and the big trusts;
we will analyze the consequences of
the restrictions imposed by the Arab
countries for the state of the world
capitalist market, the meaning of the
measures taken by the Swiss Federal
Council, and the intensification of the
attack on the buying power of the
working class that the oil crisis en-
genders. Finally, we will discuss the
problem of civilization that the "ener-
gy crisis" masks and will answer the
advocates of "zero growth" by show-
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ing that behind the energy crisis lies
the alternative "socialism or bar-
barism."

The Arab Restrictions

On October 16, six Arab countries
on the Persian Gulf unilaterally raised
the price of their oil by 70 percent.
On October 17 the Organization of
Arab Petroleum Exporting Countries
(OAPEC) decided to reduce oil produc-
tion 5 percent a month and to slap
a total boycott of oil deliveries on the
United States and the Netherlands in
order to force these countries to aban-
don their policy of intensive support
for Israel.

All these measures were aimed at
forcing the imperialist countries to act
to make Israel relinquish the occu-
pied Arab territories and restore the
national rights of the Palestinian peo-
ple. On November 4 OAPEC hardened
its position by deciding to immediate-
ly reduce production by 25 percent.
But it decided that "friendly"” countries
— France, Britain, and Spain —would
receive the same quantity of Arab oil
as they had previously. On November
18, after the pro-Arab declaration of
the Common Market countries and
Japan, OAPEC decided toexemptthose
countries, except Holland, from the 5
percent reduction scheduled for Decem-
ber.

Despite these modifications, the re-
strictions hit especially hard at Europe,
which is dependent on Arab countries
for 65 percent of its oil, and even
harder at Japan, which gets 90 per-
cent of its oil from Arab countries.
The main target, the United States,
was less seriously affected, since less
than 20 percent of its oil comes from
Arab countries. According to the No-
vember 17 issue of the British weekly
The Economist, the restrictions im-
posed by the Arab countries represent
a 20 percent reduction in the total
amount of oil traded on the world
market.

The Arab countries wanted the re-
strictions to be selective. But the selec-
tivity was to a large extent destroyed
by the big oil trusts, which control
almost all world oil trade and tended
to share out shortages by directing
greater quantities of non-Arab oil than
usual to the countries affected by the
Arab reductions.
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The 'Oil Weapon'— A Rubber-
Tipped Foil

Reactionary bourgeois circles present
the Arab restrictions as the fruit of
antiwestern Arab radicalism. The real-
ity is the opposite: The ultilization
of the oil weapon is not a sign of
radicalization of the Arab countries'
policv, but of a move to the right.

This move to the right was stimu-
lated by the crushing of the Palestinian
resistance in 1970 with the complicity
of all the Arab regimes and by the
death of Nasser, which left a lead-
ership vacuum that Faisal, the Arab
countries' main creditor and a staunch
friend of the U.S.A., has been able
increasingly to fill, thus further ac-
celerating the move to the right.

Utilization of the oil weapon is sym-
bolic of Faisal's leadership and will
intensify that leadership still further,
for Saudi Arabia is the largest oil
producer in the Arab world. Sparsely
populated, it is not short of currency
for development plans, unlike Algeria
or Iraq. It can therefore reduce its
oil receipts without greatconsequences.
The Arab regimes already owe Saudi
Arabia a great portion of their re-
sources, and to compensate the losses
they will sustain because of the re-
striction of oil production they will
certainly apply for more credit. Faisal
will thus strengthen his means of
putting pressure on them and on the
Palestinian resistance movement, which
is also in debt to Saudi Arabia.

The oil weapon, like the October
War, is an instrument of diplomatic
pressure. It allows the regimes tomake
the Arab masses believe that a resolute
anti-imperialist nationalist offensive is
going on and covers up the important
concessions they are preparing to
make at the Geneva conference to es-
tablish a "just peace." It allows the
regimes to put some pressure on impe-
rialism to meet these concessions half
way in order to avoid a mobilization
of the Arab masses.

The "just peace" will be presented
as a victory and the Arab regimes
will extract themselves from the situa-
tion of "no war, no peace,” of nonreso-
lution of the Palestinian problem,
which was greatly undermining the
popularity of these regimes, even the
most "progressive" ones. Faisal will
appear as the hero of the Arab na-

tion and his specific weight in the
Arab world will be bolstered, to the
advantage of imperialism.

While the Khartoum conference of
1967 said "no" to any recognition
of or negotiations with Israel, the Al-
giers Arab summit of 1973 gave Egypt
and Syria the green light to sign a
peace freaty with Israel, provided it
returns the occupied territories. The
recognition of the Palestine Libera-
tion Organization (PLO) as the sole
representative of the Palestinian peo-
ple "sounded" radical, as did the as-
sertion by Abu Ayad, a leader of the
PLO, that liberated Gaza and the West
Bank should not be returned to King
Hussein. But in reality, this only indi-
cates that the Arab countries and the
PLO are abandoning their old demand
for the destruction of the Israeli state
in favor of contenting themselves with
a little Palestinian state limited to Gaza
and the West Bank.

The "moderate” character of the
utilization of the oil weapon was con-
firmed by the statements made by Ya-
mani and Abdessalam, oil ministers
of Saudi Arabia and Algeria, during
their recent educafional tour through
Europe: "According to the Danish fi-
nancial journal Boersen," wrote the
November 23 Le Monde, "Mr. Ya-
mani, Saudi minister of oil, who took
a private trip to Copenhagen before
arriving in Paris on Monday, declared
that the Arab countries have nointerest
in ruining the economy of the west-
ern world, because it is from there
that they derive their basic income."

That is the effective limitation on
use of the oil weapon. The Arab coun-
tries will not be able to keep the em-
bargo going very long. Saudi Arabia
and the emirates of the Persian Gulf
can hold out the longest, but they
will not be able indefinitely to prop
up the resolve of the other countries
by handing out subsidies. The Novem-
ber. 26 issue of Nouwvel Observateur
wrote that "Algeria, whose financial
reserves are limited, is reportedly plan-
ning to ask its partners that it be
partially released from its boycott obli-
gations."

And the November 25-26 Le Monde
quoted an Egyptian magazine as re-
porting that Libyan oil was allegedly
getting to the United States via some
Caribbean countries.

The Arab governments are hurrying
to sit down at the negotiating table
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and reach an accord with Israel so
as to be able to halt the embargo.
"We hope that it will all end soon,"
Yamani declared Friday morning
upon his arrival in Brussels. And the
November 28 Le Monde reported: "If
a timetable for the liberation of the
occupied territorities were set up, si-
multaneously another timetable could
map out the return to normal oil pro-
duction. Mr. Yamani confirmed this on
television."

Furthermore, the imperialist govern-
ments, with Nixon in the lead, are not
fooled by the oil weapon. The proof
is that they have taken no retaliatory
measures. The U.S. government has
stated that the only means of exerting
counterpressure would be a boycott
on food deliveries, which would be an
ineffective boycott since the Arab coun-
tries do not buy much food from
the United States and could get these
commodities elsewhere anyway. And
what about the hundreds of millions
of dollars worth of "aid" that the U. 8.
government sends to Saudi Arabia
and what about the airplanes and
other arms Washington has delivered
to Saudi Arabia since the Arab oil
restrictions were imposed?

The imperialist governments are
quite well aware that the oil weapon
will be used only for a limited time
in the context of a diplomatic game
in which the Arab countries will make
great concessions and in which the
structure of imperialist interests will
be broken by no one. They are only
too happy to see Saudi Arabia's lead-
ership in the Arab world strengthened,
a Saudi Arabia traditionally sworn
to the allegiance of U.S. imperialism,
financed and armed by it, and pro-
tected by it from the Arab revolution,
a Saudi Arabia that is the candidate
for replacing Israel as the policeman
of imperialist interests in the region.

Finally, one additional element ex-
plains the failure of imperialist gov-
ernments to take retaliatory measures:
The oil trusts can profit to a certain
extent from the Arab boycott.

And here we broach more directly
the problem of the "energy crisis."

The Masters of Energy

The world oil market is dominated
by seven giant trusts. They are, in
order of size: Exxon (formerly Esso,
Standard Oil of New Jersey, the sec-
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ond-largest American corporation),
Royal-Dutch Shell (the largest non-
American corporation), Mobil Oil
(seventh-largest American corpora-
tion), Texaco (eighth-largest Ameri-
can corporation), Guif Ol (eleventh-
largest American corporation), Socal

YAMANI: "No interest' in "ruining" West-
ern economy.

(Standard Oil of California, twelfth-
largest American corporation), and
BP (British Petroleum, fourth-largest
non-American corporation).

Three of these, Exxon, Mobil, and
Socal, belong to the Rockefeller Chase
Manhattan Bank group. As of 1970,
these seven "majors" owned 77 per-
cent of oil production, 57 percent of
refining, and 56 percent of distribu-
tion in the capitalist world outside the
United States.

It is these seven big trusts that large-
ly determine the world oil market,
even if they have to face smaller, not
negligible competitors. It is these seven
trusts that in reality decide the at-
titude of all the oil trusts in relation
to the producing countries.

Jean-Marie Chevalier, a young
French economist, has just published
a book, Le nouwvel enjeu pétrolier (The
New Stake: in 0il), devoted to ana-
lyzing the policy of the oil trusts. This
book, surprisingly advanced in its po-
litical positions, is basic to under-
standing the real mechanisms of the
energy crisis. It appeared before the

imposition of the Arab restrictions.
What we are going to explain about
the turn of the oil market and the
plans of the trusts is largely drawn
from this book, which we recommend
to our readers.

The Turn of the Oil Market

The year 1970 marked a turn in
the development of the world oil mar-
ket. The market suddenly tightened,
strengthening the position of the
sellers of oil relative to the buyers,
the producing countries relative to the
companies, and the companies rela-
tive to the importers. A growing scar-
city in supply was combined with an
abrupt increase in demand and in
costs:

— The Tapline (Transarabian Pipe
Line), which had been piping 17 per-
cent of Saudi Arabian oil to Lebanese
ports, was closed down following
Syria's refusal to allow it to be re-
paired after an accident in May 1970
because the government wanted larger
tolls.

— The new Libyan leaders raised
taxes and prices on the oil companies
and demanded a reduction in produc-
tion by the second-level trusts, such
as Occidental Petroleum, which had
been pumping frantically since 1960.

— The costs of shipping by sea rose
sharply because the companies had
been counting on a quick reopening
of the Suez Canal, closed since 1967,
and had therefore waited too long
before ordering the extra ships neces-
sary.

— The orders for giant tankers in-
creased the demand for fuel oil on
the part of the steel industry. In 1970
the demand for oil on the capitalist
market increased between 13 and 20
percent as compared to 8 percent dur-
ing preceding years.

— New fields (North Sea, Alaska,
Gulf of Guinea, Amazon, eastern Si-
beria, China Sea) turned out to be
very costly, and the governments con-
cerned felt it necessary to put off
pumping in order to protect the en-
vironment.

The tight market put the members
of the Organization of Petroleum Ex-
porting Countries (OPEC, which in-
cludes the Arab oil producers plus
Venezuela, Trinidad and Tobago, and
Nigeria) in position to demand in-
creasingly important price concessions
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from the companies. To thiswas added
more and more nationalizations by
producing countries (Libya, Algeria,
Iraq) as well as the perspective of
growing U.S. dependence on oil im-
ports from third-world countries. ( The
United States imported 18 percent of
its oil in 1959 and 22 percent in 1969,
and it will have to import 40 percent
of its oil by 1980, mostly from the
countries of the Persian Gulf, ac-
cording to the July 30, 1973, Express.)
And to all this is added the perspective
of a definitive exhaustion of oil sup-
plies.

The Trusts’ Plan: Prepare for
Winding Up on Oil

Faced with this combination of var-
ious factors, what is the strategic plan
of the big oil trusts, especially the
American trusts?

In the long run (thirty to fifty years),
they are preparing to end oil produc-
tion while setting themselves up to
maintain their monopoly on alterna-
tive sources of energy.

In the United States, the oil trusts
already control about half the atomic
energy industry. But the way is not
entirely clear for the development of
atomic energy because of the pressure
of wide layers of the population that
have been alerted by scientists to the
dangers of atomic reactors. So other,
"more classical" sources of energy can
be put to use.

The United States still has enormous
coal reserves. As of 1970, some 32
percent of American coal production
was controlled by oilcompanies. These
companies are in the lead in preparing
to exploit the Rocky Mountain bitu-
minous shale deposits and the Atha-
basca asphalt sands.

In the medium term (ten to twenty
years) the oil trusts want to extract
themselves from third-world countries
that are too unstable politically and
that have been making more and more
demands, above all the Arab countries.
(The price demands don't scare the
trusts. But more and more countries
are asking that profits be reinvested
in the country instead of exported.)
This desire for disengagement fits in
with the general disengagement of
imperialist investment in the third
world because of the rise of the colo-
nial revolution.
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Oil prospecting is being directed to-
ward regions where imperialist dom-
ination is more assured: the coasts
of the imperialist countries, the North
Sea, Alaska, the Amazon basin (in
dear old Brazil).

Finally, during the medium term,
the American companies want to rees-
tablish U.S. independence in energy.
With the bituminous shale, the coal,
and the Athapasca sands, this would
be assured.

A Huge Maneuver and How to
Make Others Pay for It

Two problems stand in the way of
the trusts achieving these objectives:
On the one hand, these new sources
of energy are not competitive with

NIXON: Not fooled by Arab embargo.

0il because their utilization requires
greater expenditure; and on the other
hand, achieving these goals would re-
quire gigantic investments estimated
at a million dollars.

That is why the oil trusts have
launched a three-pronged offensive that
has been under way since 1971.

1. Massively increase the price of
OPEC oil in order to:

— Raise this price in the immediate
future to the level of the price of Ameri-
can oil and thus eliminate the disad-

vantage U. S. industrialists faceinrela-
tion to European and Japanese indus-
trialists in having to pay much more
for their oil.

— Increase their profit margins by
raising the sales price still higher.

—Set in motion a process of oil
price increases that will eventually
make the new sources of energy prof-
itable.

As Chevalier notes (on page 94 of
Le nouvel enjeu pétrolier):

"For both electoral and strategic rea-
sons, the United States has been con-
strained to keep the price of domestic
oil at a high level and to seek to
encourage internal research and pro-
duction.

"Under these conditions, in 1970 the
United States had every interest in
provoking a strong rise in the price
of non-American crude in order to
rebalance its position. Such a price
rise . . . would diminish the com-
mercial advantage of their European
and Japanese competitors and in ad-
dition strengthen the competitiveness
of American crude.

"This solution was easy to set in
motion, because all that was necessary
was to stimulate a movement toward
general demands by the producing
countries. It is not accidental that it
was exactly the shah of Iran who
became the spokesman of the
producing countries in the sense de-
sired by the United States by setting
off an increase in the price of non-
American crude that was miraculously
equal to the price difference between
Middle Eastern and American crude."

Thus, the successive oil price rises
conceded to OPEC in the Tehran ac-
cords, and later in the Tripoli, Ge-
neva, and New York agreements,
which looked like victories for the third
world, were in fact the result not of
concessions by the companies but of
the companies' desire at the outset.

2. Make governments finance their
plans.

The *U.S. oil trusts, which already
enjoy staggering financial benefits (be-
cause of the country's energy inde-
pendence), began clamoring for and
received more subsidies in order to
begin exploiting the new oil deposits
(in Alaska and the North Sea), as well
as the discoveries of bituminous shale
and asphalt sands.

But their great master stroke was
making the producing countries

Intercontinental Press




finance their plans, all the while
passing this off as a concession to
these countries' "participation™

"Thus," Chevalier writes on page
232, "Iran is participating in the North
Sea explorations and is engaged side
by side with the members of the Con-
sortium in downstream activities (re-
fining, distribution, petrochemicals) in
the industrialized countries. For its
part, Saudi Arabia is investing in the
American oil industry."

And: "At first, Saudi Arabia was
assessed $200 million for a 25 per-
cent participation in Aramco. [Aram-
co is a consortium owned as follows:
Saudi Arabia 25%, Socal 22.5%, Ex-
xon 22.5%, Texaco 22.5%, Mobil
7.6%; that is, the Rockefeller group
controls 52.5%.] But the deal was fi-
nally closed at the price of $500 mil-
lion." (Chevalier, p. 232.)

3. Increase their share in the dis-
tribution of petroleum products in or-
der to boost their downstream profits
and eventually compensate for the
diminution of their upstream profits.
In the United States the five largest
oil trusts control 32.5 percent of the
market in distribution of petroleum
products,

To put the finishing touches on what
they needed to achieve their aims, the
big oil trusts created out of whole
cloth the idea of a fear-laden energy
crisis by evoking in their statements
and publications a psychosis about
energy shortage and exhaustion of
oil* so as to make people swallow
their price increases, to get out from
under the environmental protection
measures constricting them, and to
obtain more state subsidies.

The Energy Crisis Comes
Onto the Scene

Thus, they just made up the oil
shortage in the United States in the
spring of 1973, well before the Arab
boycott.

On March 28 Texaco began ration-
ing gas in Los Angeles. At the begin-
ning of May, Socal rationed gas in
the western states. In April the retail
price of gasoline rose 1.5 percent. The

*We do not mean by this that there is
no energy crisis or fear about it. The
point is that the cause is not exhaustion
of resources, as is generally thought.
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An oil refinery on the Arab-Persian Gulf. Part of the "upstream" apparatus,

trusts cut down on their deliveries to
independent refineries and distributors
in order to drive them off the market.
About 1,000 independent gas stations
were forced to close and another 1,800
were threatened with closing for lack
of supplies.

The oil industry explained this
"shortage" by saying that the refining
capacity in the United States was in-
sufficient (through a declaration by
the president of the American Petro-
leum Institute to a Senate committee
in May). But on April 6 the director
of the American Office of Emergency
Preparedness had declared that U.S.
refineries were running at only 88.7
percent of capacity!

In the September 15, 1972, issue
of Platt's Oilgram News Service, Allan
Hamilton, the treasurer of Exxon,
wrote: "As long as the real nature of
the crisis is not understood and as
long as profit levels are not such that
the industry has confidence in its in-
vestments, energy supplies will not be
developed."

Thus, this gentleman o. 2nly declares
that the cause of the crisis is not a
shortage of oil but a "shortage" of
profits. But the profits of the five Amer-
ican oil trusts were 26 percent higher
in the first quarter of 1973 than in

the first quarter of 1972; they reached
$2,000 million. Exxon's profits rose
by 43 percent.

Obviously, the bourgeois state pros-
trated itself before the trusts. In his
April 18 statement to Congress on
the energy crisis Nixon announced
that it would be necessary to accept
a rise in prices and promised new sub-
sidies for the companies. He proposed
that the government pick up the com-
panies' tab for unsuccessful prospect-
ing ventures and announced that larg-
er sections of the continental shelf
would be leased to the companies for
undersea prospecting, despite the fact
that undersea operations are a major
source of ocean pollution.

‘Profitable’ Effects of
the Arab Boycott

In light of this policy, it is under-
standable that the Arab oil boycott
could have favorable effects for the
big oil trusts.

It causes prices to rise, giving them
an excellent excuse to raise their own
prices (it's the Arabs' fault). It in-
creases the energy crisis psychosis,
thus allowing them to get more sub-
sidies and to dispense with antipollu-
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tion measures while in no way calling
into question their control of the world
oil market.

Thus, Nixon's November 7 message
to the nation on the energy crisis en-
tailed nothing but advantages for the
oil trusts:

"I will seek an Environmental Pro-
tection Agency that will relax environ-
mental regulations on a temporary
case-by-case basis. . . .

"I will ask the Atomic Energy Com-
mission to speed up its authorizations

for and construction of atomic reac-
tors.

"We must have legislation allowing
construction of the Alaska pipeline."

And on November 16 he signed
into law a bill, authorizing construc-
tion of this pipeline, that had been
blocked for three years (the pipes have
been on the scene since May 1971)
by the pressure of wide circles that
support the territorial demands of the
plundered Indian tribes and believe
that a pipeline conducting oil at a

Arab CP Makes Gains in Israeli Elections

s

temperature of 176 degrees Fahrenheit
running through frozen lands shaken
by frequent earthquakes constitute a
major danger to the environment. The
Arab oil boycott allowed these com-
pletely appropriate objections to be
swept aside.

These "profitable" effects perhaps ex-
plain the initially surprising fact that
at the November 17 meeting between
the trusts and OPEC the companies
declared that they have no opinion
on the current crisis. O

e

Meir's Labor Party Retains Control of Government

By Jon Rothschild

The large number of parties and
blocs contesting the Israeli parliamen-
tary elections and the intensity of cam-
paign rhetoric tended to give the im-
pression that basic questions of policy
were at stake and that the election's
outcome would have a big effect on
the Geneva negotiations.

But in fact, the plethora of parties
results from a peculiarity of the Zion-
ist movement rather than from a vast
number of counterposed political
ideas. Nearly all the parties are Zion-
ist, that is, committed to preserving
the Israeli state as the "ingatherer"
of a mythical "world Jewish nation."
None of the major parties favors res-
toration of the national rights of the
Arabs of Palestine; none favors re-
turning the territories conquered in
1967 to the Arabs; none favors break-
ing with U. S. imperialism.

The results of the election were not
surprising. The current ruling bloc,
which won 46.2 percent of the vote
in the 1969 elections, dropped to 39.9
percent. The major right-wing opposi-
tion bloc increased its share of the
vote from 25.98% to 27.4%. Although
the official apportionment of parlia-
mentary seats will not be announced
until January 14, initial indications
were that the ruling Labor-Mapam
coalition will suffer a loss of four
or five seats, while the opposition will
pick up six or seven.

Golda Meir's Labor party, which
presently controls the cabinet in a bloc
with the National Religious party and
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MEIR: Still in charge.

the Independent Liberal party, will
retain its control, although the two
minor coalition parties are expected
to press for a few more ministerial
posts in the new cabinet. The right
wing's push to oust the Labor party
regime failed.

But there were also non-Zionist par-
ties running in the elections. And the
increased vote for the largest of these,
Rakah, is far more significant than

the shifts within the Zionist camp. This
becomes clear with a cursory look at
the real divisions among the Zionist
parties and blocs.

The Zionist Contenders

All Zijonist parties in Israel aremem-
bers of the Jewish Agency, the orga-
nizational backbone of the Zionist
movement. The money raised each
year by this outfit (it exceeds $100
million) is used to finance all Zionist
activities, including the activities of the
Zionist parties in Israel. The distribu-
tion of funds allows parties that would
otherwise fall apart for lack of sup-
port and membership to go on func-
tioning, running candidates, blocking
with other parties, and in general
maintaining a constant struggle for
increasing their shares of the hand-
outs. The ease with which parties can
attain funding also partly explains
the strong tendency of Israeli parties
to split over seemingly trifling issues,

The elections to the 120-seat par-
liament, the Knesset, are normally
held every four years. The vote is by
national lists, and seats are appor-
tioned among the lists on the basis of
proportional representation on a coun-
trywide scale. Lists receiving less than
1 percent of the vote are eliminated
from the Knesset (and incidentally
forfeit the ballot fees they are required
to put up to enter the elections).

The 1973 Knesset elections, which
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were held December 31, were contested
by twenty-three lists. Some lists were
presented by single parties, others by
blocs. Of the Zionist lists, the most
important were these:

1. The Maarakh (Workers Front)
bloc. Maarakh, which actually means
"alignment," calls itself the workers
front because it is composed of par-
ties claiming to be socialist. It has
two main components, the Labor par-
ty (the party of Golda Meir and Com-
pany) and Mapam.

The Labor party is itself a product
of a 1969 fusion of three components:
Mapai, Achdut Haavodah, and Rafi
Mapai is historically the main party
of the Zionist colonization of Pales-
tine. Founded by David Ben Gurion,
it has always ¢ntrolled the Jewish
Agency and the Histadrut, the two
most powerful agencies of Zionism.
It has consequently always been the
dominant force in the government.

Achdut Haavodah walked out of
Mapam, the furthest "left" Zionist par-
ty, in 1954, when Mapam decided to
accept Arab members. Rafi was form-
ed in 1965 by Ben Gurion and Moshe
Dayan. Generally considered more
"hard line" than Mapai, it entered the
"national unity" government formed
on the eve of the June 1967 war and
later participated in the fusion that
formed the Israeli Labor party.

Mapam, formed in the 1940s, is the
left wing of the Zionist left and the
second-largest party in Israel. The
masthead of its newspaper, Hamish-
mar, declares its dedication to "Zion-
ism, Socialism, and Friendship among
Nations." Since its foundation, Mapam
has steadily jettisoned the latter two
goals in favor of the first. It support-
ed both the 1956 invasion of Egypt
and the June 1967 aggression. It
joined the 1967 "national unity" gov-
ernment, and its members have been
instrumental in settling the territories
occupied since then. Its main role in
Israeli politics is to drum up interna-
tional leftist support for Israel.

2. The Likud bloc. Likud was con-
stituted shortly before the October War
under the leadership of General Ariel
Sharon, who during the October War
commanded the Israeli troops that
broke through to the west bank of
the Suez Canal. Like Maarakh, it rep-
resents a bloc of blocs.

The Gahal bloc is the dominant
component. Gahal is an alliance of
the Herut party, which was formed
in 1948 as the legal cover of
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the gangsters of the Irgun (organiz-
ers of the Deir Yassin massacre),
and the Liberal party, a 1961 cre-
ation formed of a union of right-wing
Zionists.

The other members of the Likud
are the Free Center party, founded
in 1967 by a faction that opposed
Herut from the right, and the Na-
tional List, which is composed of
those members of Rafi who refused
to participate in the reunification with
Mapai.

In the Knesset elected in 1969 the
Maarakh bloc held 56 seats, just
short of a majority. The parties that
now compose Likud held 32 seats.
These were the two main blocs fight-
ing it out in the 1973 elections.

Despite the fact that the election
campaign was very bitterly fought be-
tween Maarakh and Likud, the dif-
ferences between them are of second-
ary importance. Likud's main slogan
was "not one inch," meaning that the
Israeli state should return none of
the conquered territories to the Arab
countries, not even in exchange for a
"peace” agreement. The Likud parties
belong to the "territorialist" wing of
the Zionist movement: the section of
Zionism that favors grabbing as
much land as possible, regardless of
the number of Arabs consequently
added to the population of the Israeli
state.

Maarakh, on the other hand, has
declared its willingness to make mod-
est territorial concessions to the Arab
states in exchange for a settlement.
It insists, however, on maintaining
control of the Golan Heights, Arab
Jerusalem, most of the West Bank,
and parts of Sinai.

In addition to Maarakh and Likud,
there were several other Zionist par-
ties and blocs presenting lists in the
elections. Three of these were religious
parties: the National Religious party
(which held 12 seats in the 1969 Knes-
set and has been part of the ruling
coalition cabinet), the Agudat Israel
(4 seats in the 1969 Knesset), an
orthodox opposition party, and the
Poali Agudat Israel (2 seats in the
1969 Knesset), which ran in a bloc
with Agudat Israel.

The two major blocs and the reli-
gious parties still do not exhaust the
Zionist lists in the elections. Other
candidacies included the Independent
Liberal party, which held 3 seats in
the 1969 Knesset and is a member

of the ruling coalition; Mokad, a fu-
sion of the pro-Zionist Communist
party (Maki) and a section of Siah
(the Israeli New Left); and Mery, a
bloc between Uri Avneri's oddball
New Force movement and another
section of Siah. Also presenting a list
was Meir Kahane's fascistic Jewish
Defense League.

Rakah and the Revolutionary
Marxists

The fundamental division in Isra-
eli politics is not between "left' and
"right" Zionists but between Zionists
and anti-Zionists. More important
than the fluctuations in the relative
strength of the "doves" and "hawks"
in the Knesset is the fact that
the October War has generated an
unprecedented process of political
questioning within the Israeli popu-
lation. While popular disgust with the
Meir-Dayan regime may temporarily
bolster the bargaining power of the
right, the more deepgoing effects of
the October War will create new op-
portunities for the growth of a rev-
olutionary anti-Zionist movement.

The problem facing the Israeli rev-
olutionists in the Knesset election was
how te utilize the election to capital-
ize on .ose opportunities. The mem-
bers of the Israeli Socialist Organiza-
tion (Matzpen-Marxist), Israeli sup-
porters of the Fourth International,
decided to do this by giving critical
support to the candidates of the Ra-
kah Communist party.

Rakah is the product of a 1965
split in the Israeli Communist par-
ty. In that year one faction of the
CP, which retained the party's official
name, Maki, finally resolved to jet-
tison its anti-Zionism in a bid for
respectability. Maki objects to identi-
fying Israel as an ally of imperialism
and considers any critique of Zion-
ism irrelevant. It describes the 1967
war as a fight for Israeli survival.
The membership of Maki is nearly
all Jewish, and it has virtually dis-
appeared as a political force in
Israel.

Rakah grew out of the CP faction
that refused to follow Maki into the
camp of Zionism. Its membership is
almost totally Arab. In fact, it is the
only political party in Israel with a
mass base among the Arabs. It was
the only party with Knesset represen-
tation that opposed the 1967 war.
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Rakah was and remains a Stalinist
party. It aims not at the overthrow
of the Zionist state but at the forma-
tion of a "progressive" bloc that can
limit the more brutal aspects of the
Israeli ruling class's policies. But the
combination of Rakah's ties to the
Soviet bureaucracy and its mass base
among the Arab population of Israel
forces the regime to try to isolate it,
restrict its right to function, and ar-
rest its members. Rakah is thus con-
tinuously pressed into opposition to
the ruling class. At the same time,
in order to maintain its Arab base
Rakah is compelled to defend the
Arabs against victimization by the
state.

Rakah is not a revolutionary par-
ty. But neither is it a Zionist party.
That is what separates it from all
the other large Israeli political forma-
tions.

While Rakah continues to command
the allegiance of masses of "Israeli"
Arabs, discontent with the reformist
policy of the Rakah leadership has
created an opposition within the par-
ty. In the past several years that op-
position has broadened. In an article
published in the August 1973 issue
of Matzpen-Marxist, A. Said explained
the attitude of the Israeli Trotskyists
toward Rakah members as it relates
to Matzpen-Marxist's election policy:

"The treachery that has been mani-
fested in Moscow's policies in recent
years and Rakah's drifting along af-
ter the Kremlin, along with the ap-
pearance of a revolutionary nucleus
putting forward a Leninist political
program and line, have intensified the
process of alerting and awakening
that is going on among Rakah's
members and supporters. An indica-
tion of this is Rakah's attacks on
Trotskyism and on what the leader-
ship calls 'ultraleftism' and the disci-
plinary measures (such as expulsion
from the party) taken against critical
elements.

"But we must not deceive ourselves.
There is still a long way to go before
it will be possible for a revolutionary
organization to offer these groups a
realistic alternative by gaining the
confidence of considerable sections of
the working class and the intelligent-
sia.

"In our opinion, participation in the
elections through an independent slate
in the current elections does not serve
this task. If we go ahead with such
a step, we will gain the support only
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Israeli soldiers guard prisoners in occupied territory. None of the Zionist parties

favors return of lands seized in June 1967.

of a tiny, limited group, while to the
great majority of groups and indivi-
duals who are critical of Rakah's re-
formism —and the revolutionary or-
ganization must recruit them to its
ranks —such a step would be consid-
ered 'anticommunist' and 'adventur-
ist.' These elements would then be
driven back into the arms of Stalin-
ism. ...

"It is evident from these considera-
tions that the position of Matzpen-
Marxist is the call to support Rakah
critically in the eighth Knesset elec-
tions, a support accompanied by
exhaustive political criticism and re-
fusal to tone down our critique of
Stalinism and its reformist practices,
coupled with a campaign against
parliamentary and reformist illusions
in general."

The election results fully confirmed
the Matzpen-Marxist estimate of Ra-
kah's continued strength among the
Arab population. "Arab lists affiliated
to the Labor party lost votes (Arab
Labor deputies dropped from four
seats to three) while the pro-Soviet
Communist party, Rakah, the major-
ity of whose members are Arab, in-
creased its vote by 38 percent," report-
ed the January 8 Le Monde. "This
success is all the more significant in
that this party had lost votes in the
elections to the Histadrut. . . that
took place in September 1973. In the
meantime, there was the October War,
and Rakah waged a dynamic electoral
campaign under the slogan 'Let us,

also, restore our Arab honor.""

Rakah's advances were especially
marked in Nazareth, the largest Arab
city in Israel, where Rakah got 59
percent of the vote, as compared to
47 percent in 1969. In the municipal
elections, which were held along with
the Knesset elections, Rakah won the
mayoralty of Nazareth.

Opposition to the Zionist state was
also manifested in Arab Jerusalem.
The leaders of the Palestinian resis-
tance movement urged the people to
boycott the election in protest against
Israel's annexation of Arab Jerusa-
lem. The abstention rate was 88 per-
cent, with less than half as many
Arabs voting as in 1969.

After the elections, the leaders of
Rakah took pains to insist that their
party in no way intended to challenge
the existence of the Zionist state and
denied that the large Rakah vote rep-
resented anti-Zionist sentiment on the
part of the "Israeli" Arabs. Notwith-
standing the Stalinist leaders' claims,
the big CP vote and the huge absten-
tion rate in Arab Jerusalem refleci
nothing else but a rise in the anti-
Zionist confidence of the Arabs,
brought on by the October War.

The strengthening of anti-Zionism
among the Arabs in Israel along with
the mood of rampant insecurity and
political questioning developing
among Israeli-Jewish youth are far
more important for the future of the
Arab East than the shifting parlia-
mentary balance of forces between
Zionist "hawks" and "doves." O
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Interview With Two Chilean Exlles

S

Since the Junta Came

[The following interview with two
Chilean intellectuals, political refugees
of the October coup, was published
in the December 10, 1973, issue of
the Costa Rican weekly Universidad.
Roberto Pizarro and Eduardo Ruiz
are former administrative heads of
the University of Chile. Pizarro is the
ex-dean of the School of Political Econ-
omy and Ruiz the ex-vice rector of
the University.

[Although Pizarro and Ruiz still en-
tertain grave illusions about Allende's
popular-front government, their report
contains facts of interest. The trans-
lation is by Intercontinental Press.)

* * *

Question. What are the most recent
steps the junta has taken?

Roberto Pizarro. Since the junta was
formed, the country's economic situa-
tion has been set back eighty years.
The sector of public property made
up of factories taken over by the so-
cialist government is being returned
to its former owners. As for the copper
mines that were nationalized, the ten-
dency is toward returning them to the
monopolies. Only a few days ago the
junta acknowledged Chile's debt to
imperialismm on the basis of terms set
by the imperialists. Although the debt
will remain unpaid, its recognition
sets a foreboding precedent and, what
is worse, keeps the economy tied to
imperialism.

Q. What means has the government
taken tc meet the inflation?

Pizarro. It has been unable to halt
the inflation. On the contrary, since
the junta came to power, prices have
risen between 1,000 and 1,500 per-
cent. For example, the price of med-
icines has gone up 200 to 500 escudos
[one escudo equals one third of a
U.S. cent]. Bread, which during the
Unidad Popular government cost 7
escudos, has gone up to 40 escudos,
and of course wages have not been
adjusted. The government is following
a policy of making prices as flexible
as possible, so that the hardships im-
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to Power

posed on the people in general are
already posing serious problems for
the junta. Food lines no longer exist
because prices are so high that it is
wishful thinking to imagine buying
provisions or other articles. The gov-
ernment is only controlling the price
of bread, cooking oil, noodles, and
sugar. Despite this, the cost of cooking
oil recently rose from 30 to 250
escudos. We estimate that by the end of
the year prices will increase 1,500 per-
cent and inflation will multiply by
ten.

Q. What is the situation of the leftist
parties in Chile?

Eduardo Ruiz. Despite the fact that
they are suffering casualties because
of the struggle they are offering, the
situation is relatively good. A counter-
offensive is being initiated, despite the
particular dislocations affecting us at
this moment in history. Under the re-
pression, the regroupment has a united
left leadership that has retreated in its
positions but that has favorable pros-
pects.

Although the repression has cruelly
hit the principle leaders, it is in general
being wielded against the working
masses who are the main enemies,
the strongest enemies, of the military.
It must be understood that the situa-
tion of the left wing in Chile differs
from the situation of the left wings
in other countries, as our country is
highly politicized. The repression in
Chile has not aimed its fire against
the institutions or social framework,
but against an entire class that is
organized throughout the country.
This direct repression against the peo-
ple became tragically clear with the
bombing of whole shantytowns, com-
panies and factories, and nitrate
works.

Leftist parties are trying to restruc-
ture themselves in the most strict clan-
destinity. Political formations are alive
and actively functioning. Their reor-
ganization is made possible precisely
because they are rooted in the masses;
this has enabled them to rebuild and
regenerate. 1 feel that this readiness
to fight flows from what Dr. Allende's

popular government meant in orga-
nizing the working class and raising
the workers' level of consciousness.
This is why I feel very optimistic with
regard to the readiness of the workers
to fight back upon reintegrating them-
selves into the struggle.

Q. What information do you have
on the shootings?

Ruiz. Officially, 400 to 500 people
have been executed, but based on what
we were able to witness and on the
figures provided by foreign press cor-
respondants in Chile, close to 30,000
persons have been executed by dif-
ferent methods. Among those who were
shot were four generals from the cara-
bineer forces who refused to fight
against the people and a nephew of
[ex-president] Eduardo Frei who was
killed while undergoing torture.

Pizarro. There is also a curious
point. According to information that
has filtered from Chilean military
sources attached to the U.S. military,
the bombing of La Moneda [the pres-
idential palace] was carried out by
U.S. pilots. These military sources in-
dicate that Chilean pilots lack the skill
and experience required to carry out
this kind of bombing, whichdemanded
great precision. This shows that the
CIA and the U.S. government were
directly implicated in the coup d'etat.

Q. Professor Ruiz, How has univer-
sity life been affected?

Ruiz. 1 would like to point out the
historic importance of the repression
that has been unleashed against every
aspect of culture in Chile and especial-
ly against intellectuals and centers of
higher learning. This repression has
a very profound political motive, and
those of us with university standing
are obligated to bring it to world
attention.

In Chile, the left-wing intellectual
superstructure was transformed from
a superstructural sector merely reflect-
ing the politics of the masses into a
real organic element in the politics
and tasks of the workers. In Chile
this sector began to become orga-
nically integrated; it developed its own
techniques and was moving away
from the cultural dependence charac-
teristic of Latin American countries.
The intellectual sector understood that
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its role was not one of leading or rep-
resenting the revolutionary process,
but of serving the needs of the worker.
In this way, the workers provided
the context of the intellectual's work
in Chile. In other words, intellectuals
became involved in political develop-
ments as a whole. This is why the
military burned down libraries and
laboratories and abolished journalistic
and political science studies, expelling
thousands of students from the uni-
versities. One moving case was the

Two Priests Organizing Achwfy
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University of Concepcién, which is a
left-wing center: half of the 16,000
students were expelled.

Q. What is the status of the Chilean
exiles?

Answer. Your question is difficult
to answer, but we can say that as
political exiles we will not be separated
from our condition as political beings,
which is tied to the fate of our
country. O

e

Demand Ireland Be Opened to
Victims of Chile Repression

Two worker priests who were forced
to flee Chile are trying to organize
a committee in Ireland to oppose the
terror of the U.S.-backed military
junta.

Joseph O'Donoghue, a Mill Hill
missionary born in Killarney, and
James Roche, a Dominican father
from Cork, have been working on
behalf of the victims of the repression
in Chile since their return to Ireland
after the September coup. They de-
scribed their objectives in interviews
in the January issue of the paper of
the Official republican movement, The
United Irishman, as well as the Of-
ficial republican international bulletin,
Eolas.*

"During their stay in Ireland the two
priests spent much of their time trying
to organise opposition to the new
junta and laid the basis for an Irish
Committee in Support of Chile," the
United Irishman reported. "They hope
that it will expand in the new year
from catering for the needs of the
political refugees at present seeking
asylum, to building up a wvoice of
opposition to the new regime that will
bring pressure to bear on the Irish
government."

Eolas explained that the priests had
already "made their first approaches
to the Government through senior

*Subscription rates can be obtained from
Sean O Cionnaith, International Affairs
Bureau, 30 Gardiner Place, Dublin 1,
Ireland.
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members of the Labour Party from
whom . . . they had won a promise
that the subject would be raised in the
Dail [the lower house of the parlia-
ment]."

The Official

republican bulletin

SALVADOR ALLENDE

pointed out that "now both men want
Chilean refugees allowed into the
Republic. The conditions for entry to
Britain, which still maintains recogni-
tion of the junta, are restrictive. Here
they are given hope by the reception
which greeted the international secre-

tary of the Radical Party, Carlos
Parra, at Labour's annual conference
in Cork and by a reported indication
from the Irish Congress of Trade
Unions that the issue of work permits
would not be opposed.

"Father O'Donoghue says that there
are now five United Nations refugee
centres in Chile, all of them crowded.
The junta has set a deadline, at the
beginning of the New Year, for their
evacuation. The problem is, therefore,
not only serious — stories of atrocities
are still trickling out of Chile—but
urgent."

Because of their involvement with
the labor movement in Chile, the two
foreign worker-priests were a prime
target of the junta.

"When the coup took place in Chile,
Joe O'Donoghue was one of the
luckier ones," the United Irishman
wrote. "He asked to be repatriated and
this was done. Others were not
so lucky. Near his home the police
took twenty Brazilians out of a van,
lined them up and then sprayed them
with bullets."

The two Irishmen were forced to
take refuge in the British Embassy.

"l didn't like going there,” O'Don-
oghue said in his interview with Eolas,
"because the British really supported
the coup. After all, the Chilean Navy
is ordered on British lines, Leyland
has major interests in the country and
the planes that bombed the Moneda
Palace (the president's official resi-
dence) on the first day of the coup—
they were Hawkers Hunters [British
military aircraft]."

In his interview with the United
Irishman, O'Donoghue stressed the
confusion of the workers, who were
handed over bound hand and foot to
the military hangmen by the reformist
policies of Salvador Allende: "It was
a shock for the workers. They didn't
know what was happening. Many of
them wouldn't believe that Allende
was dead. They were hoping that a

revolutionary section of the army
would revolt in the south, but this
didn't happen although there were

many rumours on the first day."
Neither interview commented on the
support of the Catholic hierarchy for
the bloodthirsty "anti-Communist”
junta, nor were any parallels drawn
between the church's support of re-
pression in Chile and its opposition
to the anti-imperialist struggle in Ire-
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land. But, speaking about a mission
in northern Peru run by a well-known
Irish cleric, James Roche said: "It

Venezuelan Elections
-

e

might as well have been Skibereen as
Peru. The priests lived on a different
plane to the ordinary people.” O

The MAS Wins 200,000 Votes

[The following article appeared in
the December 20, 1973, issue of the
Venezuelan Trotskyist biweekly Voz
Socialista. The translation is by In-
tercontinental Press.)]

* * *

Apart from the optimistic aspira-
tions of those who asserted that the
MAS [Movimiento al Socialismo
— Movement Toward Socialism|would
win more than 500,000 votes [in the
December 9, 1973, presidential elec-
tions], we socialists must hail as a
viectory the 200,000 votes cast by Ven-
ezuelans who have no confidence in
the traditional bourgeois parties. For
the first time in Venezuela, 200,000
people deliberately rejected the boss
alternative as well as the popular-
front alternative offered as an illusory
solution by the PCV [Venezuelan Com-
munist party], when it backed first the
MEP [Movimiento Electoral del Pueblo
— People's Electoral Movement], and
later, in an indirect way, the COPEI
[Comité Organizado por Elecciones
Independientes — Committee Orga-
nized for Independent Electoral Action,
Christian Democrats].

These electoral returns imply an
enormous responsibility for the lead-
ership of the MAS, as the struggle
for socialism neither begins nor ends
in the electoral arena—socialism is
not achieved on that road.

On December 14, in an article in
Punto entitled "Socialist Opposition
Facing the Country," Pompeyo Mar-
quez outlined the policy of the MAS
for the period ahead. He proposed
four basic points: (1) Denounce and
criticize the regime and the form of
social organization in Venezuela. (2)
Move toward the broad masses. (3)
Establish an organizational appara-
tus. (4) Provide socialist answers to
all the problems of concern to the
masses.

This program of the MAS could be
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very dangerous, as it proposes
creating an ‘intransigent opposi-
tion," as one of their well-known lead-
ers put it, within the bourgeois parlia-
ment.

It is a dangerous program because
what is essential is not to issue denun-

o

TEODORO PETKOFF: Leader of MAS.

ciations and criticisms, or to give an-
swers to every problem that concerns
the masses (as if there were any prob-
lems that didn't concern them), but
to organize and mobilize the masses
under the leadership of the workers
in order to establish a Workers and
People's Government.

Bourgeois sectors also issue criti-
cisms and denunciations. They also
come up with answers to the people's
problems. However, it goes without
saying that they don't achieve
socialism that way. Don't the Demo-
crats criticize and denounce Nixon?

Don't Per6n and Velasco Alvarado
say they have "socialist" answers to
the problems concerning the masses?
And no one can say that the masses
are in power in Argentina and Peru.

Criticism should begin by clearly
telling the workers and the masses
why they should have no confidence
in the elections or parliament, why no
one should believe that socialism will
come from the ballot box, and why the
masses should counterpose their own
organizations to those used by the
bourgeoisie to perpetuate the op-
pression and exploitation of the work-
ing people.

Seats in parliament should be used
to show that this system only favors
the capitalists and that socialism will
be built by mobilizing and organizing
the masses led by the workers — never
by the votes or by means of parlia-
mentary legislation. Also, to win mini-
mal gains approved by parliament,
the workers will have to be mobilized.
Is it possible for anyone to believe
that the MAS's proposals will be voted
on and approved in a parliament
where 90 percent of the members
belong to bourgeois parties?

The MAS is in a dilemma. Either
it becomes an "intransigent opposi-
tion," issuing criticisms and denuncia-
tions within the parliamentary frame-
work, tending in this way to become
the regime's left wing, or it chooses to
mobilize the workers, beginning with
the struggle for an immediate wage
increase, demanding nationalization
of petroleum under workers control,
ete., until a Workers and People's Gov-
ernment is established. And in thisway
the MAS would transform itself into
a workers alternative.

With our working-class program we
will continue to struggle against the
bosses, placing confidence in the
struggles of the workers, peasants,
and students, and not in parliament.
By pressing for unity among social-
ist tendencies that act in the interest
of the workers movement and that see
it as the great force capable of trans-
forming society, we will build in the
heat of these struggles the only tool
capable of winning over these ten-
dencies: a Leninist combat party.

These proposals are an extension
of those we advanced to companeros
of the MAS and the MIR [Movimiento
de Izquierda Revolucionaria —Move-
ment of the Revolutionary Left] during
the electoral campaign: To form a
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workers socialist front with workers
candidates to struggle for workers in-

3,500 in Attendance

dependent political action and utilize
the electoral framework as a sounding

O P e e B

board for workers and people's
struggles. O

Argentine Trotskyists Hold Special Congress

By NormanOliver

[The following article appeared in
the January 11 issue of the American
revolutionary-socialist weekly The
Militant.]

BUENOS AIRES— The largest gath-
ering of Trotskyists ever held in Latin
America took place here Dec. 15-16.

The event was the special congress
of the Partido Socialista de los Traba-
jadores (PST — Socialist Workers Par-
ty) of Argentina, which was attended
by 3,500 people.

The 371 delegates to the convention
were elected from PST branches in
every major city in Argentina on the
basis of one delegate for every 10
full members of the organization.

The convention was noteworthy for
the impressive number of worker-mili-
tants, women, and youth who par-
ticipated. A 61-year-old member of the
PST's executive committee said, "I've
seen more than 100 trade union and
political congresses and they've been
mostly older men. Here it is youth
and women who predominate."

Also present were invited guestsfrom
Uruguay, Bolivia, Brazil, Paraguay,
exiles from Chile, and representatives
from the Socialist Workers Party and
Young Socialist Alliance in the United
States. Greetings were read from
Trotskyist organizations in Australia,
Venezuela, and Peru.

At the beginning of the congress
the delegates elected an honorary pre-
siding committee composed of Tulio
Cardoso, an exiled Brazilian student
leader and one of the founders of the
Trotskyist Grupo Punto de Partida
(Starting-point Group), murdered by
the Chilean junta; Luis Vitale, noted
Marxist scholar imprisoned in Chile;
Mateo Fossa, a veteran Argentine
unionist who joined the PST shortly
before his death this year; James P
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Cannon, national chairman emeritus
of the Socialist Workers Party; Hugo
Blanco, the Peruvian peasant leader
now exiled in Sweden; and two veter-

CORAL: PST candidate against Peron.

ans of Argentine Trotskyism.

A proposal from the delegates to
include the entire Chilean working
class in the honorary presidium was
also adopted.

Growth of PST

The opening address to the congress
was given by Juan Carlos Coral, pres-
idential candidate of the PST in both
the March and September elections last
year.

Coral said that congresses of many
groups in the past had pretensions
that they had launched a revolution-
ary party. All turned out to be fail-
ures. So when the PST was launched
a year and a half ago, its claims
were modest, though its aims were
great.

"However," Coral went on, "our work
in the last 18 months, culminating in
this congress, shows that we were not
the victims of a romantic myth, but
have made much progress in build-
ing the revolutionary party of the
Argentine working class.

"We have done so under conditions
of considerable difficulty —the popu-
larity of Perdn; the economic offensive
of the bosses; the 'Great National
Agreement' of class collaboration; and
the hostile criticism of the reformists,
sectarians, and ultralefts.

"The latter condemned us for parti-
cipating in the first elections, from
which they abstained. But we said
we are not going to put the party
at the service of the elections, but the
elections at the service of the party
to promote the struggles of the
workers."

Coral continued, "Our candidates and
comrades went to all the factories to
tell the truth to the workers. We told
them that Perdén is an agent of the
bosses, whose mission is to sidetrack
them from the road of struggle for
their demands.

"We refused to meet with Perén. Un-
like other tendencies on the left, we
don't talk behind closed doors with
the enemies of the working class. We
went alone against the stream. Our
sole point of reference was the needs
of the class struggle. That is the only
road for revolutionaries to take." Here
Coral was interrupted by several min-
utes of applause and chants.

As a result of its election campaigns
and participation in theworkers' strug-
gles, the PST has grown significantly.
It now has 60 headquarters. Despite
the landslide support for Perdén in the
September elections, the PST received
190,000 votes, more than double its
vote in the March elections.

In his address Coral also spoke
of the recent coup in Chile. He said
the tragic defeat of the Chilean work-
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ers was the latest catastrophe of re-
formist policy.

The Communist Party in Chile, he
said, "told the workers socialism could
be achieved along the peaceful, par-
liamentary road. This was like the
fairy tale parents tell children about
the stork bringing babies. The work-
ers did resist and fight back, but their
struggles were leaderless and disor-
ganized. The indispensable element for
victory was lacking —the presence of
a revolutionary party implanted in the
masses."

In its fall election campaign the PST
gave priority to building a solidarity
campaign for the Chilean workers and
peasants. It helped organize a number
of significant demonstrations against
the coup.

The PST was the only party in Ar-
gentina to denounce Perén as an ac-
complice of the Chilean butchers for
closing the doors of Argentina to refu-
gees. Of those who did manage to
get into the country, Perén exiled the
Chileans to a remote area in northern
Argentina and deported refugees from
other countries.

Coral ended by saying that the new
political situation in Argentina pro-
vides an "opportunity to train and pre-
pare our cadres for the next large-
scale upsurge of the working class,
which the PST must get into a posi-
tion to lead."

Fourth International

The central theme of the rest of the
congress was, like Coral's speech,
internationalism.

The main questions taken up were
the issues facing the upcoming world
congress of the Fourth International,
the world Trotskyist organization.
The reports and discussions showed
that the PST delegates were well-
informed about the issues under
debate. There were reports and dis-
cussions on the current world political
situation, the strategy for building
revolutionary parties in Europe, anda
balance sheet of the developments in
Bolivia and Argentina since 1969.

All the reports were adopted
unanimously, with no abstentions.
The congress voted to send a full dele-
gation to the world congress of the
Fourth International to put forward
the PST's views on the g-estions on
the agenda.

The reporter on the present situa-
tion in Argentina and the tasks of the
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PST stated that the prerevolutionary
situation inaugurated by the Cordo-
bazo (a mass uprising in Cérdoba)
in 1969 ended with the consolidation
of the Peronist regime after the second
election last year.

The relationship between the capital-
ist government and the working
masses has changed. During the mili-
tary dictatorships of Ongania and
Lanusse the bourgeoisie was divided
and its regime was opposed by 90
percent of the population.

Today the capitalist class is united
in support of Peron. At this time, the
overwhelming majority of the working
class has been deluded into support
of Perén. The middle class as well
looks to Perén for a solution to its
problems.

The new stage in Argentina is
characterized by the PST as one of a
precarious relative stabilization for the
bourgeois regime. However, Perén's
coming to power has also set
into motion a dynamic that will under-
mine this stabilization.

The expectations of the Argentine
working class and other exploited and
oporessed layers have risen tre-
mendously. They expect the new
government to reduce and eliminate
the social evils that plagued them
under Ongania and Lanusse. The
Peronist regime is incapable of doing
this because it is a capitalist govern-
ment. It is based on the power and
interests of the capitalist class, which
contradict the needs of the great
masses of the Argentine people.

Perén, through his "Social Pact," has
asked for and received from the trade
union bureaucracy a two-year pledge
of "social peace," in which the working
class is supposed to sit back and ac-
cept without complaint or protest
every measure taken by the govern-
ment. Perén has already imposed
wage controls and other austerity
measures on the workers.

Despite the Peronist domination of
the labor organizations, many work-
ers cannot and will not wait two years,
and have been taking action for an
improvement in their living conditions.
During the week the PST convention
took place, there were two factory oc-
cupations in Buenos Aires. While such
struggles are usually around economic
demands, they tend to become politi-
cized due to the "Social Pact" and other
forms of government intervention into
the economy.

Some of the most important strug-

gles today are undertaken by the stu-
dents. In the high schools, where
Peronist domination is weaker, these
struggles have often been led by the
Juventud Socialista de Avanzada (JSA
— Socialist Youth Vanguard).

The PST and JSA's proletarian
internationalism and uncompromising
opposition to class-collaborationism
make them a strong pole of attraction
for revolutionary-minded youth. The
JSA, a sympathizing youth organiza-
tion of the Fourth International, is
rapidly becoming the largest Marxist
youth group in Argentina.

The outcome of all these struggles
will be of great importance for the
rest of Latin America. Argentina, fol-
lowing the defeats of the working class
in Chile and Uruguay, is one of the
few Latin American countries today
where the workers have the right to
organize and act and where revolu-
tionary socialists can speak freely.

While there are scattered acts of re-
pression by the police and goons at
the service of the union bureaucracy,
at this stage Perdn's government is
relying on maneuvers with the work-
ing class for the benefit of the bosses.
The regime has, under fire, granted
small economic concessions to the
workers.

The PST and the JSA form the only
tendency on the left that has under-
stood and taken advantage of these
contradictions of the Peronist policy.
Their aim is to promote and lead a
break of the working class away from
Peronism and toward independent
working class struggle, both in the
factories and in the political arena.

Erroneous positions

In a closing speech to the congress,
Nahuel Moreno, general secretary of
the PST, contrasted the PST's analysis
of Peronism to the erroneous positions
taken by other tendencies on the left.

He recalled how the PST had been
severely criticized by the rest of the
left for taking advantage of the op-
portunity to operate legally —some-
thing that all groups now do,
including the ultralefts and even guer-
rilla organizations.

During the March elections the ultra-
lefts raised the slogan "Neither coup
nor election —revolution!" However,
elections were held and no amount of
shouting otherwise by the ultraleft and
guerrilla groups could alter that fact.

The PST participated in the two
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to provide an
political

national elections
independent working-class
choice to the Argentine people.

Moreno explained how the Commu-
nist Party had earlier termed Perén
a fascist and later, when they saw
Perén was going to win, switched to
support for Per6n and his capitalist
government. The CP, in its search for
a "revolutionary" general representing
the "progressive bourgeoisie," has now
found him in Perén.

In the second elections not only the
CP but some of the ultraleft organiza-
tions changed their tune and wound
up giving either open or backhanded
support to Perén.

The Partido Revolucionario de los
Trabajadores - Ejército Revoluciona-
rio del Pueblo (PRT-ERP — Revolution-
ary Workers Party - Revolutionary
Army of the People), a leading guer-
rillaist group, has succumbed to the
pressure of left Peronism by joining
and playing a leading role in the
Frente Anti-Imperialista para el
Socialismo (FAS — Anti-Imperialist
Front for Socialism).

The FAS is a left-nationalist and
populist formation with a class-col-
laborationist perspective. It is moving
toward unity with a popular-front
formation backed by the CP.

Moreno observed that the prospects
for future growth of the PST were
good if it continued to link itself with
the workers in the fight against Peron-
ist policies and the trade-union
bureaucracy. The presence of hun-
dreds of worker-militants at the
congress attested to the PST's success
in doing this.

Worker delegations

Working class militants throughout
the country were invited to attend the
congress, and many did so. Repre-
sented by delegates to the congress
were factories in Tucumén and, from
Mendoza, the building trades, steel
workers, auto workers, insurance
union, newspaper union, and postal
union.

Also among the guests introduced to
the convention were a steel worker
from Tucumén, whose fellow workers
raised the money for his transporta-
tion on the condition that he report
back to them; the president of the
student center of the Catholic
University now on strike in Tucumadn;
two members of an opposition faction
in Chrysler; a militant from the
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Cérdoba auto wunion SITRAC—
SITRAM; two workers who led a vic-
torious strike at Perkins Truck Fac-
tory in Cérdoba; a bank worker from
Mendoza; and the entire internal com-
missions of a hospital and of gas
workers from Mar del Plata. (Internal
commissions are the executive com-
mittees of the factory committees
elected in all major Argentine plants.)

Workers from the following places
in the Buenos Aires metropolitan area
were introduced to the convention:
the internal commission of a glass
works; a delegation from another glass
works, onge that was on strike and had
just beaten back a police attack; a
representative from the largest textile
factory in Latin America; the teachers
union; Mercedes-Benz; leadersfrom two
banks on strike; and a leader of the
construction workers in Neuquén.

These worker delegations were
announced on the first day of the con-
gress and more were introduced the
next day.

The revolutionary fervor and en-
thusiasm of a party deeply immersed
in the class struggle was manifested
not only in the reports and dis-
cussions, but also in the colorful and
spirited chants of the delegates and
guests. "Workers fight, workers to
power!" and "It will be wonderful when
we bury the bosses and put the work-
ers in power!" were two of them.

The trade-union report outlined con-

tinued efforts by the PST to mobilize
the working class against the "Social
Pact,” the government, and the union
bureaucracy that supports it.

Other campaigns projected at the
congress were a campaign of
solidarity with Chile; one against the
dictatorships in Paraguay and
Uruguay; and a campaign for com-
plete amnesty for political prisoners
in Bolivia.

The congress concluded with a rally
where greetings were heard from the
worker delegations and international
guests. Several of the workers who
gave greetings announced they had
decided to join the PST.

Pakistani Nationalizations

Partially as a result of the world energy
crisis, the Pakistani regime in early Janu-
ary nationalized the banking, shipping,
and oil-distributing industries. This fol-
lows an earlier wave of nationalizations
in 1972 which affected basic industry and
the insurance business.

Prime Minister Zulfikar Ali Bhutto said
just prior to the nationalizations that the
cost of oil imports for Pakistan in 1973
had risen from $60 million to $350 mil-
lion. The rise in oil prices, plus the dam-
age caused by recent flooding, appear
to have created difficulties for the Pakistani
economy that the ruling class has been
unable to deal with. So Bhutto, behind
a shroud of "socialist” rhetoric, stepped in
to help out and manage the economy
for them.

Although the Pakistani regime has taken
over all the shares of the banks, it has
only acquired controlling interest in the
shipping and oil industries. Bhutto has
promised compensation for all the nation-
alized concerns.

Typical of the flamboyant verbiage of
the Bhutto regime were the remarks of
Finance Minister Mubashir Hasan, who
said that prior to the nationalizations "in-
dustrial and financial power got concen-
trated in the hands of a few robber
barons."

How concerned Bhutto really is about
ending inequality can be ascertained by
the fact that foreign banks were exempt
from the nationalizations. His desire to
stabilize the Pakistani economy stops far
short of stepping on the toes of his im-
perialist masters—and for good reason,
since their support helps keep his regime
in power and helps him suppress the as-
pirations of the oppressed Baluchis and
Pathans to self-determination.

The $30 million in military aid that
Bhutto has gotten from Washington since
1971 underlines this support. O
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Secretary of Defense a 'Security’ Threat?
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Nixon Hit by Bribery, Spying, Blackmail Scandals

By Allen Myers

"President Nixon's explanations,”
Clifton Daniel wrote in the January
10 New York Times, "have tended
from the beginning to confirm the
allegations made against him. For
example, his income tax returns
showed that he had paid very little
tax on a very large income, had
taken questionable deductions, and
had given very little to charity.

"Somewhat the same thing was being
said today by the President's op-
ponents about the I T.T. and milk
price 'white papers' issued yesterday
[January 8]. They confirm that the
President had, in fact, intervened to
halt an antitrust prosecution of the
International Telephone and Tele-
graph Corporation and to raise
milk price supports.

"All that was denied, in essence, was
that these actions were taken in return
for political contributions. But the
evidence to support the denial —docu-
ments and tape recordings —was with-
held."

Daniel's description of Nixon's de-
fense strategy was quite accurate.
Throughout the course of the Water-
gate scandal, the head of the White
House gang has issued a series of
statements essentially confirming the
charges that have been made but at-
tempting to explain them away by
pufting a favorable—and unwar-
ranted —interpretation on the events.
This was the case with the January
8 white papers, which constituted a
denial but not a defense.

Favors for ITT

The white paper on ITT admitted
that Nixon had phoned then Deputy
Attorney General Richard Kleindienst
on April 19, 1971, and ordered him
not to appeal an antitrust action
against the giant conglomerate to the
Supreme Court. (The case was then
settled out of court after ITT pledged
$400,000 to help pay for the Repub-
lican convention.) This admission
only confirmed information that
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Kleindienst had earlier provided to
the Watergate special prosecutor and
that had been reported in the press.
The white paper continued:

"The Justice Department, on April
20, 1971, requested and was granted
a delay in filing the appeal which
was due that day. On the following
day, April 21, 1971, Mr. John N.
Mitchell, the attorney general, advised

KLEINDIENST: Declined to be responsible
for ITT case fix.

the President that in his judgment it
was inadvisable for the President to
order no appeal to the Supreme Court
in the Grinnell [the name of one of
the corporations ITT had taken over]
case. The attorney general reasoned
that, as a personal matter, Mr. Erwin
N. Griswold, solicitor general of the
United States, had prepared his brief
for appeal and would resign were the
appeal not to proceed. The attorney
general further feared legislative re-
percussions if the matter were dropped
entirely. Based upon the attorney gen-

eral's recommendations, the President
reversed his decision of April 19,
1971, and authorized the Department
of Justice to proceed with the case in
accordance with its own deter-
minations.”

"Legislative repercussions” was a
gentle way of saying that if the case
had simply been dropped, it would
have been obvious to everyone that
the fix was in. It had been more than
twenty years since the Justice Depart-
ment lost a merger case in the
Supreme Court.

Presumably it was the desire not to
be put forward as the one responsible
for the fix that led Kleindienst to
threaten to resign if Nixon's order
were not revoked. This threat, which
helps throw light on what really hap-
pened, was not mentioned in the White
House account.

It is unlikely that ITT officials had
expected the Nixon gang to go quite
so far as to completely drop the case.
In fact, what they were asking for
was precisely what they got: a delay
in the filing of the appeal to allow
more time for negotiating the
favorable settlement they eventually
achieved. This was revealed in 1972
in hearings hefore the Senate Judiciary
Committee.

"In its statement," the New York
Times reported January 10, "the White
House did not note thatitwas [ T. T.
that first suggested to Mr. Kleindienst
that an extension on filing be applied
for and that an interagency group be
set up to review Government antitrust
policy. . . . Lawrence E. Walsh, at-
torney for the corporation, thought
that the Supreme Court might rule
against the mergers, and his
strategy was to gain time to negotiate
a settlement.

"The strategy worked. Mr. Griswold
testified that after the Government ap-
peal had been filed, I. T. T. counsel
received a number of extensions to
file its response.”

Contacted by the New York Times,
Griswold said that he had not been
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told of Nixon's decision to allow the
appeal until near the end of the ex-
tension period. "I didn't get author-
ization until about May 15, 16 or 17,"
he said. The delay in informing Gris-
wold assured ITT the full delay of
the appeal that the corporation de-
sired.

The white paper also neglected tc
mention a meeting — three days before
Nixon's order to Kleindienst—be-
tween ITT president Harold Geneen,
Secretary of the Treasury John Con-
nally, and White House economic
adviser Peter G. Peterson. ITT ob-
viously believed that this meeting was
an important factor in winning the
delay, for on April 22, 1971, William
R. Merriam, an ITT vice-president,
wrote to Connally: "We are certain that
you and Pete were most instrumental
for the delay."

In defending himself, Nixon also
made it more likely that his old friend
Mitchell will be indicted on another
perjury charge. (He already faces a
perjury indictment in connection with
a secret contribution from financier
Robert Vesco.) Mitchell has denied
under oath playing any role at all
in the I'TT antitrust case.

The Dairy Payoff

In order to deny charges that he
ordered an increase in federal milk
price supports in March 1971 in ex-
change for large campaign contribu-
tions from dairy cooperatives, Nixon
had to contradict one of his public
statements of only a few months ear-
lier. At an October 26 press con-
ference, Nixon claimed that he
deliberately refrained from learning
the names of contributors until after
the election:

"In terms of campaign contributions
I have had a rule. . . . I have refused
to have any discussion of con-
tributions. As a matter of fact, my
orders to Mr. Stans were that after
the campaign was over, I would then
send notes of appreciation to those
that contributed, but before the elec-
tion, I did not want to have any in-
formation from anybody with regard
to campaign contributions."

But the January 8 white paper ad-
mitted that in August 1969 one dairy
group had given $100,000 to the
secret fund maintained by Herbert
Kalmbach, Nixon's personal at-
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torney. Prior to meeting with Nixon
on March 23, 1971 —two days before
the price-support increase was an-
nounced — dairy lobbyists pledged an
additional $2 million to Nixon's re-
election fund. (According to the in-
formation available, it appears that
the dairies actually forked up only
$437,000 of the total pledged.)

"One member of the staff," the white

LAIRD: Spying on the boss?

paper admitted, "Charles W. Colson,
asserted in a memorandum to the
President that AMPI [Associated Milk
Producers Incorporated] had pledged
$2 million to the 1972 cam-
paign. . . . That memorandum was
attached to a presidential briefing
paper for the courtesy meeting
between the President and the AMPI
representatives in September of 1970.
It was suggested in the memorandum
that the President acknowledge AMPI's
support. . . .

"Another reference to fund-raising
was in a letter addressed to the Presi-
dent on December 16, 1970 from
Patrick J. Hillings, a former congress-
man who had succeeded Mr. Nixon in
his congressional seat after the latter

had been elected to the Senate. At that
time, Mr. Hillings was a member of
a Washington, D.C., law firm that
represented the dairymen in the
nation's capital. . . ."

The white paper went on to describe
the March 23, 1971, meeting:

"The President opened the meeting
by thanking the dairy leaders for the
support they had given to administra-
tion policies and praised them for their
activism in pursuing goals which were
important to them. The remainder of
the meeting was taken up with
the dairy leaders pleading their case
for higher supports and with other
administration officials expressing
concerns about overproduction and
higher retail prices. There was no
mention whatsoever of campaign con-
tributions. . . .

"Prior to this meeting, a staff
memorandum was prepared as a
briefing paper for the President. That
paper briefly noted that the dairy
lobby —like organized labor—had
decided to spend political money and
that Pat Hillings and Murray Chotiner
were involved. There was no sug-
gestion that the President should give
special ftreatment to the dairy-
men. . . ."

Ordinary citizens who have never
had the opportunity to discuss per-
sonally with the president why they
should be given $126 million in federal
funds and allowed to rake off perhaps
as much as an additional $500
million from the general public (the
estimated benefit to the dairies from
the support increase) may find it a
bit difficult to credit the assertion that
there was no "special treatment" in-
volved in the meeting, let alone in
Nixon's decision to raise the milk
price support.

The lobbyists themselves were ob-
viously convinced that the meeting
with Nixon and its results were
determined by their campaign con-
tributions. One of these lobbyists wrote
of these gifts in a March 29, 1971,
letter, "I can assure you that . . . [the
contributions] played a major role in
this administrative decision.”

And the president of Mid-America
Dairymen Incorporated later wrote of
the March 23 meeting:

"The facts of life are that the
economic welfare of dairymen does
depend a great deal on political
action. If dairymen are to receive their
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fair share of the governmental
financial pie that we all pay for, we
must have friends in government, I
have become increasingly aware that
the sincere and soft voice of the dairy
farmer is no match for the jingle of
hard currencies put in the campaign
funds of politicians. . . .

"We dairymen as a body can be a
dominant group. On March 23, 1971,
along with nine other dairy farmers,
I sat in the Cabinet Room of the White
House, across the table from the
President of the United States, and
heard him compliment the dairymen
on their marvelous work in consoli-
dating and unifying our industry and
our involvement in politics. He said,
'You people are my friends and I
appreciate it.’

"Two days later an order came from
the U.S. Department of Agriculture
increasing the support price of milk
to 85% of parity, which added from
500 to 700 million dollars to dairy
farmers' milk checks. We dairymen
cannot afford to overlook this kind
of economic benefit. Whether we like
it or not, this is the way the system
works."

The white paper's only defense of
Nixon against the implication of
bribery was the unsupported assertion
that he did not allow the generosity
of the dairies to influence his decision.
The statement claimed:

"The President's action took several
factors into account:

"® intensive congressional pressure;

"® the economic merits of the case
itself, as presented by the industry
leaders in the meeting with the Presi-
dent, and as weighed by the President's
advisers;

"® traditional political considera-
tions relating to needs of the farm
states."

The white paper argued, in effect,
that Congress would have passed
legislation raising price supports and
that Nixon therefore decided to order
the increase himself in order to win
votes in the dairy states. As with the
ITT paper, Nixon's defense could
result in charges of perjury being
brought against one of his underlings:
Clifford M. Hardin, who was secretary
of agriculture at the time of thesupport
increase.

At the beginning of 1972, Ralph
Nader filed suit against the Nixon
administration, asking the courts to
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reverse the milk price increase because
it had been granted illegally. In
response to the suit, Hardin filed a
sworn affidavit denying some of the
facts that Nixon has now admitted.
In a dispatch from Washington to the
January 11 New York Times, Philip
Shabecoff described Hardin's testi-
mony:

"Mr. Hardin's affidavit filed at the
United States District Court here last
March 12, said that he had recon-
sidered his earlier decision to hold the
price support line and had ordered an
increase solely 'on the basis of statu-
tory criteria.'

"The affidavit . specifically
denied that any considerations other
than those provided by law were in-
volved in Mr. Hardin's actions.

"The law requires that decisions on
price supports be made by the Secre-
tary of Agriculture solely on the basis
of supply, costs and farm income—
exclusively economic criteria."

In the previous day's issue, Shabe-
coff wrote that "a lawyer familiar with
the milk litigation, Kenneth Guido of
Common Cause, said that the White
House admission of political con-
siderations should be enough to win
the case for Mr. Nader.

"Mr. Guido also asserted that now
that the White House has disclosed
that Mr. Nixon was informed of the
campaign pledges before he raised
price supports, a simple denial that
the pledges influenced the decision
probably would not satisfy litigants
and investigators.

"Mr. Guido said that the President
probably would be asked to substan-
tiate the denial with documents and
perhaps even to submit to questioning
on the reasons for his decision."

Plumbing and Blackmail

Still another scandal involving the
notorious White House "plumbers" spy
unit has begun to unfold in the pages
of the press. It has been known since
at least last July — when John Ehrlich-
man in testimony before the Senate
Watergate committee made cryptic
reference to a plumbers operation "un-
related to Watergate"—that another
scandal involving the group remained
undisclosed. At the time, Sam Ervin
and Howard Baker, the committee
chairman and vice-chairman, were
reportedly briefed on the matter by the

White House and had agreed to keep
it secret in the interests of "national
security."

The "national security" secret, ac-
cording to reports in the New York
Times and other papers, involved spy-
ing and counterspying directed by dif-
ferent high-level members of the Nixon
gang against each other. Seymour M.
Hersh reported in the January 12
Times:

"The White House investigative unit
known as the plumbers uncovered evi-
dence in late 1971 that a 'ring' of mili-
tary officers was attempting to relay
highly classified information of the
China talks and other matters to of-
ficials in the Pentagon, well-informed
sources report.

"Some of the officers were assigned
to the National Security Council.

"The secret inquiry, headed by David
R. Young Jr., then a co-director of the
plumbers, was said to have deter-
mined that at least two military of-
ficers had participated in apparently
illegal activities—including the ran-
sacking of classified files and the un-
authorized photocopying of docu-
ments—in an apparent attempt to
keep high Pentagon officials up-to-date
on White House negotiations."

Various sources, Hersh reported,
disagreed on the importance of the
classified material involved. But all
accounts made it clear that the high-
est levels of the Nixon gang had
parodied James Bond's spy-movie
capers. Hersh's informants told him
that then Secretary of Defense Melvin
Laird was suspected of being con-
nected with the "spy ring." It seems that
this was the only way Laird could
find out what the administration he
belonged to was doing:

"The sources said that Mr. Young
and Henry A. Kissinger, now the
Secretary of State and then head of the
National Security Council, suspected
that reports on the White House's ne-
gotiations with China, North Vietnam
and the Soviet Union were being
leaked to Secretary of Defense Melvin
R. Laird and Adm. Thomas H.
Moorer, chairman of the Joint Chiefs
of Staff."

It is known that in the case of earlier
leaks to the press, Kissinger requested
wiretaps on a number of government
officials, including members of the Na-
tional Security Council and his own
staff. In the case of the Pentagon "spy

53




ring," did he also request and obtain
a tap on Laird?

The Washington Post reported Janu-
ary 12 that Young had asked the FBI
to tap the phone of Charles E. Rad-
ford, who was an aide to Admiral
Robert 0. Welander. Welander at that
time was a member of the Joint Chiefs
of Staff and liaison between the
National Security Council and the
Pentagon, but was subsequently trans-
ferred to sea duty.

Hersh reported in the January
13 New York Times that Young "had
also concluded that Mr. Radford was
responsible for relaying details of the
National Security Council's delibera-
tions on the India-Pakistan issue to
Mr. Anderson [columnist Jack Ander-
son], who began publishing the sensi-
tive material in December.

"Far more important, these sources
said, was Mr. Young's conclusion that
Mr. Radford had, apparently with
authority from higher military offi-
cials, been relaying equally sensitive
documents to the office of Admiral
Moorer."

"An angry President Nixon," the
Chicago Tribune reported January
13, "wanted to fire Adm. Thomas
Moorer after White House spies told
him that military spies were spying
on Henry Kissinger. It is not known
what changed President Nixon's
mind, but the answer appears to lie
in facts surrounding the investigation
still being kept secret by the White
House as a national security matter."

Whatever those secrets may be, they
are sufficiently embarrassing to Nixon
to have been a subject of blackmail.
Hersh quoted "well-placed sources” in
the January 13 Times as saying that
an unnamed government official had
tried to get a better job by
threatening to reveal details about the
spying and counterspying within the
Nixon gang. "President Nixon rejected
the unidentified official's demand, but
did not order him discharged, the
sources said. . . .

"Another source said that the official
may have been involved himself in the
passing of unauthorized materials to
the Pentagon, but this could not be
confirmed. All agreed, however, that
a serious 'blackmail' attempt had been
made."

"Two informed sources,” Hersh
added, "expressed dismay at the White
House's apparent bowing to the
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NIXON, KISSINGER: Someone may be
listening.

alleged blackmail threat. 'Why didn't
they just arrest him and get it over
with?' one fully informed source
asked.

"It was this specific information, they
said, that was regarded by President
Nixon as too damaging to release
publicly when the plumbers' activities
became known. 'The President always
felt that this was dynamite,' a source
said.

"A White House official, in confirm-
ing today [January 12| the broad ac-
count, suggested that Mr. Nixon be-
lieved its public disclosure would put
the 'whole military command struc-

ture on the line." He did not amplify
on the remark."

The new disclosures undoubtedly
concern only a small portion of the
undercover doings of the White House
gang. The new scandal may well lead
to further disclosures, just as the
Watergate break-in and cover-up
led to the revealing of some of the
operations of the plumbers unit.

The perspective is for what must
appear to the U.S. ruling class as an
unending chain of more and more
damaging scandals. That prospect
will add to the already widespread
ruling-class sentiment that some way
must be found to get Nixon out of the
White House.

There appears to be a growing belief
in Washington that Nixon is holding
on to office primarily as a means of
avoiding criminal prosecution. War-
ren Weaver Jr. reported in the January
13 New York Times that influential
persons are discussing a way to get
around this problem:

"A proposal that Congress grant
President Nixon immunity from
criminal prosecution if he decides to
resign is under discussion in Washing-
ton political and social circles.

"The idea is that such Congressional
action would remove from the Presi-
dent's mind any obstacle to leaving
the White House based on concern
over possible subsequent prosecution
as a private citizen." O

Government Admits Harassment
and Wiretapping of U.S. Trotskyists

The U.S. government admitted
January 7 that it has engaged in ha-
rassment and surveillance of the
Trotskyist movement since at least
1945. Papers filed in a federal court
in New York acknowledged "electronic
surveillance" of members of the Social-
ist Workers party (SWP) from 1945
to 1963 and a campaign to disrupt
the party's activities begun in 1961
and allegedly ended in 1969.

The admission came in a legal re-
ply to a lawsuit filed by the SWP and
the U.S. Trotskyist youth organiza-
tion the Young Socialist Alliance
(YSA). The SWP and YSA are suing
Nixon and other present and past

government officials for $27 million
in damages for violation of the rights
of the SWP, YSA, and individual
members of the organizations.

"The Government said," Farnsworth
Fowle reported in the January 11 New
York Times, "that the 'basic purpose’
of the disruption program had been
'to alert the public to the fact that
S.W.P. is not just another socialist
group but follows the revolutionary
principles of Marx, Lenin and Engels
as inteirpeted by Leon Trotzky.'"

The reply denied engaging in illegal
surveillance of SWP and YSA
members during the 1972 and 1973
election campaigns.

The government, Fowle reported,
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"acknowledged knowing of only one
such wiretap—in 1972, on the Los
Angeles home of James P. Cannon,
then national chairman. The tap was
placed on the basis of a report to the
bureau by the local police, the Govern-
ment said.”

Government lawyers also filed a
memorandum arguing that the com-
plaint should be dismissed on the

Painter, GPU Agent, Assassin

R

ground that the court had no jur-
isdiction over him. John Ratliff, a
member of the legal staff of the Po-
litical Rights Defense Fund, which was
formed to seek broad support for the
SWP and YSA suit, said that attorneys
for the SWP and YSA would oppose
that motion because Nixon is the "chief
conspirator and ultimate authority for
the illegal and unconstitutional acts"

R

carried out against the organizations.

Commenting on the government's
admissions, Linda Jenness, the 1972
SWP candidate for president, told a
press conference that the shift from
past denials of harassment was due
to the fact that the government is no
longer "in a position to get away with
the amount of lying" that it had
previously. a

‘New York Times’' Does a Whitewash on Siqueiros

When the Mexican painter David Al-
faro Siqueiros died January 6 at the
age of 77, the New York Times made
use of its obituary to rewrite the his-
tory of an event in which Siqueiros
played a leading role: the May 24,
1940, attempt on Leon Trotsky's life
by agents of Stalin's GPU.

"He [Siqueiros] was a flamboyant
and volatile Communist,” wrote the
Times reporter, "who was said to have
had a hand in an abortive attempt to
assassinate Leon Trotsky, Stalin's im-
placable enemy, in May, 1940.

"One widely believed version of the
episode had Mr. Siqueiros leading a
machine-gun attack on Trotsky's vil-
la near Mexico City and spraying
Trotsky's bedroom with bullets as the
aged revolutionary and his wife hud-
dled under the bed.

"Although the artist denied any ac-
tive involvement in the plot, he found
it prudent to flee Mexico for several
months. Arrested on his return, he
was tried and acquitted in 1941 on
the charge of directing the attack on
Trotsky's home. By then, Trotsky had
indeed been assassinated, a crime for
which Stalinist agents have been wide-
ly blamed."

There is reason for the "version"
that Siqueiros led the machine-gun at-
tack to be "widely believed." Not the
least reason is that Siqueiros himself
admitted it.

The Times portrayed the murderous
assault as an "episode" by overlook-
ing some facts and inventing others.
Omitted is the fact that Robert Sheldon
Harte, an American bodyguard of
Trotsky, was kidnapped by the attack-
ers and later murdered. His body was
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found buried in the garden of a house
rented by Siqueiros.

Notwithstanding the New York
Times account, Siqueiros was neither
tried nor acquitted for his part in the
attack.

Siqueiros went into hiding im-
mediately after the assault and was
arrested about a month later. Before
being questioned in court, he was al-
lowed to read the testimony of all
the other participants and witnesses.

He then claimed that he had been in
charge only of "exterior operations"
in the assault. With a bold disregard
for consistency, he also claimed
to have "ordered" the machine gunners
not to shoot to kill. The aim, he said,
was only to intimidate Trotsky.
Although Trotsky had in the mean-
time been murdered by another GPU
agent, Ramén Mercader, the judge
took Siqueiros's every word — includ-
ing his denial of a role in Harte's

Plaque on wall of Trotsky's
Siqueiros.

Coyoacan home commemorates victim of raid led by
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murder — as incontrovertible truth. He
reduced the charges against Siqueiros
to housebreaking, unlawful use of po-
lice uniforms (the attackers worestolen
police uniforms), robbery of two cars
that the GPU agents used for their
getaway, and damaging property
(with machine-gun bullets).

However, Siqueiros was never tried
even on these reduced charges. Re-
leased on bail, he skipped the country,
going to Chile with the aid of the Chil-
ean Stalinist poet Pablo Neruda. Short-
ly after his arrival there, he was ar-
rested as a fugitive by Chilean police,
but was realeased after the interven-
tion of the Mexican ambassador.

A little more than a year before
his death, Siqueiros made a more de-
tailed confession of his role in the
attack on Trotsky and the murder of
Harte. This came in an interview with
Norberto Valentini of the Dominican
weekly Ahora! Valentini's report was
printed in the October 9, 1972, issue
of that magazine. (For a complete
translation of the interview, see Inter-
continental Press, November 13, 1972,
p. 1238.)

"Those days," Siqueiros told the Do-
minican reporter, "were days of grim-
ness and suffering. We had just come
back from the Spanish civil war in a
very depressed state. In the Soviet
Union the struggle between Stalin and
Trotsky had undermined the unity of
the international Communist move-
ment. We felt that our ideals had been
compromised. We thought that ideo-
logical wunity had to be restored
around the Kremlin ruling class.
Stalin was worried that in his exile
in Mexico Trotsky might be the center
of another chauvinist movement aim-
ing to substitute itself for Soviet power.
So he ordered a high official of the
NKVD, Leonid Eitingon, to organize
Trotsky's physical liquidation and
granted him unlimited means.

"But the leader of the Mexican Com-
munist party, Laborde, proved reluc-
tant to support this act of violence
and in practice refused to help carry
it out. Finally, Laborde and his people
were expelled and the party was left
under our control."

"On May 24, 1940, we said that it
was time to break from our inertia.
I got hold of an army major's uni-
form and disguised myself as an offi-
cer. Twenty of my companions dis-
guised themselves as soldiers. We took
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the police guarding the Coyoacén for-
tress by surprise and immobilized
them. We captured the American Shel-
don Harte, who was Trotsky's per-
sonal guard, and broke into the patio
of the house. I confess that at that
moment I was paralyzed by emotion.

"I had taken part in various clan-
destine operations and was used to
danger. I had participated in political
struggles in Central and South Ameri-
can countries. But despite this, I had
never found myself faced with the ne-
cessity to kill anyone in cold blood.
But even so we fired about three hun-
dred shots from the patio into the bed-
room where we thought Trotsky was
sleeping."

The New York Times, which car-
ries on its masthead the slogan "All
the News That's Fit to Print," ap-
parently considers it unfitting to speak
evil of the dead, even when that evil
is undisputed truth. Or could some
other motive be involved in the falsi-
fication?

The Times editors are normally
quite happy to present unvarnished
pictures of the crimes of the Soviet
bureaucrats when doing so can help
to discredit socialism. But when it is
a question of a conflict between the
bureaucracy and a real revolutionist,
then the Times is considerably more
"understanding"— to the point of cover-
ing up for assassins. ]

'When a Wife Refuses...Her Wifely Duties’

R

The Shah of Iran Speaks Out

The  Italian journalist Oriana
Fallaci has acquired a reputation for
getting world leaders to speak rather
more freely than is their wont. In fact,
some of the subjects of her interviews
have complained that Fallaci tends
to embellish a bit. It is with that fore-
warning that we call our readers' at-
tention to the latest Fallaci interview.
It appeared in the December 1 issue
of the liberal American weekly The
New Republic. The interview was with
the shah of Iran.

Fallaci's subject expressed himself
on a staggering range of issues: the
nature of monarchical rule, sex,
women, democracy, socialism, the na-
ture of the Soviet Union, Israel, the
energy crisis, Muammar el-Qaddafi,
and the possibility of world war IIL
In just six pages.

The mortal mind boggles before any
attempt to summarize: Let the King
of Kings speak for himself.

On monarchy: "Where there's no
monarchy, there's anarchy, or an oli-
garchy or a dictatorship. Besides, a
monarchy is the only possible means
to govern Iran. If I have been able to
do something, a lot, in fact, for Iran,
it is owing to the detail, slight as it
may seem, that I'm its king. To get
things done, one needs power, and to
hold on to power one mustn't ask
anyone's permission or advice. One
musn't discuss decisions with anyone.

Of course, I may have made mistakes
too. I too am human. However, I
believe I have a task to carry out,
a mission, and I intend to perform it
to the end without renouncing my
throne."

The shah exaggerates. It is not true
that he consults with no one. "It must
be terribly lonely to be a king instead
of a man," Fallaci observes.

"A king who doesn't need to account
to anyone for what he says and does
is unavoidably doomed to loneliness,"
shah answers. "However, I'm not en-
tirely alone, because a force others
can't perceive accompanies me. My
mystical force. Moreover, I receive
messages. 1 have lived with God be-
side me since I was five years old.
Since, that is, God sent me those
visions."

"Visions?" asks the wary Fallaci.

"Visions, yes. Apparitions."

"Of what, of whom?"

"Of prophets. I'm really surprised
you should ignore [be ignorant of?]
this. It is common knowledge that I've
had visions. I've even put it down in
my biography. As a child, I had two
visions: one when I was five and one
when I was six. The first time, I saw
our Prophet Ali, he who, according
to our religion, disappeared to return
the day he would save the world. I
had an accident: I fell against a rock.
And he saved me: he placed himself

Intercontinental Press




between me and the rock. I know
because I saw him. And not in a
dream: in reality. Material reality, if
you see what I mean. I alone saw him.
The person who was with me didn't
see him at all. But nobody else was
supposed to see him except me be-
cause . . . Oh, I fear you don't un-
stand me."

Fallaci admits that she doesn't. He
has an explanation for her density,
though. She's "not a believer," He is:
"I believe in God, and that I have been
chosen by God to perform a task. My
visions were miracles that saved the
country. My reign has saved the coun-
try, and it has done so because God
was on my side."

On democracy: Here we may be
brief. Fallaci suggests that the shah is
"a very authoritarian king." Not so,
he declares. There is more democracy
in Iran than almost anywhere else.
Fallaci is incredulous. "Maybe 1 ex-
plained myself badly, Your Majesty,"
she suggests. "The democracy I was
referring to is the kind we consider
such in the West, a regime that allows
everyone to think as they wish and is
based on a Parliament where even

minorities are represented."

The shah: "But I don't want that
kind of democracy! Haven't you
understood that? I don't know what
to do with that kind of democracy!
I don't want any part of it, it's all
yours, you can keep it, don't you
see? Your wonderful democracy.
You'll see, in a few years, what your
wonderful democracy leads to."

Fallaci persists: "Well, at that, may-
be it's a bit chaotic. But it's the only
possible choice if one is to respect
Man and his freedom of thought."

Shah: "Freedom of thought, free-
dom of thought! Democracy, de-
mocracy! With five-year-olds going on
strike and parading in the street. Is
that what you call democracy? Free-
dom?"

On women: Here the shah is at his
most incisive. Fallaci broaches the
subject from a personal angle: "Your
Majesty, is it true that you've taken
another wife?"

"A stupid, vile, disgusting libel," says
the king.

"But, Your Majesty, you're a Mos-
lem. Your religion allows you to take
another wife without repudiating Em-

SHAH with the uninfluential Empress Farah: God is his chief minister and adviser.
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press Farah Diba."

"Yes," the shah concedes, "certain-
ly. According to my religion, I could,
so long as my wife grants her consent.
And, to be honest, one must admit
there are cases where . . . When a wife
is ill, for instance, or when she re-
fuses to perform her wifely duties,
thereby causing her husband un-
happiness . . . Let's face it! One has
to be a hypocrite or an innocent to
believe a husband will tolerate that
kind of thing. In your society, when
something like that occurs, doesn't a
man take a mistress, or even more
than one? Well, in our society, instead,
a man can take another wife. So long
as his first wife agrees and the court
approves. Without those two condi-
tions on which I have based by law,
however, the new marriage cannot
take place. So can you believe that I,
my very self, would break thelaw by
marrying in secret?"

Fallaci is perplexed. She observes
that the shah's name has often been
associated with women. "And now,"
she says, "I'm beginning to suspect
women have counted for nothing in
your life."

She has struck a nerve. The shah
holds forth: "I fear your suspicion is
justified. Women, you know. ..
Look, let's put it this way. I don't
underestimate them, as shown by the
the fact that they have derived more
advantages than anyone else from my
White Revolution. 1 have fought
strenuously to obtain equal rights and
responsibilities for them. I have even
incorporated them in the Army, where
they get six months' military training
before being sent to the villages to
fight the battle against illiteracy. Nor
should one forget that I'm the son of
the man who removed women's veils
in Iran. But I wouldn't be sincere if
I asserted I'd been influenced by a
single one of them. Nobody can in-
fluence me, nobody at all. And a
woman still less. In a man's life,
women count only if they're beautiful
and graceful and know how to stay
feminine and . . . This Women's Lib
business, for instance. What do these
feminists want? What do you want?
Equality, you say? Indeed! I don't
want to seem rude, but . . . You may
be equal in the eyes of the law, but
not, I beg your pardon for saying
so, in ability."

"Aren't we?" asks Fallaci.

"No." And the proof: "You've never
produced a Michelangelo or a Bach.
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You've never even produced a great
cook. And don't talk of opportunities.
Are you joking? Have you lacked the
opportunity to give history a great
cook? You have produced nothing
great, nothing! Tell me, how many
women capable of governing haveyou
met in interviews such as this?"

Fallaci mentions Golda Meir and In-
dira Gandhi. "Hm," says shah. "All
I can say is that women, when they
are in power, are much harsher than
men. Much more cruel. Much more
bloodthirsty. I'm quoting facts, not
opinions. You're heartless when

South Korea

you're rulers. Think of Caterina de
Medici, Catherine of Russia, Eliza-
beth I of England. Not to mention
your Lucrezia Borgia with her poisons
and intrigues. You're schemers, you're
evil. Every one of you."

Finally, on the shah's place in the
hearts of his people. Fallaci: "When
I attempt to talk about you, here in
Teheran, people withdraw into a fear-
ful silence. They don't even dare to
utter your name. Your Majesty, why
is that?"

Shah: "From exaggerated respect,
I should suppose." O

e

Park Intensifies Repression

After a month of making partial
concessions to the democratic oppo-
sition movement in South Korea, Pres-
ident Park Chung Hee has again
resorted to repression as a way of
stifling the growing dissent. He an-
nounced on January 8 that anyone
criticizing the constitution or calling
for its amendment would be arrested,
court martialed, and imprisoned for
up to fifteen years.

In December Park had ousted Lee
Hu Rak, the director of the Korean
Central Intelligence Agency (KCIA),
and removed KCIA agents from cam-
puses and newspaper offices as a con-
cession to student demonstrations and
increased calls by journalists, church
leaders, intellectuals, and parliamen-
tary opposition figures for an end tc
dictatorial rule in South Korea.

But these concessions did not stop
the protests. Reporting from Seoul in
the December 17 New York Times,
correspondent Fox Butterfield ob-
served: "Instead, protests against the
Government have continued. And
some critics have been emboldened
to attack the President himself —for
the first time since Mr. Park seized
virtual total power last year —and to
demand changes in the Constitution
he pushed through in October, 1972."
Butterfield quoted one opposition pol-
itician as saying: "The Government's
promise to stop C.L.A. spying is only
a temporary tactical retreat, and we
are not going to stop until we get
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some fundamental institutional change
like a new constitution.”

Although KCIA agents were re-
moved from newspaper offices, the
regime introduced a new set of re-
strictions on the press. The "reforms"
introduced by Park could not be crit-
icized, questions of "national security"
or "important diplomatic matters"
could not be discussed, and articles
"causing social unrest or undermining
economic stability" could not be pub-
lished. The regime also closed all
schools and universities early for the
three-month winter vacation.

Although the students were locked
out of their schools and could not

organize demonstrations, other sectors
continued their protests. On December
18, about 200 members of the Demo-
cratic Unification party, a small bour-
geois opposition party, held a rally
in downtown Seoul demanding that
the government resign. On December
24 a group of thirty intellectuals and
religious leaders began a campaign
to collect one million signatures on a
petition calling for a new constitution.
On January 8 the main parliamentary
opposition, the New Democratic party,
decided to join the movement for con-
stitutional reform.

In order to head off the expanding
demands for democratization, Park
announced on January 8 the new
"emergency" measures. Thesemeasures
prohibited "Denial, opposition to and
misrepresentation or defamation of the
Constitution, and any effort to revise
or repeal it; advocacy or instigation
of any action prohibited by the emer-
gency measure or communication
about such actions by any means; and
criticism of the emergency measure
itself." Any violator could be arrested
without warrant and tried by court
martial. The national police were put
on round-the-clock alert.

One day before the emergency dec-
laration, nine well-known writers were
arrested in Seoul for participating in
a meeting that discussed reform of
the constitution. They included thepoet
Kim Chi Ha, novelists Ahn Su Gil
and Lee Ho Chul, literary critic and
Harvard graduate Park Nak Chung,
and writers Park Yun Hee and Ahn
Nam Chul. 0

Kremlin Attacks 'The Gulag Archipelago’

Soviet Dissidents Defend Solzhenitsyn

As the Stalinists in the Soviet Union,
Europe, and the United States began
their slander campaign against Alek-
sandr Solzhenitsyn for the publication
in Paris of his latest book, The Gulag
Archipelago, 1918-1956, a group of
Soviet dissidents released a statement
in the author's defense.

The physicist Andrei Sakharov,
mathematician Igor Shafarevich, and
writers Vladimir Maksimov, Alek-
sandr Galich, and Vladimir Voinovich
said in a statement on January 6:

"We are sure that there are no bases
in law for the prosecution of Solzhe-
nitsyn for the publication abroad of
his new book, 'The Gulag Archipe-
lago,' just as there are no bases for
prosecution of anyone for similar ac-
tions."

The oppositionists' defense of Solzhe-
nitsyn came after attacks calling his
book an "anti-Soviet slander " and say-
ing it contained "dirty things." While
the Stalinist press cranked out its class-
ical vituperations, most of the attacks
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steered away from mentioning what
Solzhenitsyn's book dealt with: the po-
litical terror of the Stalin years. Those
attacks that took up the question of
Stalin's crimes treated it as if it were
simply a matter of historical interest.

Shortly before the publication of The
Gulag Archipelago, Boris Pankin, the
head of the new All-Union Copywright
Agency, told reporters that the Krem-
lin would sue foreign publishers if
they continued to publish the works
of Soviet dissidents without the
approval of Moscow. The statement in
defense of Solzhenitsyn's right to pub-
lish his works called the agency "a
weapon of our censorship in all the
outside world, directed at the suppres-
sion of freedom of exchange of infor-
mation and spiritual values between

peoples.”
The statement by Sakharov and the
other dissidents made the same

charges that Solzhenitsyn raised in
his book: "It is surely impossible to
deny that there actually were mass ar-
rests, tortures, executions, forced la-
bor, inhuman conditions, conscious
extermination of millions of people in
the camps."

Although much of the Western press
—for its own sensationalistic reasons
—has come out in defense of Solzheni-
tsyn's right to publish his book
abroad, the statement by the five So-
viet dissidents will be much more im-
portant in helping to defend him. Sa-
kharov and the others realize that the
attacks directed against Solzhenitsyn
are also directed against the entire
movement for proletarian democracy
in the Soviet Union. The solidarity
among the dissidents — although they
have different views on socialism and
the way to struggle against the Stalin-
ist deformation—has been a strong
factor in helping it resist the repeated
attacks against it.

Another instance of this solidarity
followed the January 9 expulsion of
Lydia Chukovskaya, a well-known
Soviet author and a friend of Sol-
zhenitsyn's, from the Soviet Writers'
Union. Both Andrei Sakharov and
Vladimir Maksimov issued statements
in her defense. Chukovskaya was ex-
pelled for having come to Sakharov's
support when he was being publicly
attacked in the Soviet press last fall
She had also previously come to the
defense of Solzhenitsyn and other So-
viet dissidents. A writer of children's
stories, Chukovskaya is best known
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outside of the Soviet Union for The
Deserted House, a semiautobiographi-

cal account of her experiences during
Stalin's purges. O

Moscow Seeks to'Stabilize’ Indian Subcontinent
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More Soviet Arms to Gandhi Regime

When Leonid Brezhnev, the general
secretary of the Soviet Communist par-
ty, visited New Delhi for a series of
talks with Prime Minister Indira Gan-
dhi in late November, he made a num-
ber of references to a projected "Asian
collective security plan." While no for-
mal military agreements were made
public —indeed, representatives of the
New Delhi regime played down the
concept in their public declarations
— indications are that plans for closer
military cooperation between Moscow
and New Delhi were actually laid out.

The January 4 Christian Science
Monitor reported that the Kremlin had
agreed to supply the Gandhi regime
SAM-6 antiaircraft missiles. An article
in the New Delhi Hindustan Times
declared: "The Soviet deal should
bring India's air defense system on
par with the most sophisticated exist-
ing in Asia."

The talks in New Delhi were a di-
rect consequence of the détente between
Moscow, Washington, and Peking.
The Kremlin's prime interest in
propping up the Gandhi regime is to
secure a stable Indian subcontinent
by sending military aid to enable New
Delhi to intervene against revolution-
ary developments, both in India and
in neighboring countries, and by pro-
viding economic aid to ease India's
growing domestic crisis. As the Decem-
ber 3 Far Eastern Economic Review
noted: "Regardless of the response to
[his] requests, the economic stability
of India is highly relevant to Brezh-
nev's grand strategy of a stable sub-
continent."

The fifteen-year development agree-
ments announced after the Brezhnev-
Gandhi talks are designed to help
such a stabilization. The economic
pacts include stepped-up trade between
the Soviet Union and India, the con-
struction of joint iron and steel proj-
ects, and the production and refining
of oil, natural gas, and coal. Soviet
oil and fuel aid is particularly im-
portant for India, since it has already
begun to feel the pinch of the Arab
oil cutbacks. A general strike in No-

vember in New Delhi was directly
sparked by a shortage of kerosene
and other goods.

Besides talking to Gandhi, Brezhnev
apparently offered some advice to his
a'"es in the Indian Communist party.
The December 23 issue of Holiday,
an independent leftist weekly published

GANDHI: Gets military, economic, and
political aid from Kremlin.

in Dacca, touched on Brezhnev's
discussions with the CPI: "It is said
that the comrade from the Kremlin
urged upon his Indian fraternal par-
ty members that they snould in no
case disturb Mrs. Gandhi's govern-
ment and should do all they could to
raise production "

That this tightening of economic and
military relationships between Moscow
and New Delhi is also in the interests
of Washington, which is willing to
let the Stalinists partially take over
the role of policing the subcontinent,
was expressed in an editorial in the
December 17 Washington Post. "No
American friend of India will be
alarmed if India gets real help from
somewhere else." But, of course, this
does not mean that Washington is
withdrawing its "aid." Just two weeks
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after Brezhnev's visit, Washington
wrote off India's rupee debt to Wash-
ington, equal to $2.2 thousand
million.

The SAM-6 missile deal appears to
be only the first part of Moscow's
increased military aid to New Delhi.
According to the November 28 Le
Monde, Moscow had already been the
principal supplier of planes, armored
vehicles, and bombs to the Gandhi
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regime. The report also noted that
Moscow had promised to help develop
India's arms industry so that it could
produce its own ammunition, rifles,
artillery, tanks, and even Mig-21s. In
addition, New Delhi has requested
help in producing Mig-23s. The fif-
teen-year agreement to bolster India's
industrial capacity undoubtedly was
concluded at least partly with the view
of developing India's arms industry.O]

=

Indonesian Students Stage Protests

Following the example of their Thai
and South Korean counterparts, stu-
dents in Indonesia have begun to take
to the streets. Demonstrations, though
small, have increased since Novem-
ber, worrying the government of Pres-
ident Suharto enough to impel it to
hold a series of meetings with the stu-
dents in an attempt to head off further
protests,

In the January 2 New York Times
Sydney Schanberg reported from Ja-
karta: "Over the past few months,
demonstrations have proliferated —
with the students protesting against
excessive foreign investment in and
influence over the economy, corrup-
tion and 'obscene consumption' at top
levels of Government, official favor-
itism to Chinese businessmen at the
expense of Indonesians, and, in sum,
the widening gap between the very few
rich and the very many poor in this
Asian country of over 120 million
pecple.”

A slogan at one of the demonstra-
tions read: "Foreign investment ben-
efits only a small group of people."
Jakarta itself is a graphic example
of the resented economic inequality.
While the downtown section of the
capital boasts new luxury hotels, sky-
scrapers, and apartment buildings,
the vast majority of Jakarta's inhab-
itants live in slums. A full 85 per-
cent of the city's 5 million people lack
electricity, clean water, and sewers.
Two thirds of the population make
less than $75 a year. In such a con-
text, the demands raised by the stu-
dents could very quickly gain wide
support.

An oil-rich country, Indonesia has
in the past few years become a prime
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target of imperialist penetration, prin-
cipally by American and Japanese in-
terests. In addition, Japan, which still
uses more wood than any other ad-
vanced capitalist country, views Indo-
nesia's vast forests as a rich source
of timber. According to the December
11 Tokyo English-language Daily
Yomiuri, some of the student demon-
strations have been specifically direct-
ed against Japanese investments.

An example of the uneven growth
of the student movement is the Decem-

ber 15 protest in Jogjakarta, 350 miles
from the capital. The Sinar Harapan,
a Jakarta newspaper, reported that
3,000 students demonstrated for four
hours against high prices, gambling,
and the domination of Chinese busi-
nessmen. The students also tried to
hijack a train to take the demonstra-
tors to the capital.

Though the student actions in Ja-
karta itself have not yet reached signif-
icant proportions, and no well-orga-
nized student groups have emerged
thus far, the regime's sensitivity to
their potential is quite evident. As the
December 10 Far Eastern Economic
Review noted: "The main question. . .
under consideration here is: Will the
unrest among the students explode as
in Thailand?"

One response of the regime to the
students was to make an appearance
of listening to their demands. General
Sumitro, deputy commander of the
armed forces and commander of
KOPKAMTIB (Command for the Res-
toration of Security and Order), was
sent to "talk" with them. In an inter-
view concerning the meeting, he said:
"I got the feeling that we can solve
our problems not by fighting, but by
frank exchange of views. They want
to know — we can provide the answers.
I say 'thank you' when you are going
to criticise me. But 'come down to
earth, my friend, integrate with the
people, don't ape foreign models.'"

The Suharto regime is not known
for its aversion to physical repression
when verbal persuasion doesn't work.
The 1965 massacre of more than
500,000 members and sympathizers
of the Indonesian Communist party
is sufficient proof of that.

Although no widespread crackdown
has yet been unleashed against the
students, a few have been arrested
and questioned. The military com-
mand also charged that "a group of
nonstudents and irresponsible persons”
had infiltrated the student movement
"with intent to seek popularity and
publicity, which can lead to anarchy."

At the Asiawide student conference
held in Bangkok, Thailand, in late
November, plans were mapped out
to hold protests in several Asian
countries to greet Japanese Premier
Kakuei Tanaka when he visits those
countries in January. Jakarta is sched-
uled as one of the stops on his itin-
erary and plans for protests have
already been discussed among the
Indonesian students. O
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‘Darkest Recess of Political Power’

"Though a state may admit that it
holds political prisoners," write the au-
thors of the Amnesty International re-
port on torture, "it will never admit
that it uses torture. The confronta-
tion between the individual and the
limitless power of the state, between
the torturer and his victim, takes place
in the darkest recess of political pow-
er."

In this comprehensive report, Am-
nesty International undertakes to di-
rect some light into the "darkest re-
cess." The report has the aim of"arous-
ing public opinion to the danger which
threatens the citizens of every country,
however long its tradition of civilised
conduct. For nothing is clearer from
the record which follows than that
once one group of citizens has been
set on one side as licensed to tor-
ture, and another as a group so far
beyond consideration as human be-
ings that any brutality can be inflicted
on them, the fatal step has been taken.
The group of victims is rapidly en-
larged while, at the same time, the
apparatus of the state moves in to
protect the torturers from punishment
or, even, from enquiry."

More than half of the report is de-
voted to a country-by-country survey
of allegations of torture around the
world. Amnesty does not pretend that
its survey is exhaustive; on the con-
trary, the authors point out that re-
gimes that maintain their power by
the systematized use of torture may
be more capable than a democracy
of concealing their crimes:

" . . . in the countries where torture
is used the collection of evidence on
the practice becomes difficult, if not
impossible. The atmosphere of terror
and intimidation created in that way
prevents enquiry, from inside or out-
side the country concerned."

Despite such difficulties, Amnesty
has compiled a depressingly long list
of countries in which torture is prac-
tised by those in power. It would ap-
pear to be most widespread in Latin
America. Costa Rica, the report notes,
"is the only Latin American country
from which Amnesty International has
received no allegations of torture."
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This is hardly fortuitous. Not only
are most of the governments in the
region extremely unstable, but thearea
is also, perhaps more than any other,
the special preserve of U.S. imperial-
ism. While Amnesty finds no evidence
that torture is systematically used as
an administrative policy in the United
States, the report again and again
notes the most institutionalized use of
torture in countries where the regime is
a special client of Washington: Bolivia,
Brazil, Greece, Paraguay, South Viet-
nam, etc.

Report on Torture by Amnesty
International. London: Gerald
Duckworth & Co., 1973. 224 pp.
£1.50.

Torture, the authors note in their
introduction, "is not simply an indige-
nous activity, it is international; for-
eign experts are sent from one coun-
try to another, schools of torture ex-
plain and demonstrate methods, and
modern torture equipment used in tor-
ture is exported from one country to
another."

Torturers who want the "best” equip-
ment naturally tend to shop for it
where technology is highly advanced.
In July 1972, the London Times re-
vealed that the Pakistani military at-
taché in the United States waspurchas-
ing "instruments of torture." Bhutto's
government denied ordering the pur-
chase, claiming that it had beern au-
thorized by Yahya Khan. But nobody
denied that torture instruments ere
available for sale in the United Siates.

The internationalizing of torture & 1d
its increased use are not difficul. to
trace to the needs of imperialism
threatened by the revolt of its sub-
jects, whether they are rebelling direct-
ly against the imperialist oppressor
or its native puppet. If torture is more
widespread in South Vietnam than in
Northern Ireland, the reason is not
any British "tradition of civilized con-
duct'" but the greater advancement of
the Vietnamese revolution.

In the era of the death agony of
imperialism, torture takes on a new
function. Whereas historically it was

primarily a means of extracting in-
formation or confessions, it is now
chiefly a weapon of intimidation.

"The deliberate infliction of pain by
one human being on another to break
him is a special horror," the authors
write in their introduction. "It is sig-
nificant that torture is the one form
of violence today that a state will
always deny and never justify. The
state may justify mass murder and
glorify those that kill as killers, but
it never justifies torture nor glorifies
those that torture as torturers.

"And yet the use of torture has by
all indications increased over the last
few years. The continual limited wars
of our time — civil wars, colonial wars,
and territorial wars — account for part
of this, but an increasing proportion
is accounted for by states who use tor-
ture as a means of governing. Torture
in those countries plays an integral
role in the political system itself. Its
function is not only to generate con-
fessions and information from citizens
believed to oppose the government;
it is used to deter others from express-
ing opposition. For those who govern
without the consent of the governed
this has proved to be an effective meth-
od of maintaining power. To set tor-
ture as the price of dissent is to be as-
sured that only a small minority will
act. With the majority neutralised by
fear, the well-equipped forces of re-
pression can concentrate on an
isolated minority."

There is very little effective defense
of torture vietims available at present,
Amnesty concludes. The United Na-
tions and other international bodies
cannot be expected to oppose the prac-
tice seriously when their member gov-
ernments themselves make use of it.
The pressure of public opinion may
sometimes be helpful, but this is diffi-
cult to mobilize when the victims are
little known and the government in-
volved denies and conceals its use of
torture.

A potentially very powerful means
of publicizing cases of torture and
mobilizing world opinion against it
does exist. The governments of the
degenerated and deformed workers
states have the means at their disposal
for a powerful international campaign
against the brutalities of decaying
capitalism.

But such a campaign would require
clean hands on the part of the govern-
ments of the workers states and a de-
votion to the interests of the oppressed
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rather than to diplomatic deals with
their oppressors. Both these prerequi-
sites are lacking.

The use of torture, particularly psy-
chological torture, against Soviet dissi-
dents has been well documented by
such samizdat publications as the
Chronicle of Current Events and is
summarized in the Amnesty report.

It is therefore not surprising that
the Soviet bureaucrats are prepared
to overlook similar or even more bar-

DOGUMENTS
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Position of LCR-ETA(VI) on Assassination

[The following two items dealing
with the assassination of Franco's pre-
mier, Carrero Blanco, appeared in the
January 4 issue of the French Trotsky-
ist weekly, Rouge. The first consists
of extracts from a declaration released
December 21, the day after the as-
sassination, by the united Political Bu-
reau of the Liga Comunista Revolu-
cionaria-Euzkadi ta Azkatasuna (VI)
[Revolutionary Communist League-
Basque Nation and Freedom (VI)]
a sympathizing organization of the
Fourth International created by the
fusion of the LCR and ETA(VI).

[The second is an interview with
one of the members of the LCR-ETA
(VI) explaining more fully the orga-
nization's position on the assassina-
tion and appealing for international
support against Francoist repression.
The translation is by Intercontinental
Press.|

That repression was the basic policy
of the Carrero government had be-
come obvious to the workers and stu-
dents.

That the intensification of repression
has not been able to block the mass
movement, whose rise has continued
since the Burgos trial, leads us to
think that the execution of Carrero,
in its turn, far from putting a brake
on the combativity of the workers and
popular masses, will constitute an en-
couragement to extending the struggle
against the dictatorship. It has re-
vealed the vulnerability of the repres-
sive apparatus in the person of one
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baric measures on the part of poten-
tial diplomatic friends. The report de-
scribes the case of Greece:

"Relations [between Moscow and
Athens] began to improve in the 1960s
as part of the general détente, but it
was with the advent of the Colonels
that the Soviet bloc made a special
effort to improve relations with Greece.
Russian policy has shown a marked
preference for this regime and econom-
ic, political, and cultural relations

of its key men at a time when the
attack on the masses and the van-
guard was getting tougher and more
open.

Especially at first, terror and con-
sternation shook the bourgeoisie. Cer-
tainly, the dictatorship did not dis-
appear with Carrero and it is not
through a succession of executions of
individuals that it will be possible to
overthrow it. But the masses will be
able to understand that if one indi-
vidual action could have such effects,
it will not be possible to contain mas-
sive and organized revolutionary vi-
olence by any measures.

The effects that this event will have
within *the ruling class are obvious.
While it could have been imagined
with some reservation that Carrero
might have been able to fill the vac-
uum that will be left when Franco
dies, today the breadth of solutions
for the regime is quite limited.

Carrero's threefold quality as a
Franco confidant, a man perfectly at
home in the state apparatus (whose
cohesion is basic to succession), and
one who commands the prestige of
not being linked to any faction of
the bourgeoisie made him the man

have expanded.

"While the media in the Soviet bloc
have been critical of the Greek regime,
particularly at its outset, the most as-
tonishing aspect was that the line
among party members in Eastern Eu-
rope is that the Colonels "have done
many things.' Most shocking has been
the action of the Bulgarians in return-
ing escaped Greeks who asked for
political asylum."

— David Burton
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of Carrero Blanco

most able to assure the transition to
post-Francoism. None of the candi-
dates for succession can claim such
authority within the various factions
of the ruling class. The contradictions
within the ruling class will now be-
come more acute and manifest them-
selves much more openly.

Finally, both in the encouragement
to the masses that the execution of
Carrero Blanco represents and in the
objective effects his disappearance will
have within the ruling class, the con-
sequences of the attack appear positive
to us.

For this reason our support to the
action is total.

There will be those who say, and
correctly, that the execution of Carrero
will immediately involve an intensifi-
cation of Francoist repression in an
attempt by the regime to return the
blow it has suffered. Bul it would
be pure opportunism to present this
fact as an "argument" to condemn the
action, because that would amount
to hiding behind the current weakness
of the vanguard as a pretext for re-
fusing to take on the revolutionary
tasks that the crisis of the dictatorship
poses with a burning urgency. a

Interview With Member of LCR-ETA(VI)

Question. First of all, what were
the immediate reactions after the li-
quidation of Carrero Blanco? It seems
that there was a mixture of amaze-
ment and the beginnings of nanic with-

in the regime in the first few hours
after the assassination.

Answer. Yes, that's true. The initial
reactions clearly showed a paralysis
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of the regime, which was struck dumb.
And it's interesting to analyze this,
because it's a foretaste of what will
happen when Franco dies, which ev-
erything indicates is not very far off.

We must say that on the technical
level the attack was of impressing per-
fection, and it is understandable that
it shocked a regime that, after more
than thirty years of rigid control, be-
lieves itself invulnerable and eternal.
In fact, the first official statement sim-
ply rejected the notion that there had
been an attack. The communiqué
claimed it was a gas explosion!

Then, several different hypotheses
about who was responsible for the at-
tack floated around, and it is inter-
esting to see how various factions with-
in the regime came to suspect each
other. Confidence reigns! The Spanish
Communist party also wanted to give
credence to the version that the hard-
line wing of the regime had done it
in order to get control of the situation.
But that doesn't make sense. Carrero
Blanco was no liberal. On the con-
trary, he appeared as the guarantor
of the continuity of Francoism after
the death of Franco.

In any case, what is clear is that
the entire apparatus of the dictatorship
was seriously shaken and that no fac-
tion of the regime could or knew how
to take the initiative in offering an
immediate response to the attack.

The army, naturally, came forward
to keep the situation under control,
but the bourgeoisie went through sev-
eral hours, and even several days,
of uneasy waiting.

Some anecdotes are interesting. In
the bourgeois neighborhoods there
were mothers who dashed to get their
children out of prvate schools; some
banks had to shut down because peo-
ple were running to get their money
out; and there was this one factory
where the managers just took off when
they heard the news.

And we must also note Franco's
silence and his absence from Carrero
Blanco's funeral.

Q. There has been talk about a
powerful Francoist demonstration at
the funeral. Was that a mass mobili-
zation? What were the reactions in
the poor neighborhoods?

A. Tt's true that the liquidation of
Carrero Blanco did not make the
workers take to the streets, but it cer-
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tainly didn't cast any pall over their
New Year holidays. The attack was
very popular. In the workers neigh-
borhoods everyone saw it as a violent
and spectacular blow against the dic-
tatorship.

As for the character of the funeral
demonstration, there's nothing sur-
prising in the fact that the regime
is able to bring 20,000 or 30,000
people out on the street. All the ad-
ministration personnel, among others,
were mobilized officially. The fact that
it was limited to Madrid and that
even there it was not larger shows
the narrow social base of the regime.
The Francoist demonstrations just
after the Burgos trials were bigger.

But there was another difference be-
tween this demonstration and the one
around Burgos. At the funeral the
far right couldn't do anything but
blow off steam by booing Tarancon,
the archbishop of Madrid, who is re-
garded as a representative of the lib-
eral wing of the church hierarchy.
But it did not take the initiative the
way it did when a policeman was
killed during this year's May Day
demonstration in Madrid.

To return to the reaction of the
workers and the popular masses, the
liquidation of Carrero Blanco did not
trigger street demonstrations against
the dictatorship. If it had taken place
within the framework of a mass mo-
bilization like the one during the Bur-
gos ftrials, it could have powerfully
stimulated them. But today, because
of the role of the CP, the mobilization
against the trials of the leaders of the
workers commissions has remained on
a very insufficient level, except in Bar-
celona. On December 20, the very day
the trial opened, the attack precipitated
such a heavy police concentration in
downtown Madrid thatdemonstrations
could have easily taken place in the
poor neighborhoods. But nothing had
been seriously prepared. The CP has
sabotaged any real mobilization and
the revolutionary organizations have
been pretty severely hit by the repres-
sion in the recent period.

But it would be false to claim that
the attack that liquidated Carrero
Blanco prevented the development of
a mobilization against the workers
commissions trials or that it got no
response among the workers,

Q. On December 21 you took a
position in a public declaration that
said this: "Both in the encouragement

to the masses that the execution of
Carrero Blanco represents and in the
objective effects his disappearance will
have within the ruling class, the con-
sequences of the attack appear positive
to us. For this reason, our support
to the action is total.”

A. Yes. It is important to fully ex-
plain our position. In this case our
support goes beyond simply recogniz-
ing the unconditional right to use vi-
olence, terrorism included, in thestrug-
gle against the Francoist dictatorship,
one of the bloodiest ever known, and
in defense of militants against repres-
sion. That is only the absolutely ne-
cessary starting point, but it is in-
dependent of our evaluation of the
well-foundedness of the action, of its
consequences, and of the differences
we can have with the organization
that carried it out.

Given the attack on Carrero Blanco,
we take a position of positive, active
support by affirming that the effects
of this action are positive and favor
the development of mass struggles,
which alone will bring down the dic-
tatorship by culminating in a revolu-
tionary general strike.

More than anyone else Carrero
Blanco was the incarnation of Franco-
ist terror. His execution was greeted
very favorably, all the more so in
that it occurred in the context of the
struggle against intensified repression.
In the six months since it was formed
last June, the Carrero Blanco gov-
ernment had built up an imposing roll
of repression: heavy prison sentences
against the leaders of the workers com-
missions, the death penalty demanded
against the anarchist militants in Bar-
celona, the assassination ofrevolution-
ary nationalist militants in the Basque
country.

Nobody thinks that by liquidating
Franco's ministers one by one you
can bring down the dictatorship, not
even the comrades of the ETA(V) who
do have a militarist conception of the
confrontation with the state apparatus.
But the workers saw an incitement
to struggle in this blow against the
very heart of the regime, a blow that
showed the regime's vulnerability and
deprived it of the key element in the
succession operation.

The disappearance of Carrero Blan-
co weakens the regime and exacerbates
the clashes among the various factions
of the bourgeoisie, which, faced with
the rise of mass struggle, is incapable
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of assuring a painless transition to
post-Francoism, to Francoism with-
out Franco.

That the repression is going to be
intensified is obvious. That is only
a reflection of the deepening crisis of
the dictatorship.

In this sense, the mass response to
the intensification of Francoist terror
must take on an offensive character
and prepare to overthrow the dictator-
ship.

Q. In supporting the execution of
Carrero Blanco, you are supporting
an action carried out by the ETA(V).
Nevertheless, not only do you have
deep programmatic differences with
these comrades, you also reect their
conception of armed struggle against
the dictatorship.

A. Certainly. Our break with the
militant nationalists of the ETA in
August 1970, which was when we set
up the ETA(VI), was based on a
deep programmatic difference and on
an understanding of the impasse the
militarist activism of our organization
had led to. The ETA(V) conceives
of the struggle against national op-
pression as a national liberation strug-
gle and not as a basic element of,
and tightly overlapping with, the gen-
eral class struggle throughout the ter-
ritory of the Spanish state for the
overthrow of the Francoist dictator-
ship and the establishment of a fed-
erated socialist republic.

Its petty-bourgeois nationalist ideol-
ogy has sometimes led it to take
reactionary positions and to deny the
class oppositions that exist in Euz-
kadi [Basque country] itself. But the
precipitous development of workers
struggles has revealed the flagrant
contradictions of its conceptions.
Today the ETA(V) is trying to link
its armed actions to mass struggles.
But in reality its activity remains al-
most purely military. There is no se-
rious work of propaganda, agitation,
and organization in the factories, uni-
versities, and poor neighborhoods.

ETA(V) conceives of the overthrow
of the dictatorship as a process of
direct confrontation between the state
apparatus and the revolutionary or-
ganization, whose courageous actions
evoke the sympathy of the masses and
trigger their mobilization. At bottom,
this is a putschist conception that
propagates the illusion that the au-
dacious action of a small group of
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revolutionists can overthrow the dic-
tatorship without basing itself on the
organized violence of the working
class and the popular masses.

We think that the minority armed
initiatives of the vanguard must serve
the objective of contributing to the
organization of the self-defense and
violence of the masses by being con-
joined to current mass struggles.

Q. It has just been announced that
Arias Navarro will very probably be
nominated as head of the government.
So it won't be the military, but the
minister of the interior who will suc-
ceed Carrero Blanco. That's a whole
program for . .

A. Yes, but it's not exactly the same
as if Marcellin were named prime
minister of France! It confirms the
hardening of the regime, confirms that
the only program it has is to inten-
sify the repression in an effort to block
the rise of mass struggles that directly
endanger the dictatorship in the com-
ing days: during the succession opera-
tion, when the international recession
comes, etc.

To understand that the regime has
been brought up short and for the mo-
ment deprived of any alternative, you
have to keep in mind the difficulties
with which the succession operation
had been prepared and the role Ca-
rrero Blanco was to play in it.

For thirty-three years Carrero Blan-
co had held high posts, as a real con-
fidant of Franco. In fact, he was con-
sidered more of a Francoist than
Franco. Since he was not directly
linked to any’faction, he seemed capa-
ble of more or less playing the Bona-
partist role that will be left vacant
by Franco's death and of maintain-
ing a certain balance between the
various factions of the bourgeoisie.

Arias Navarro is not capable of
playing such a role. He has no polit-
ical ability, no authority. All he is,
is chief cop.

Now we have to see what govern-
ment is going to be set up. Thebalance
among the various factions (Falang-
ist, Opus Dei, . . .) will no doubt be
the same as it was in the government
formed last June. And the policy of
repression will be strengthened.

What the selection of Arias Navarro
clearly shows is that the regime is
falling back on its past, on its "known
quantities," the police and the army.
It's trying to brush aside temporarily

all the problems that it has been facing
for the past ten years and that will
burst forth brutally when Franco dies,
or even before. So this government
has no future. It's only a short-term,
stop-gap solution.

Q. As far as repression goes, we
didn't have to wait long to find out
what the government's policy is. The
verdicts in the workers commissions
trials have just come down. The lead-
ers of the workers commissions were
sentenced to huge prison terms, twelve
to twenty years. And the trial of the
anarchist militants of the MIL [Iberian
Movement for Liberation]is supposed
to open very soon.

A. These militants face the death
penalty. When they were arrested, one
of them defended himself and killed
a cop. Their trial was to have been
held in December, but was postponed.
The prosecutor has asked for two
death sentences and the present gov-
ernment is not inclined to be lenient.
More than ever, only mass mobiliza-
tions can save them.

This is also the case with the
ETA(V) comrades who are exiled in
France and have been accused of re-
sponsibility for the attack. You've seen
the hysterical press campaign demand-
ing their extradition.

It is very important for you to de-
velop a powerful mobilization in
France, as you did during the Bur-
gos ftrials, in order to prevent the
French government from delivering
the ETA(V) comrades to the execu-
tioner and to oppose any measure of
extradition, expulsion, or house ar-
rest of Basque revolutionary militants
in France.

We want to take advantage of this
opportunity to issue a solemn appeal
to all revolutionary, workers, and anti-
fascist organizations to mobilize to
prevent a new fascist crime. The an-
archist militants of Barcelona must
be saved! The Basque revolutionary
militants must be saved!

We know that the traditions of anti-
fascist struggle are solidly rooted in
the French working class and that
it has already been known to line up
with the Spanish proletariat at deci-
sive moments. We are confident that
it will again rise up against all the
crimes of the Francoist dictatorship
and will thus become a decisive force
contributing to its revolutionary over-
throw. a
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