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Tied In With Politics?

On Streaking
Tentative explanations of the rise

of streaking in the United States have
been offered by two contributors to the
Paris daily Le Monde.
Henri Pierre believes that it repre

sents "group exhibitionism." He points
out that while streaking began as a
dash in public by a single individual,
male or female, with nothing on but
shoes, the exercise soon included

groups of up to a thousand persons
or more, who now no longer run hut
"parade ceremoniously, blocking traf
fic."

In the United States today, few sights
are more picturesque, he claims. Some
wear a hat, a necktie, or just beads.

Others pull a nylon stocking over their
heads. Many use lipstick to paint
bright tribal insignia on their rear
ends.

Streaking, in Pierre's opinion, has
political connotations. It marks the
end of violent campus confrontations.
Dr. L. Chertok sees something deep

er in streaking. He is reminded of the

case of group hysteria in ancient Mi
letus reported by Plutarch. The young
women in the town fell victim to an

epidemic of suicides, hanging them
selves one after the other. A sage in
the Senate found the antidote—the

body of any young woman found
hanged was ordered to be put on
public display completely naked. The
epidemic stopped at once.

The dilemma faced by the young
women of Miletus after death invites
reflection or "at least perplexity," Dr.
Chertok thinks, if you recall the atti
tude of Virginia, the heroine of a book
by Bernardin de Sainte-Pierre, who

preferred to drown rather than take
her clothes off alive.

At the bottom of it all, according
to Dr. Chertok, is the body. The body

has its own language. The classic def
inition of hysteria, for instance, is that

it's a body language. So, has the

wheel come full turn? Has nudity, a
cure for a collective suicidal impulse
twenty centuries ago, now become its

opposite, an expression itself of collec
tive hysteria?

Americans will say. Nuts. Streaking
is only a part of Watergate. The kind
of clothes worn by King Richard have
set the fashion for the whole coun

try. □

In This Issue

U.S.A.

ISRAEL

FRANCE

ENERGY CRISIS

NEW ZEALAND

LAOS
WEST GERMANY

CHILE

URUGUAY

ARGENTINA

SOVIET UNION

INDIA

ZAMBIA

ETHIOPIA
DOCUMENTS

DRAWINGS

On Streaking
Impeachment Bill May Include Tax Fraud,

Contempt—by Allen Myers
Melr's Cabinet Becomes a Casualty of October

War —by Michael Baumann
The October War and the Economic Crisis

— by Arie Bober
Gaullists Seek Heir to Pompidou

— by Dick Fidler
"Rouge" Urges United Far-Left Candidacy
"Rouge" Supporters Organize
U.S. Senate Hearings: Oil Companies Created

Shortage —by Ernest Harsch
Government Shaken by Workers Upsurge

(Interview With a Fiat Militant)
Labour Regime Helps Nixon Prop Up Thieu
Coalition Regime Set Up in Vientiane
Police Raid "Was Tun" Office
Thousands in U.S., Canada Hear Edelstam
Trotskyists Active in Underground

— by Gerry Foley
Economic, Political Crisis Deepens
Peronists Jail Prominent Trotskyist
Dissidents Defend Grigorenko
Set Up Antigovernment Front in Bombay

— by Kailas Chandra
Kaunda's Regime and Colonized Southern Africa

(Interview With a Trotskyist)
Protests Spread Throughout Country
On the Workers Offensive in Martinique
Call for Day of Actions in Defense of

Grigorenko
Golda Meir—by David
Moshe Dayan; 472, Gerald Ford; 473, Edmund
Muskie; 480, Juan Carlos Coral; 486, S. A.
Dange; 491, Kenneth Kaunda —by Copain

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

EDITOR: Joseph Honsen,
CONTRIBUTING EDITORS: Pierre Frank, livio Mai-

tan, Ernest Mandel, George Novack.
COPY EDITOR: Lawrence Rand.
EDITORIAL STAFF: Candida Barberena, Gerry Fo

ley, Ernest Harsch, Allen Myers, Jon Rothschild,
George Sounders.

BUSINESS MANAGER: Reba Hansen.
ASSISTANT BUSINESS MANAGER: Steven Warshell.

TECHNICAL STAFF: H. Massey, James M. Morgan,
Ruth Schein.

Published in New York each Monday except last
in December and first in January; not published in
August.

Intercontinental Press specializes in political analy
sis and interpretation of events of particular interest
to the labor, socialist, colonial independence. Black,
and women's liberation movements.

Signed articles represent the views of the authors
which may not necessarily coincide with those of
Intercontinental Press. Insofar as it reflects editorial
opinion, unsigned material expresses the standpoint
of revolutionary Marxism.

PARIS OFFICE: Pierre Frank, 10 Impasse Gueme-
nee, 75004, Paris, France.

TO SUBSCRIBE: For one year send il5 to Intercon
tinental Press, P.O. Box 116, Village Station, New
York, N.Y. 10014, Write for rates on first class and
airmail. Special rates available for subscriptions tc
colonial and semicolonial countries.

Subscription correspondence should be addressed
to Intercontinental Press, P.O. Box 116, Villoye Sta
tion, New York, N.Y. 10014. Because of the con
tinuing deterioration of the U. S. postal system, please
allow five weeks for change of address. Include your
old address as well as your new address, and, if
possible, on address lobel from a recent issue.

Copyright© 1974 by Intercontinental Press.

Intercontinental Press



Zionists in Search of o Scapegoat

Meir's Cabinet Becomes a Casualty of October War
By Michael Boumonn

"The 'irrevocable' resignation of Pre
mier Golda Meir is the direct result,

somewhat delayed, of Israel's setbacks
in last October's war," commented the

editors of the New York Times April
12.

.  . The losses [of Meir's Labor
party] to the right-wing opposition in
December's election reflected the na

tional ferment set off by the October
war and the weakened parliamentary
posture of Mrs. Meir's followers, who

struggled for three months to put to
gether the Government that now has

collapsed after only a month in office."
The immediate reason for Meir's

April 10 resignation was the inability
of her faction-ridden party to settle
on a satisfactory scapegoat for the
Egyptian and Syrian military suc
cesses that buried once and for all the

myth of Israeli "invincibOity."
A majority of the Labor party ap

peared to favor nominating Defense
Minister Moshe Dayan, the target of
frequent demonstrations by returning
soldiers, for the role. He declined to

accept, however, and no grouping in
the party had sufficient strength to
force his resignation.

When the December 31 election re

duced the Labor party's representa
tion in the 120-member parliament
from fifty-six to fifty-one, Meir patched
together a shaky coalition with a num
ber of smaller parties to establish a
majority of sixty-eight votes. The pro-
Dayan faction inside the Labor party
controlled enough of these votes, how
ever, to rule out any attempt to dis
miss him.

Publication on April 2 of the Agra-
nat report only made matters worse.

Prepared by Israeli Chief Justice Shi
mon Agranat, the report set forth the
preliminary findings of an investigat
ing body charged with determining
who was responsible for the "lack of

preparation" for the war. A remark

ably racist document even by Zionist
standards, the report attributed the
early Arab success in the war to faulty
decisions by the Israeli top military
command.

The Agranat committee's findings
succeeded in forcing at least one im
portant resignation, that of Lieutenant

General David Elazar. But it failed

to restore confidence in Israel's po

litical leadership. Widely regarded as
a whitewash of Dayan and Meir, it

DAYAN: Target of demonstrations by re
turning soldiers.

did little to satisfy Israelis who felt

they had been lulled into a false sense
of security in the years following the
1967 war.

As one disillusioned Zionist told

Wall Street Journal correspondent
Felix Kessler a few days before the
report was released: "Before the [Oc
tober] war . . . we thought Israel was
strong, that nothing could ever happen
to us, the economy was booming. The
war took ug by surprise; it was a
shock. Not that we lost — but a lot

of our self-confidence is gone."
Unable to force Dayan to resign,

and convinced, as one government
official put it, that another cabinet
reshuffle would mean no more than

"a shot of morphine to a dying pa
tient," Meir chose to resign. She will
remain as "caretaker" premier until

another coalition is patched together
or new elections are held.

It is clear, however, that none of the

Zionist parties jockeying for office
have much hope of reversing themood
of dissatisfaction evident in the search

for a scapegoat.
The very existence of the Israeli state

is based on its ability to withstand
the Arab masses' aspirations to end
imperialist and Zionist exploitation in
the Arab East. The well-grounded
fear, based on the experience of the
October War, that this will become

increasingly difficult to do is at bot
tom the source of the apprehension
and frustration that is so apparent
in Israeli society today.

It is clear, for example, that main
taining the huge Israeli military ma
chine is going to become an even
more expensive operation. And at a
time when Washington's strategy calls
for shifting an increasing part of the
financial burden of playing world po
liceman onto the shoulders of its ju
nior partners, it is the Israeli working
class that will have to pay the added
burden. The process, in fact, is well
under way.

"Aside from the heavy toll in blood
— and the obvious traumatic effects —

the war also halted Israel's economic

boom," reported the April 1 Wall Street
Journal. "With military needs amount
ing to billions [milliards] of dollars —
plus billions more in lost production —
the country's new budget allots about
$3.5 bniion, or 42%, for defense pur
poses. This means 'we'll have to tight
en our belts, increase taxes and work

harder,' says Shimon Peres, Israel's
minister of information."

But since Israeli workers are al

ready the most highly taxed people in

the world — the current tax rate is

equivalent to more than 60 percent of

the gross national product — part of

the increased arms budget is going to

be financed by ending government
subsidies on food, fuel, and other

basic commodities.

The result, according to the Wall
Street Journal, is that "in the first half
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of this year alone, a 25% price rise
is expected, mainly because of higher
food and transportation costs. This
would follow a 25% increase in the

cost of living last year."
Other figures make even this assess

ment look optimistic. According to a
report in the March 17 issue of the
Israeli daUy Yediot Aharanot, the rate
of inflation in February hit 8.1 per
cent, the largest jump for a single
month in twenty years. Israeli leaders
no longer talk of improving the stan
dard of living but merely of prevent
ing the gap between the rich and the
poor from growing larger. "If in the

next five years it doesn't get bigger,
that will be a success," Aharon Yadlin,

secretary general of the Labor party,
told New York Times correspondent
Henry Kamm AprU 4.

Meir's resignation, long debated in
the Israeli press, solves none of these

problems, and many Israelis know
it. An opinion poll published in the

daUy Ha'aretz in March showed that

one out of every ten adults is con
sidering emigrating from Israel. The

disenchantment is greater among
young people — one out of five Israeii

youths is considering leaving the
country. □

Nixon Enjoys Politicking at Funeral

Gaullists Seek Heir to Pompidou
By Dick Fidler

It was an unsettling week for the
French ruling class. Within hours of
the death of President Georges Pom
pidou on April 2, the leaders of the
Gaullist "majority" were combining
against Jacques Chaban-Delmas's bid
for the presidency.

For several days, the majority of
Premier Pierre Messmer's cabinet

maneuvered frantically. On April 4,
just as Messmer was about to declare
his own candidacy as a representative
of the Gaullist Union for the Defense
of the Republic (UDR), Chaban-Del-
mas, also a UDR member and far
more popular with the party's mem
bership, announced he was running.
A convention of the UDR on April 7
then "unanimously" declared its sup
port for Chaban-Delmas.

Yet only two days later Messmer
declared that he would run if the other
leading candidates of the government
majority, including Chaban-Delmas,
Finance Minister Val^ry Giscard
d'Estaing, and National Assembly
President Edgar Faure, would step
down. Chaban-Delmas rejected this
"offer," insisting that he was "the one
best able to block the way to the single
candidate of the left" (Frangois Mit
terrand of the Socialist party).

Messmer then dropped his attempt-
while yet another minister, Jean
Royer, threw his hat into the ring.

The point was painfully clear: The
Gaullist "majority" was showing all
the symptoms of a Bonapartist move
ment that badly lacked a Bonaparte.

Meanwhile Nixon took advantage of
his attendance at Pompidou's funeral
to score a few points on his French
hosts. He engaged in a conspicuous
round of diplomacy with Soviet and

West European statesmen; and, for
the sake of television at home, he even
plunged through police lines to shake
hands in the crowds gathered to watch
the funeral.

Nixon's antics galled the French
bourgeoisie. 'Why are we still debating
the 'American presence' in Europe,"
the editors of Le Monde complained,
"when the leader of the White House-
under as heavy fire as he is at home—
need only show his face here for the
truth about the relationship of forces,
the true relations of superiority and
inferiority, to be plain for everyone
to see?"

The French government indicated
its displeasure by circulating a note
through an unnamed "high official"
charging that Nixon had "shamelessly
substituted a publicity campaign for
the mourning of an entire nation,
introducing an atmosphere of loud
feverishness, the discourtesy of which
is equaled only by its clumsiness."

Taken together, Nixon's barnstorm
ing and the disarray in Gaullist ranks
served to underscore two key prob
lems facing the French bourgeoisie:
the increasing challenge on the eco
nomic front in a period of ihtensifying
interimperialist rivalry; and their fail
ure to come up with a demagogue able
to rally the right wing against the
left.

This last consideration was clearly

'Le Figaro' cartoonist portrayed Nixon
his feet on Pompidou's death notice.

receiving homage of Europe while wiping
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uppermost in the minds of the

Gaullists as they debated who should

represent them in the presidential elec

tion campaign. Interior Minister Jac

ques Chirac, one of the leaders of the

attempt to block the Chahan candi

dacy, said: "1 am very worried.

Jacques Chaban-Delmas is the best

man, but we must think beyond today.

.  . . Fifteen years after we held all the

power we are nothing more than the

challengers of Frangois Mitterrand. 1

am very worried about the future of

this election."

Mitterand, leader of the Socialist

party, is currently riding the crest of
the growing opposition to the regime.
Backing him is the coalition that made
its electoral strength felt in the 1973
legislative elections: the Union of the

Left, composed of the Communist
party, the SP and the Left Radicals,

a small bourgeois party.

Mitterrand's candidacy has been

bolstered by support from the left So
cial Democratic Parti Socialiste Unifie,

which had previously refused to sup

port the Union of the Left, and from
France's second-biggest labor federa
tion, the French Democratic Con

federation of Labor (CFDT).

The Communist party is doing all

it can to keep a "low profile" in the

elections. No sooner had Pompidou

dropped dead, than the CP leaders

were pressing Mitterrand to declare

himself the "common candidate" of the

whole left CP General Secretary

Georges Marchais had already made

clear months earlier that the party

had no intention of fielding its own

candidate for president.

The Stalinist leaders see the Mitter

rand candidacy as a means of making

further inroads into traditional sup

port of the bourgeois parties,
specificaily the "center" parties, the

parties between the Gaullists and the

left For this, they are quite pre

pared to grant Mitterrand a free hand,
asking only that the SP leader's elec

toral platform not renounce the "Com

mon Program" of the Union of

the Left, and that the CP be permitted

to participate in his campaign.

Mitterrand has of course readily

agreed to this, while insisting that he

is not the "common candidate" of the

left, but the "unitary candidate"
nominated by the SP and supported

by the other major left organizations
and unions.
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The bourgeoisie is obviously not

prepared, however, to accept Mitter

rand's contention that he is the most

appropriate man to direct the destinies

of French capitalism in the next

period. They have no assurances that

Mitterrand will not be outflanked on

French Elections

his left— not by the CP but by others
further to the left

In the context of the increasing dis

array among the bourgeois parties,
the election campaign, whatever its
outcome, may usher in a period of
greater politicai instabilify in France.

'Rouge' Urges United Far-Left Candidacy

"In the midst of an important new
rise of struggles by workers and
youth, all the political formations and

a section of the press are presenting

the presidential race as a period of

truce and national union. For the edi

tors of the newspaper Rouge, on the
contrary, this electoral period must be

seen as an opportunity to develop the

dynamic of these struggles, which are

preparing the way for socialism. With
in this perspective. Rouge favors a
united campaign by the revolutionary

forces, around a single candidate who

will fight the bourgeoisie and defy the

compromises that the various com
ponents of the Union of the Left are
prepared to make with the ruling
class."

So stated a communique published
in the April 5 issue of Rouge, the

French Trotskyist weekly. The state

ment continued:

"This united revolutionary candidate
should be a worker militant, who rep
resents an exemplary struggle illustrat

ing the workers' desires to gain con

trol over their own affairs. Rouge has
already contacted the PSU [Parti So
cialiste Unifie—Unified Socialist Par

ty], Lutte Guvriere [Workers Struggle],
Revolution!, the AMR [Alliance Marx-

iste Revolutionnaire—Revoiutionary
Marxist Alliance], the PLC [Pour le
Communisme—For Communism],
and Cause du Peuple, with a view

to reaching agreement on such a can

didature. In the event that it is not

possible to agree. Rouge wUl present
Comrade Alain Krivine as its presi
dential candidate."

In response to this initiative by

Rouge, representatives of these seven
organizations met in Rouge's head
quarters in Paris on April 3, within

twenty-four hours of Pompidou's
death. The Paris daUy Le Monde gave
extensive coverage to the meeting in

its April 6 edition.
"The members of the PSU, lacking

enthusiasm for the proposal, confined
themselves to an observer role, while

the representatives of Lutte Ouvriere
were very critical and rejected the ini
tiative, having already announced that
they would run their own candidate.
But the other participants, particular
ly Rouge and Revolution!, proposed
the nomination of Mr. Charles Piaget,

the main leader of the Lip struggle.

"They described the numerous ad
vantages of such a nomination: While
not the leader of any organization,

Mr. Piaget is already known by pub
lic opinion, and he would symbolize
the new revolutionary movement and,
by his very presence, bear witness to
today's social struggles. There were
other concerns in mind, although they

were less openly stated: E Mr. Piaget,
a member of the PSU, ran, he would

force the PSU to demarcate itself from

the signatories of the Common Pro
gram [of the Union of the Left]; since
the PSU would have to put up a fight

on behalf of its candidate, his candi

dacy would strengthen the electoral
weight and political credibility of the

far left; by its united character, it

would cover over the differences with

in the far left. Moreover, it would be

likely to give rise to a debate that

could be the prelude to a regroupment

of the various 'grouplets.' It was, in

fact, understood that if Mr. Piaget

could not run for the PSU, he would

nevertheless be supported by a com

bination of groups and action com

mittees, and his candidacy would be



accompanied by a platform reflecting
the common thinking and proposals."

Le Monde's cynicism aside, there
were some very good reasons for pro

posing the Piaget candidacy. The Lip

workers' struggle against layoffs and

'Rouge' Supporters

Organize

APRIL 15 — Supporters of Rouge,
the French Trotskyist weekly, have
formed a new organization, the
Front Communiste Revolutionnaire

(FCR—Revolutionary Communist
Front).
The formation of the FCR was

announced at the conclusion of a

public meeting in Paris on April
10, called by Rouge in support of
a revolutionary alternative in the

current presidential election cam

paign. A keynote speaker was Alain
Krivine, who reaffirmed that in the

event that the far-left organizations

could not agree on a common

candidate, the new organization

would present its own candidate.

The mass meeting issued a call

for the organization "of federations

and sections everywhere with the

perspective of holding a first con

gress very soon."

Among the members of the "pro
visional leadership," according to

the April 12 issue of Le Monde,

are Alain Krivine, Pierre Frank,

Pierre Rousset, Jean-Marie Vin

cent, Michel Field, and Michel Reca-

nati.

the dismantling of the watch factory,

characterized by advanced forms of

struggle and concepts of workers con
trol, has inspired and encouraged

large sections of the French working

class. The role of the national leader

ships of the major trade-union federa

tions in undermining the solidarity

movement and thereby preventing a

definitive victory of the Lip struggle

has underscored the need for a new,

class-struggle leadership in the labor

movement. At the same time, the ex

emplary role of the local leadership,

including Piaget, signified the emer

gence of a new layer of advanced

worker-militants, many of them taking

their place in the secondary leader
ship levels of the unions.

As Rouge has repeatedly pointed
out, what is lacking above all in the

major class battles is a generalized
political alternative—a revolutionary
workers leadership on a national

scale. The election campaign, by fo
cusing workers' interest on the politi
cal arena, even in the distorted form

of electoral politics, provides a val
uable opening to oppose the class-
collaborationist policy of the tradition

al leadership of the workers move

ment by posing the principle of inde
pendent working-class politics in the

elections. At the same time, it is im

portant to challenge those militants

recognized by the workers as outstand

ing leaders of their struggles to take
a stand along these lines.

The tactic proposed by Rouge has
many antecedents in the history of

the revolutionary-socialist movement.

A recent example was the offer made

in 1972 by the Partido Socialista Ar-
gentino (Argentine Socialist party),
now the Partido Socialista de los Tra-

bajadores (PST—Socialist Workers

party), a sympathizing organization

of the Fourth International, to leave

open a position for Agustin Tosco,

a leader of the Cordoba uprising, at
the head of the Workers and Socialist

Pole, which they had initiated. Tosco,

who took an equivocal position to

ward the Peronist movement, declined

the offer, and the PST then proposed
its own candidate, Juan Carlos Coral,

at the head of the slate. But the pro
posal itself helped to clarify to thou
sands of workers the PST's position

of unremitting struggle for the princi

ple of independent class politics
against the Argentine "union of the

left" that supported Peron.

Immediately following the April 3

meeting, a delegation composed of

Alain Krivine of Rouge, Alain Geis-
mar of Cause du Peuple, and Isaac

Johsua of Revolution! traveled to Be-

sanQon to convince Piaget to run.

"That same day," reported the April 6

Le Monde, "the 'leftist' movements met
with the PSU federations in several

cities to convince them. At Lyor, for

example. Rouge, together with trade-

union militants and the local Groupe

Guvrier et Paysan [a left faction with

in the PSU], held a meeting and called
for Piaget to run."

Piaget expressed agreement with the

proposal, as did the PSU and the

CFDT in Besangon, but the Lip lead

er said he wanted to put the decision

to the national committee of his party.

The far-left organizations then sent
a letter to the PSU leadership solicit
ing their support for the Piaget candi

dacy.

However, without waiting for the
views of their national committee, the

PSU's national bureau issued a state

ment April 4 rejecting the proposal,
describing it as an "ultimatum" and
calling instead for "assuring the vic
tory of the left through supporting
the popular unity [Union of the Left]
and respecting the currents which it

is composed of." The PSU, a "left"

Social-Democratic party that in the
1969 presidential campaign polled
816,000 votes for its candidate Mi

chel Rocard, has for some time been

making overtures to the Union of the

Left. Rocard argues that the PSU
would represent a "workers self-man

agement current" within the alliance

of the Communists, Socialists and Left

Radicals.

When the PSU's national committee

met in Paris April 7, it divided sharp
ly over electoral strategy, voting by
48 to 35 with one abstention to sup
port the Mitterrand'candidacy. Those

opposed included Piaget. While the
majority were uneasy over the Com

mon Program's silence on workers

self-management, the choice in the elec

tion, National Secretary Robert Cha-

puis told the press, is between the right
and "capitalist oppression" on the one
hand, and the left and "a transition

toward socialism" on the other.

For his part, CFDT secretary Ed-
mond Maire, already committed to

supporting Mitterrand, issued a state

ment April 5 attacking "candidates of
division." Although Maire claimed the

main targets of his comments were

Krivine and Lutte Guvriere's candi

date, Arlette Laguiller, he was clearly
anxious about the possibility that Pia

get might declare. "A rank-and-file mil
itant, no matter how prestigious, is
clearly not competent to become Pres

ident of the Republic," opined the

union bureaucrat.

Even after the PSU decision to sup
port Mitterrand, local sections of the

party and CFDT locals have con

tinued to adopt motions calling for

Piaget to run.

"The impact of the proposai to run
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Piaget reflects the emergence of a pow

erful force that is wary of the reform
ist leaderships," Alain Krivine told a

press conference on April 8, the day
after the PSU decision. "From the

Common Program, to the Five Pro
posals of the Left, to the Presidential

Charter of Mr. Mitterrand, the leaders

of the Union of the Left have gone
from one capitulation to another, nar
rowing down the list of measures they

promise to implement. They don't

want to learn anything from Chile,

but as for us, we have not forgotten.

"On the first round, we think it is

absolutely necessary to present all

workers who are opponents of the

capitalist system with a single candi
date of the revolutionary forces. . . .

This candidate should not be the rep

resentative of just one organization.

He must above all symbolize thehopes

of the new vanguard."
Krivine announced that he would

run for president on the first round as
the candidate of Rouge, in the event

that an agreement could not be

reached on "a single candidate for the

revolutionaries." He added that "on

the second round we will vote for Mr.

Frangois Mitterrand, provided he re
jects any coalition with the bour

geoisie." □

Ford Lining Up His 'Shadow Cabinet'

Impeachment Bill May
Include Tax Fraud, Contempt
By Allen Myers

As Richard Nixon's impeachment
or forced resignation becomes increas
ingly likely, politicians and reporters
have naturally been led to speculate
about the changes that might be in
stituted if Gerald Ford were suddenly
to become president.

A somewhat unusual example of
such speculation appeared in the April
13 issue of the liberal weekly New
Republic, in an article by John Os-
borne. Osborne's report, which was
devoted primarily to the question of
which cabinet officers would be re
tained and which replaced by a Presi
dent Ford, was remarkably assertive
and unqualified by the usual attribu
tion to "sources" when it discussed
Ford's thoughts: If Ford became
president, he would retain Henry Kis
singer, George Shultz, Peter Brennan,
Rogers Morton, and James Lynn in
the cabinet; Melvin Laird would be
brought back to the White House staff;
press secretary Ronald Ziegler would
be dismissed; etc.

Osborne declined to specify the
source of his information, prefacing
his remarks with the disclaimer: "This
report is presented solely upon my
authority, and readers will just have
to assume and believe that I haven't
made it up." Such an assumption was
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easy to make, and it was only slightly
more difficult to figure out that Os
borne's source was Ford himself.

Just to make sure. New York Times
columnist William Safire telephoned
Ford, who confirmed that he was Os
borne's source. Ford claimed, Safire
reported, that when he spoke with Os
borne he thought their conversation
was "off the record."

Safire, a former White House speech-
writer who has remained doggedly
faithful to Nixon, found it "hardly in
good taste" for Ford to engage in such
discussions, even when they were not
meant for publication. Either through
a  continuing inside line to the
administration or perhaps just
through simple logic, Safire reported
that Osborne's article caused "dismay
and outrage" in the White House.

Some of the dismay and outrage,
it seems certain, would have been oc
casioned by Ford's obviously irrever
ent attitude toward his chief. Not only
is Ford discussing his presidential
plans with reporters; in the process,
he is portraying Nixon as a long-
winded bore unable to concentrate on
business, to judge by Osborne's ac
count:

"Recent reports that he doesn't get
as much time with the President as

he needs and would like to have
genuinely puzzle Ford. The hours that
he's had to spend with the President,
mostly listening to Mr. Nixon talk
about this and that, have on a few oc
casions driven the Vice President close
to distraction. He's brought himself
recently to break off their conversa
tions,- pleading that he's got to go
some place or do something important
right away."

Ford's lese majesty may, as Safire
suggested, betray a certain lack of
political finesse on the part of the
vice-president. Nevertheless, Nixon is
likely to suffer worse indignities before
the ruling class succeeds in "resolving"
the Watergate crisis.

It is far from excluded, for example,
that Nixon may be forced out on the
same charge used to get rid of Agnew:
tax fraud. This possibility has not
been significantly reduced by Nixon's
prompt announcement that he would
pay up the additional $476,000 de
manded by the Internal Revenue Ser
vice April 3.

On April 9, Attorney General Wil
liam Saxbe told reporters that the in
vestigation of possible fraud in
Nixon's returns had been referred to

Watergate special prosecutor LeonJa-
worski. At least twelve persons are
under investigation, with accountant
Arthur Blech and tax lawyer Frank
DeMarco being considered the prime
candidates for scapegoats.

The April 3 White House statement
left no doubt that a scapegoat was
wanted. It concluded with the follow
ing declaration of Nixon's innocence:

"Any errors which may have been
made in the preparation of the Presi
dent's returns were made by those to
whom he delegated the responsibility
for preparing his returns and were
made without his knowledge and with
out his approval."

But DeMarco and Blech have been
vocally protesting the role assigned
them. The Los Angeles Times reported
AprU 5 that DeMarco "has frequently
voiced concern that he and Blech ul
timately could become scapegoats, if
the President's returns were judged
faulty." The paper said it had learned
that in testimony to the Congressional
committee that investigated Nixon's
taxes, DeMarco had said that he did
only what he was told to do by Nixon
aide John Ehrlichman. DeMarco re
portedly turned over to the committee



copies of White House directives that
"make it clear that he and Blech were

operating on White House instructions
in claiming deductions." DeMarco was
said to have told the committee that

he went over the returns with Nixon

"page by page."

Blech gave an interview to John

M. Crewdson of the New York Times.
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FORD: A yawn in the president's face.

ing to President Nixon that unless he
produces promptly all materials being
sought by the House Judiciary Com

mittee, he is 'aching for impeachment.'

"The leadership split openly with

White House policy at a meeting with
presidential assistant Dean Burch

late Tuesday [April 9], it was learned,
and told Burch to warn the President

that 'the first article in the hill of im

peachment very well could be con
tempt of Congress.'"

Nixon and his lawyers have fol

lowed a strategy of attempting to
divide the committee along party lines,
which would then permit them to por
tray impeachment as a "partisan" con

spiracy by Congressional Democrats.

But when the committee decided on

April 11 to subpoena tapes and docu
ments that Nixon has so far refused

to hand over, the vote was 33 to 3.

This near unanimity of the com

mittee members was one more indica

tion of how Nixon's chances of sur

vival are rated in Congress. If Nixon's

impeachment by the House and con
viction by the Senate are not yet
judged absolutely inevitable, they are
at least sufficiently probable that
almost no one in Congress is willing
to lead his defense.

This Congressional mood will be
further strengthened by the results of

a Harris poll reported April 13. For
the first time, the survey found a ma
jority of those expressing an opinion —

43 percent to 41 percent—agreeing
that "Nixon should be impeached by
Congress and removed from office."

Harris found that the percentage
favoring impeachment would rise if
Nixon refuses to comply with the Ju
diciary Committee's subpoena:
"A clear majority agrees, by 55 to

33 per cent, with the statement that
if President Nixon fails to turn over

the information the House Judiciary
Committee wants, then that committee
should vote to bring impeachment
charges against the President.
"A substantial number, 67 to 19 per

cent, do not expect the President to

turn over all the evidence the commit

tee wants from him. And the public
gives him overwhelmingly negative
marks, 72 to 21 per cent, on the way

he is cooperating with the impeach

ment proceedings."

The committee's subpoena gave
Nixon until April 25 to respond.

Neither of the alternatives Nixon faces

can he very attractive: Either he turns
over additional evidence of his guilt
or he risks adding contempt of Con
gress to the impeachment charges.
There has been speculation for some
time that Nixon might prefer the latter
choice: Presumably he would rather
go down fighting for the "Consti
tutional principle" of "executive privi
lege" than be removed on charges of
conspiracy and obstruction of justice.
Another possibility is that Nixon

will try to confuse the issue by hand
ing over less incriminating portions
of the material and retaining others.
And, of course, the most damaging
tapes could again turn out to he"non-

existenf or to have mysterious era
sures at important points. □

who in an April 7 dispatch quoted
the accountant as saying that he was
given instructions to "take 100 per cent
of that and take 50 per cent of that"
by Nixon's assistants. "Any illusion
that we had options is crazy," Blech
said. "The pattern was set in 1969
and the deductions for 1970, 1971,
and 1972 just followed suit."

Nixon's tax evasion has added to
the pressure on Congressional Re
publicans to desert him. This has be
come especially evident in the
maneuvering over Nixon's attempts
to withhold evidence from the House
Judiciary Committee's impeachment
investigation. In the April 12 Wash
ington Post, Saul Kohler of Newhouse
News Service reported:

"The Republican leadership of the
Senate has issued a unanimous warn-

Sri Lanka JVP Leader Sentenced

The first of the forty-one defendants
in the regime's main trial of leaders
of the Janatha Vimukthi Peramuna
(JVP—People's Liberation Front) has
been sentenced to prison, according
to the April 1 Far Eastern Economic
Review. Chandra Jayanthi Perera was
charged by the special Criminal Jus
tice Commission with having been a
leader of the JVP and with having
kept bombs and ammunition at her
home at the time of the April 1971
insurrection. The Criminal Jus

tice Commission was set up to try
those JVP leaders whom the regime
has accused of "plotting" the insur
rection.

Most of those detained after the 1971
insurrection have been released on pa
role. About 1,400 received two-year
suspended sentences. In separate trials
in the provinces, about 100 "ringlead
ers" have been sentenced to terms
ranging from two to eight years.

The trials of the other JVP national
leaders are continuing in Colombo.
The head of the JVP, Rohana Wije-
weera, completed his defense on Janu
ary 30, contending that he had not
ordered the insurrection. The prosecu
tion claims that he planned it from
the prison where he was being held
at the time. □

Intercontinental Press



'We Think We've Done a Darn Good Job'

Senate Hearings: Oil Companies Created Shortage
By Ernest Harsch

Hearings in Washington of the

Senate Foreign Relations Subcommit
tee on Multinational Corporations

have revealed that the major petro
leum trusts deliberately cut back oil
production and purposely limited the

construction of new refineries.

Washington Post Correspondent
Morton Mintz, reporting on the Senate
hearings, wrote in the March 28 issue:

"The subcommittee produced an array

of new evidence intended to show that

in order to maximize profits the major
oil companies fine-tuned worldwide

demand, supply and pricing to re

strict competition and to deter con

struction of refineries by small and
independent rivals."

Remarking on some of the docu

ments unearthed by the Senate sub

committee, Jerry Landauer wrote in

the March 27 Wall Street Journal:

"During most of the past decade . . .
some oilmen were actually worrying
in private not about impending short

ages but about oil surpluses that could

depress prices and profits. And some
international operators were consider

ing or taking action to head off such

surpluses—action that may have con

tributed to today's shortages. Evi
dence for this conclusion comes from

secret U. S. government reports on ac

tivities of various oil companies and
from the files of Standard Oil Co. of

California, known as Socal."

The Socal document, which was

written in 1968, predicted a "large po

tential surplus" of available crude oil
through 1973 and, according to Lan
dauer, "urged cutbacks in most of the

foreign lands where U. S. companies
operate." The Socal economists who

wrote the report proposed slashing
total 1969 output in Egypt, Nigeria,

Venezuela, Libya, and Indonesia.
Since the Arab-Persian Gulf regimes
were at that time pressing for in
creased crude oil production to raise

their income from taxes and royalties
paid by the oil companies, cutbacks
in those countries were considered

more difficult.

James E. O'Brien, a Socal vice-

president, denied that Socal actually

cut back production and claimed that
the document was merely a contin
gency proposal that was never put
into effect. "This was only one assess

ment by one company," O'Brien said.
"There were no collective determina

tions. . . . There is no international

oil cartel. ... So it would be a big

mistake to salivate too much over this

piece of paper. . . . Dammit, we think
we've done a darn good job of bring

ing oil to the American people."

Nevertheless, in the period since the
Socal document was written, the major

international oU companies have re-
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MUSKiE: Accuses Aramco of freezing out
competitors by fioarding oil.

duced their spare production capacity
— designed to meet sudden demands
for crude oil. This reserve fell from

6 million barrels a day in the early
1960s to ahout 4 million in 1968-

69. In 1973 this spare oil produc
tion capacity had fallen to zero.
Landauer noted anotl er fact that

indicates that the Socal document was

more than a "contingency proposal":
"The [Socal] oil economists also as
sumed that aU the major international

companies would act concurrently to

hold production down rather than see

prices drop. And their prediction of
industry production behavior in 1969
was remarkably prescient. Though
they missed wildly in a couple of coun
tries, their error for the Eastern

Hemisphere and for the entire non-
Communisf world was roughly 1 %."
An executive of Continental Oil

Company, an independent oil com
pany chronically short of crude oil,
testified at the hearings that Socal,
Texaco, and Mobil joined with Culf
in Iran to hold down production and
production capacity, especially from
1962 to 1968.

Senator Edmund S. Muskie charged

that the Arabian American Oil Com

pany (Aramco) had enough crude oil
to sell to independent oil companies,
but refused to do so, thus preventing

them from building new refineries.

Other data revealed that Aramco

did not set aside large amounts of
capital for expansion —building new
refineries, exploring for new oil fields
— until 1970. Now that the world

prices of crude oU. have been inflated
to their present levels, such expansion
becomes much more profitable than
before.

Exxon Vice-President George T.

Piercy told the Senate subcommittee
that the oU companies had formerly
used their idle production capacity as

a lever in price negotiations with the
oU producing states, but that with a
lack of such idle capacity they were

at the mercies of the oil producing
states and could not oppose the crude

oil price increases announced by the
Organization of Petroleum Exporting
Countries (OPEC).
The oU trusts, of course, had no in

tention of opposing the price hikes.
The price increases, and the de
liberately contrived oU shortages, were

used by the major oU trusts to
strangle the independent oU com
panies, who are partially dependent
on the majors for their crude oil sup
plies. This was designed to strengthen

further the oil cartel's monopoly on
the world's energy resources. They
simply used the Arab oU embargo
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as a smokescreen for their maneuvers.

The benefits of these maneuvers for

the oil giants were substantial. All the
major oil companies chalked up
record profits during 1973. The

Senate subcommittee hearings re
vealed the gains made by Aramco
over the past few years.

A few documents relating to Aram-
co's finances were made public on

March 27 at the Senate hearings.
Aramco is composed of Exxon, which
owns 22.5 percent of the consortium,
Texaco, 22.5 percent; Socal, 22.5 per
cent; and Mobil 7.5 percent. The re

maining 25 percent is owned by the
Saudi regime.
The documents revealed that in the

five years ending in December 1973,
while royalties and taxes paid to the
Saudi regime rose 350 percent, Aram-
co's dividend payments also rose by

350 percent. Its profits per barrel of
crude oil rose from $0.62 in 1963

to about $1.25 during the Arab oil
embargo in 1973. By the end of 1973,
this figure rose to almost $2.00 and
by the end of March 1974 had sky
rocketed to about $4.50 per barrel.
Aramco paid dividends totaling
$2,590 million to Exxon, Socal,

MobU, and Texaco in 1973.

Comfnenting on the Aramco profits
and the Arab oil embargo, Senator
Frank Church said at the hearings:
"The tighter the energy squeeze, the
higher Saudi Arabia jacked up its
prices and the higher dividends Aram
co paid its stockholders."

While Aramco's cash flow for 1973

was around $8,700 million, the lar

gest cash flow in history for any single
international firm, its taxes to Wash

ington in 1973 were only 0.1 percent
of its total profits. Senator Church con
trasted Aramco's tax rate with that

of the average U.S. worker—a mini
mum of 20 percent. Joseph J. Johnson,

a senior vice-president of Aramco who
testified at the hearings, replied that

the tax rates paid by his company

to Washington were "very equitable,"

since Aramco now paid higher taxes

and royalties to the Saudi regime.
Church pointed out that these tax and
royalty expenses are deducted from
Aramco's U.S. tax bill on a dollar-

for-dollar basis. Church also noted that

the profits of the oil companies in

Aramco enabled them to conduct other

operations at lower profit rates, giving
them a competitive edge over their

rivals.

Just a month before the Senate sub

committee revelations, an illustration

of the oil monopolies' ability to
manipulate supplies and prices was
provided by a report in the February
22 New York Times. "Some of the

nation's major oil companies," wrote
correspondent Michael C. Jensen, "are
deliberately reducing their imports of
crude oil because they are unhappy

with the Government's allocations

program for crude, according to Ad
ministration sources close to the

energy situation."
Washington's oil allocation pro

gram requires refiners in the United
States to share their crude oil with

competitors who are short on supplies.

Rather than do that, the major oil

companies have cut back imports to
U. S. refineries and have refined their

crude in European or Caribbean re

fineries instead. The American Petro

leum Institute, an oil company-con

trolled body, announced on February
21 that crude oil imports had fallen

during the previous two weeks by 30

percent.

At a press conference in Washington
on March 19, William E. Simon, the

head of the Federal Energy Office,

indicated that even if oU imports rose
again to their preemhargo levels the

energy crisis would be far from over.

The March 20 New York Times de

scribed an exchange between Simon

and one of the reporters at the press

conference:

"A newsman asked Mr. Simon if the

arrival of greater supplies of petro
leum from the Middle East would

cause prices here to fall in response
to the usual relation between supply
and demand.

"'It's just the reverse this time,' Mr.

Simon replied.

"He said that as additional supplies

of high priced oil were imported, these
high prices would cause domestic
prices of gasoline and heating oil to
increase stiU further.

"'Gasoline is going to cost more and
so is heating oU,' he said, but he de
clined to estimate how large future
price increases might be." □

Interview with a Fiat Militant

Italian Government Shaken by Workers' Upsurge
[The following is an interview with

a member of the Delegates CouncU
of Fiat-Mirafiori, who is also a mem
ber of the Gruppi Comunisti Rivolu-
zionari (GCR—Revolutionary Com
munist Groups), Italian section of the
Fourth International. It is reprinted
from the March 14 issue of the Swiss
Trotskyist fortnightly journal. La
Breche. The translation is by Inter
continental Press.]

Question. Can you describe the de
velopment of the struggle for a con
tract at the Fiat plant, from the be
ginning of February?

Answer. There has been a very im
portant development since the begin
ning of February. First of all, in the
preceding weeks, the struggle for the
renewal of contracts throughout the
Fiat group had reached its culminat
ing point. Then last Friday [March 8]
the trade union leaderships and the

Fiat management reached an agree
ment. Before going into the problems
posed by this agreement, I think it is
important to describe the type of strug
gle that we have seen develop during
recent weeks.

After the mobilizations of the first
week of February, the bosses had
made some concessions: They had of
fered an overall increase of 30,000
lire on the basic wage [100 lire equals
U. S.$0.16]. After these concessions the
trade-union leaderships and the man-
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agement engaged in very intensive dis

cussions. Once agreement had been

reached with the union leadership on
the issues of investments in the South

and investments in social infrastruc

tures, the Fiat management again pro
posed the wage offer of 30,000 lire.
For the union leaders, it was clear

that while this offer represented an

enormous step forward on manage
ment's part, it was still unacceptable
to the ranks. Consequently it was very

difficult for the bureaucrats to accept
the proposal. In fact, during these dis

cussions, the workers had continued

to engage in hard-fought struggles in

the corporation's various factories.
The union leaderships therefore de
manded more significant concessions
on the wages issue, but Fiat man
agement refused, and negotiations were

broken off.

On the same day, that is, Wednes
day, February 20, the government
announced a new increase in the prices

of consumer goods, first of all gaso
line, which was increased by 30 per
cent, and then a whole series of food

products (butter, cooking oil, etc.).
These two elements —the breaking off
of negotiations with Fiat, and the gov
ernment's price increase decree —

served to transform Thursday, Feb

ruary 21, into a day of very militant
struggles throughout the whole of

Italy, not only in Fiat, but in a whole
series of firms: Olivetti, Alfa Romeo

in Milan and Naples, Italsider in Ta-

ranto, and so forth. On Thursday
morning, when the workers learned
of the breaking off of negotiations and
read about the government measures
in the newspapers, there was an ex

plosion of spontaneous strikes.

There was no "official" strike at Fiat,

but several hours after work began,
the two main Fiat factories, Mirafiori
and Rivalta, were blockaded. Rivalta

was completely blockaded; in fact, it

was the beginning of an occupation.
And the same kind of action was pro
posed at Mirafiori. But there the trade-

union bureaucracy immediately inter
vened, trying to prevent that. The bu

reaucrats called a big meeting of all
departments at Fiat, in which two of

the main leaders of the trade-union

'left," Trentin of the FIOM [Federa-
zione Impiegati e Operai Metallurgici
— Federation of Blue-Collar and

White-CoUar Workers in the Metal In

dustry] and Carniti of the FIM, par
ticipated.

They wanted to discuss the forms of
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struggle and the kind of action to take.
Two processions formed up, blocking
the operation of the whole factory,
and they made their way to the meet

ing. The majority of the workers called
for the occupation of the factory to
force management to give in, and even

demanded that the date of the general
strike set for the following week be
advanced.

More than 10,000 workers partici
pated in the meeting. Carniti and Tren
tin spoke, as did many workers. The

bureaucrats had a lot of difficulty pre
senting their position, for there was

great distrust toward them, the work
ers having seen the real role of the

union bureaucracy, which had just

blocked their struggle. When the union

leaders came out against the occupa
tion, the workers reacted very violent
ly, booing them and preventing Car
niti from continuing. Many workers
spoke up, but they made no concrete

proposals for the occupation. Then
Trentin intervened, to repeat what Car

niti had said: that it would be an error

to occupy the plant, that there would
have to be a very long struggle to

make the bosses give in on all the
demands, instead of rushing toward
an agreement that would be unsatis

factory. After this meeting, the strike

continued untU the next shift. The after

noon shift also went on strike and

tried to organize an occupation. But
the bureaucrats were very energetic,
and they succeeded in preventing the
occupation from spreading at Mira
fiori, while at Rivalta the occupation
continued throughout the day.

Q. You said that the strikes didn't
develop only at Fiat. Could you ex
plain the situation in the rest of the
country'?

A. In fact, on Thursday, February
21, which was later called "Red Thurs

day," there were strikes in the main

Italian factories. The workers at Alfa

Romeo held a march that blocked

the express highway between Milan
and the Swiss border. The workers

from all the Olivetti factories held a

big march in the city. At Italsider there

was an occupation and there were,
as I said, a whole series of strikes in

other factories.

The workers were expressing their

revolt against the government's at
tack on their living standards. They
were expressing their desire to set off

a general strike. But the bureaucracy

was trying to control and demobilize
the struggles. One of the reasons why
we didn't succeed in carrying out an

occupation at Mirafiori—I didn't em

phasize this before, but it is very im
portant—is the policy of some far-
left groups. The CUB (which is linked
to Avanguardia Operaia) had a very
taU-endist position with respect to the
union bureaucracy. When they spoke
in the meeting, they said the same

things as Trentin: "We want the whole
platform of demands; these demands

include things that it will be very hard
to win; therefore we need to prepare
for a very long struggle and not an
occupation." We have already shown
(in a previous issue of La Breche)
that the demands were a complete fake
and didn't respond to the real needs

of the workers. As for Lotta Continua,

which is very weak at Fiat as a re

sult of the layoff of several comrades,
it hardly intervened at all.

Q. What happened after Thursday?

A. After Thursday [February 21],
the unions called three-hour strikes

at Mirafiori and Rivalta during the

day. The workers immediately went
beyond these union directives. From

the beginning of the day, Rivalta was
blockaded, as well as the majority

of departments in Mirafiori. The strike

lasted eight hours, and in all the fac
tories the workers tried to organize

an occupation. But once more, the
bureaucracy succeeded in preventing

this from happening, with the sup
port of the most backward sectors of

the Fiat workers. For example, the
members of the Italian Communist

party openly boycotted the struggle.

But even if we didn't succeed in car

rying out an occupation, the bureau

cracy was largely outflanked, and the
meetings voted for a strike lasting a

whole day and not three hours. Work

ers marched through the factory call
ing out those who were working and

the foremen. The delegates' council

met the foUowing Saturday. The bu
reaucrats violently attacked the dele

gates who had not followed the union's

instructions but had followed the mass

movement or even placed themselves

at its head.

We defended the following position:
It was necessary to carry out this

kind of struggle and to organize the
occupation before the general strike
scheduled for the 27th, and above all



it was necessary to go beyond the
union's list of demands and to devel

op a generalized struggle of all the
workers in Italy against the incomes
and employment policy of the govern
ment and the bosses. In that frame

work the occupation of Fiat could be
taken as the starting point to devel
op a general strike, which imposes a
different relationship of forces between
management and the working class.

On the following Monday, there was
a repetition of what had happened in

the preceding week, with strikes, meet
ings, etc. We intervened in these meet

ings to advance our proposals. We
succeeded in organizing the blockade
of a series of factory gates. That kind
of struggle continued untU the day of
the general strike. Later, the unions
managed to regain control of the sit

uation, systematically boycotting these

struggles; they even used blacklegs
and the most backward elements in

the meetings to make them vote

against more militant workers, etc.

Q. Could you explain how the gen
eral strike developed on the twenty-
seventh of February?

A. The February 27 general strike
had mass participation, certainly the
biggest participation of any strike in

recent years. Between twelve and thir

teen million workers can be said to

have participated. In a number of

cities, a large portion of the strikers
were service-sector salaried and wage

workers. This strike demonstrated the

militant readiness for struggle of broad
sectors of the workers. But the union

bureaucracy failed to respond to this

combativity. It advanced only very

general demands, and no concrete de

mand. At a time when such a desire

to struggle exists, this policy is ex

tremely negative. Following this strike,
the Rumor government fell.

Q. Can you explain the meaning
of the governmental crisis?

A. This crisis comes at a time when

the government has experienced pro
found internal tensions, and above
all when it is becoming more and
more unpopular in the eyes of the
working class and other layers. A
growing distrust has developed to
ward the government, and the work

ing class has increasingly responded
to its policy through direct action.

This crisis shows the deep division

within the bourgeois camp, and under
scores the fact that it absolutely does
not know how to respond to the pres
ent situation. We can expect that new
crises will break out within it, per
petuating the governmental instability.
In general we can say that in the next
period, the new government (also
formed by Rumor) will be very similar
to the preceding government, even if
it must show more flexibility in its at
tack on the workers. In fact, today the
working class is increasingly sensitive
to government actions and increas

ingly ready to reply to them on a

broad scale. I think there will be no

major change, but that the govern
ment will be an unstable one, repre
senting a bourgeoisie that is very di
vided.

The bureaucracy and the bosses

have taken advantage of this crisis
to move .quickly toward reaching an
agreement at Fiat. Trentin told us

February 21 that we should not oc

cupy the factory but prepare for a

very long, hard struggle. Two weeks
later, he signed an agreement with the

management! Strikes developed
throughout the week before the agree
ment was signed, and the very day of
the signing there was a total strike

in all departments of Fiat with very
militant, powerful demonstrations.
This shows that the workers were not

limiting themselves to the trade-union

demands but wanted to struggle
against the overall attack on their
standard of living, even if this was not

clearly expressed.

Q. What are the terms of the agree
ment at Fiat?

A. The agreement is not yet very

clear, for we only know the general

things that the newspapers have pub
lished. On investments in the South,

there is a promise that if the market
situation is not unfavorable. Fiat will

invest in the automobile industry in the

South! If the government makes pro
posals for developing public trans
port and railways. Fiat will buUd fac
tories in the South for these sectors.

Similarly, on the question of the or
ganization of work assignments, there
are only promises, as in the case of

"social measures" (on public transport,
etc.). On the centred issue, wages, the
agreement is the following: an 18,000-
lire increase is granted, but it is not

a direct wage increase and it is not
an across-the-board raise. In effect.

part of this 18,000 lire will be paid
in the form of a yearly bonus, which

means, for example, for me, that my
basic wage increase is only 14,000
lire.

Besides, not everyone receives the

same thing: Some get more, others
less. This is clearly less than the real
needs of the workers. Finally, there is
a 200-lire decrease in the price of
meals in the cafeteria, from 550 to 350

lire.

Q. What do you think of this agree
ment

A. It is a bad agreement. It is in
adequate compared to the workers'

real requirements today, and also
compared to the type of struggle that
has developed and the militancy that
has been demonstrated. But we don't

reject this agreement because we want

ed "to get all our demands." The de
mands themselves were unfavorable

and the agreement is the result of

this kind of demands. What is needed

is to struggle around other objectives.
And in the meetings to come, we will
intervene to show that the agreement
must be rgected, in order to struggle
essentially around three objectives: (1)
major wage increases (40,000 lire);

(2) a real sliding scale of wages; (3)
no taxes on working people.

Finally, there is the issue of jobs,
with the sliding scale of hours. But

these demands affect all Italian work

ers and the struggle must therefore
be extended toward a general strike,

which is the only way to get these
demands. While we may succeed in
getting these positions adopted in the
sectors where we work, we can say
that in most sectors the bureaucracy
wiU be able to maintain the upper

hand, mainly because of the position
of other groups, like the CUB of Avan-
guardia Operaia, which accepted this

agreement

March 10, 1974

Making Marxist Theory More Concrete

Shanghai, November 2, 1973(Hsinhua)
—"Thirteen third-year students of the De

partment of Building Material at Tung-
chi University spent five months working
in a cement factory. They did research

Into three kinds of cement and made ad

vances which have been applied by ce

ment factories. The summary of their re
search was commended for its rich con

tent and good theoretical standard."

Intercontinental Press



New Zealand

Labour Regime Helps Nixon Prop Up Thieu

[The following article appeared as
an editorial in the March 29 issue of

Socialist Action, a revolutionary-so
cialist fortnightly published in Welling
ton.]

"What the Prime Minister suggests
is unthinkable," replied Jack Marshall
[a National party politician] when
[Norman] Kirk threatened to publish
the secret government papers on Viet
nam. "His advisers know that any

proposal to publish confidential docu
ments relating to important security

arrangements with our allies would

undermine their confidence, and that

of other friendly nations, in New Zea
land."

Marshall's immediate fear was that

it would be shown that [National par
ty] Prime Minister Holyoake had lied
when he said that Washington had
nothing to do with New Zealand's de
cision, in 1965, to send an artUlery
battery to Vietnam.
The Pentagon Papers have already

disproved the National government's
contention, as the NZ Truth reminded

us in its March 19 issue:

"Mr Holyoake's assurance was

made:

"— Six months after the United States

Government decided to press New Zea
land for support and 'further contri
bution.'

"—About seven weeks after the Penta

gon recorded President Johnson's ap

proval of the 'urgent exploration' of
a New Zealand troop commitment.
"—And six weeks after General Max

well Taylor reported to Washington
that he was confident New Zealand

would send an artUlery battery to
South Vietnam."

and New Zealand was represented by
a local embassy official, D.G. Hol-

borow. DetaUs of the gathering ap
peared in the January-March 1974
issue of Vietnam International.

A World Bank official at the meet

ing described the question of multi
lateral aid to Saigon as "a terribly
delicate matter that could easUy be
upset by undue publicity." It is "very
political," he said.

The meeting chairman, I.P.M. Car-
gUl of the World Bank, warned that

unless sufficient aid was forthcoming
in the next year or two, "the prospects
of lasting peace and stabUity" in Indo
china would be endangered. He re

minded the delegates of Indonesia
(presumably referring to the period
after the mUitary coup), where "large
infusions of external aid" prevented

the economy from disintegrating.
What was New Zealand doing at

this U.S.-inspired conference? And how

have such secret discussions affected

the nature and quantity of the aid New

Zealand gives to the Saigon dicta
torship? Just how independent is La

bour's new foreign policy?

Kirk should tell the public what he
is up to. He should add his own

secret documents to those from the

Holyoake era and send the lot down

to the Government Printer. This would

let the New Zealand people know what
is being negotiated and agreed upon
in their name, as is their right.
No more foreign policy deals be

hind the backs of the people. End
secret diplomacy now! □

Coalition Regime Set Up in Vientiane
The naming of a new cabinet on

April 5 completed the formation of
the third Laotian coalition government
in twenty years.

The new government is headed by
Prince Souvanna Phouma, the U.S.-
backed prime minister of the Vientiane
regime. His half-brother. Prince Sou-
phanouvong, leader of the Lao Patri
otic Front (LPF) or Pathet Lao, is
chairman of the National Political
Council, which is supposed to organize
elections and to "advise" the cabinet.

Under an agreement signed last Sep
tember 14, each side is to retain con
trol of the territory it holds until af
ter general elections are held. Vien

tiane and the royal capital of Luang
Prabang have been "neutralized" by
the presence of some 2,500 police and
troops from each side.

Each side received six ministries in
the new cabinet. The Vientiane admin
istration controls justice, public health,
education, defense, interior, and fi
nance. The LPF holds the ministries

of foreign affairs, economy and plan
ning, information, public works, com
munications, and religion. All decisions
of the new cabinet are supposed to be
reached by unanimous agreement.

Each side is assigned sixteen of the
forty-two seats on the National Po
litical Council. The remaining ten seats
are reserved for "neutralists." □

Marshall knows that Kirk wUl not
carry out his threat to publish the
Vietnam Papers because his own gov
ernment is playing the same behind-
the-scenes game.

On October 16, 1973, New Zealand
attended a top-secret meeting of West
ern nations called specifically to work
out the best way of aiding the Thieu
regime. The meeting was held in Paris

German Police Raid 'Was Tun' Office
Dozens of armed police raided the

Frankfurt offices of the newspaper Was
Tun on the evening of April 3. For
three hours the police searched the
offices and adjoining printing and ar
chive rooms. PFas Tun is published by
the Gruppe Internationale Marxisten

(GIM—International Marxist Group),
German section of the Fourth Interna
tional.

The official justification of the police
raid was a search for allegedly "slan
derous and defamatory" leaflets and
the equipment used in their printing.
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"The items mentioned," the GIM's po
litical bureau said in a statement the

next day, "have nothing to do with

Was Tun or the GIM, and naturally
were not found on the premises. But
the search warrant was so filled with

phrases like 'among other things' and
'et ceteras' that practically anything

could be searched and confiscated."

When they left, the police took with

them two sacks filled with confiscated

materials. None had anything to do
with the official justification for the
raid. Most consisted of material in

tended for the next issue of Was Tun.

"This arbitrary measure," the GIM

statement said, "is one in a series of

repressive police measures that have

recently become common, especially
in Frankfurt. It is a matter of attacks

not only ... on particular Commu

nist and socialist organizations but

on all anticapitalist and democratic
movements. We call on all democrats

and socialists to protest these measures

and to organize a broad united de

fense against all forms of police repres
sion and interference with freedom of

the press and organization." □

Former Ambassador Describes Reign of Terror in Chile

Thousands in U.S., Canada Hear Edelstam
Harald Edelstam, the former Swed

ish ambassador to Chile, spoke di
rectly to thousands of persons in
New York, Boston, Minneapolis,
Montreal, Toronto, and Ottawa dur
ing the first part of his tour through
Canada and the United States, which
began February 27. Giving firsthand
accounts of the slaughter and repres
sion carried out by the Chilean junta
and appealing for international sup
port to the thousands of political pris
oners facing death and torture in the
junta's jails, Edelstam reached many
thousands more through radio, televi
sion, and newspaper coverage and
interviews.

Edelstam played an important role
in aiding the victims of the junta's
terror before he was expelled from
Chile on December 4. In his remarks
at one of the public meetings he ad
dressed in New York, he described
how he and his staff rescued and pro
tected hundreds of refugees after the
coup. The refugees were often picked
up in the ambassador's car and
brought to the Swedish Embassy under
the guise of being Swedish Embassy
aides. "During three months I trans
ferred in this way about 400 persons.
We managed to get about 800 ref
ugees over to Sweden," he said.

Two and a half months after his ex
pulsion from Chile, Edelstam began
the tour of the United States and Cana
da to build support and get aid for
those who were unable to flee the ter
ror. In the United States, his tour was

organized by the U. S. Committee for
Justice to Latin American Political
Prisoners (USLA). Other groups
helping with the tour included Uni
tarian Universalist Service Committee,
Chile Refugee Committee, Women's In
ternational League for Peace and Free
dom, Chile Solidarity Committee, and
the Medical Committee for Human
Rights. In Canada, the tour was ini
tiated by the Canadian Committee for
Justice to Latin American Political
Prisoners (CLA) and was cospon-
sored by a wide range of other groups
and individuals.

Just a week before Edelstam's ar
rival in the United States, the Chilean
Embassy in Washington, D. C., issued
a statement attacking his visit because
of his activities in Chile after the coup.
His actions, the statement said, "were
not in any way compatible with the
world diplomatic tradition." The rep
resentatives of the junta asked: "Has
he any authority to give an opinion
on the ending of the Marxist govern
ment of Salvador Allende? Is he duly
prepared and is he impartial enough
to take up this matter?"

Upon his arrival, Edelstam im
mediately replied: "I can only answer
that my authority stems from my per
sonal experience, from what I wit
nessed before, during, and after the
coup. Anyone who was an eyewitness
of the events that happened in Chile
at that time has the right and the
responsibility to speak out against the
atrocities and the violations of human

rights perpetrated by the junta."
One of the high points of his tour

in New York was an appearance at
a meeting of Drug and Hospital Union
Local 1199. The 500 predominantly
Black and female union delegates gave
Edelstam a standing ovation and
passed a resolution calling for the
release of four trade unionists impris
oned in Chile. Nearly 300 persons at
tended a citywide rally on March 6
at which Edelstam and Abe Feinglass,
international vice-president of the
Amalgamated Meat Cutters Union and
part of a Commission of Inquiry re
cently returned from Chile, spoke.
Edelstam also addressed meetings at
Columbia University, Brooklyn Col
lege, Rutgers University, and Old
Westbury College.

He told a Boston meeting of more
than 400 that since the coup thousands
of political activists have been mur
dered and many more are in pris
on. "Workers previously involved in
any left political activity are left to
starve as they are denied jobs," he
said. "Twenty-five thousand students
are not being allowed to return to
school, and 30,000 orphans remain."

Toby Lapakko, secretary of Ameri
can Federation of State, County, and
Municipal Employees Council 6,
brought greetings from her union, as
well as from the Minnesota AFL-CIO
(American Federation of Labor —
Congress of Industrial Organizations)
to a meeting of 250 at Macalester Col
lege in Minneapolis-St. Paul, which
was the highlight of Edelstam's tour
there.

Writing in the April 1 Toronto La
bor Challenge, newspaper of the
League for Socialist Action/Ligue So-
cialiste Guvriere, Canadian section of
the Fourth International, Jon Cole re
ported: "The cross-Canada speaking
tour of Harald Edelstam, former
Swedish ambassador to Chile, is a
major success. Meetings held for him
in Montreal, Ottawa, and Toronto
have been the largest gatherings on
Chile since last November's tour by
Hortensia Allende [Salvador Allende's
widow]."

In Montreal Edelstam spoke in
French to a meeting jointly sponsored
by the CLA and the Quebec-Chile Sol
idarity Committee, and in English to
a meeting of more than 300 at Mc-
Gill University. In Ottawa he ad-
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dressed a gathering of 250 at Carle-
ton University on March 20, and the
next day he met with members of the
House of Commons Foreign Affairs
Committee, emphasizing to them the
plight of the thousands of refugees
who have still to find new homes.

Ottawa has so far rejected the ap

plications of thousands of Chilean ref
ugees seeking asylum in Canada and
has accepted only a handful.

In Toronto March 22, about 650

persons packed the auditorium of the
Ontario Institute for Studies in Educa

tion to hear him, at the largest meet

ing to have been held to that date on

the tour. "The overflow crowd gave

Edelstam two standing ovations,"

wrote Cole, "and interrupted his speech
with applause, as he described his
efforts to save people destined for
death by the military."
In his article. Cole noted that the

Communist party-influenced Com
mittee for Solidarity with Democratic

Chile had been repeatedly invited to

participate in the planning and orga
nizing of the meeting, but did not do
so.

In his speech, Edelstam described
the events leading up to the coup.
"Allende was a peaceful man," he con

tinued, "who hated violence. I visited

him eleven days before the coup and
asked if he expected trouble from the
military. He said no, that the mili

tary had sworn to be loyal and would
defend the government. This was his
fatal mistake. He believed in the army,

so he did not arm the workers. This

was why the coup was completed so
quickly."

Throughout the tour thousands of
dollars were raised for the Chile Ap
peal, a fund established to aid black
listed workers, orphans, political pris

oners, and Chilean refugees. □

Publish Clandestine Journal

Uruguayan Trotskyists Active in Underground
By Gerry Foley

In June of last year Juan Maria
Bordaberry, the president of Uru
guay, declared the constitution null
and void, dismissed Congress, and
instituted decree rule backed by the
military.

As Bordaberry moved toward his
coup, the working class responded
with a general strike of such potential
force that it could have ended the
capitalist system in Uruguay, had a
revolutionary-socialist party stood at
the head of the masses.

Unfortunately the dominant force on
the left is the Communist party, one
of the two mass CPs in Latin America.
( The other CP masterminded Salvador
Allende's suicidal strategy in Chile.)

The line of the Uruguayan CP was
to block the general strike from
developing into a struggle for govern
mental power. Instead, the CP held
out the perspective of a "nationalist
wing" emerging in the military that
would set up a "progressive" regime
on the model of General Velasco's
government in Peru. Because of the
role played by the CP, the general
strike petered out

Since then, the Uruguayan CP, an
organization of tens of thousands of
members, has been unable to put out
even an underground paper. The only
organization on the left that has suc
ceeded in publishing a clandestine
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journal on a regular basis has been
the Trotskyists of the Partido Revo-
lucionario de los Trabajadores (PRT
— Revolutionary Workers party), a
sympathizing group of the Fourth In
ternational.

Although its forces are small, and
its organ, Prensa Obrera, is produced
with considerable difficulty under the
repressive Bordaberry regime, the
PRT has pointed up the contrast be
tween its active role and the lethargy
of the CP by offering to open its pages
to all tendencies to discuss how to

organize a counterattack against the
dictatorship.

The PRT's own views have been ex
pressed in a clear and forthright way.
Some extracts from recent issues of
Prensa Obrera will indica'te the orien
tation of the Uruguayan Trotskyists.

In the February 18 issue the editors
discussed the lessons of the general
strike mounted by the Uruguayan
workers last June:

"The general strike was a colossal
demonstration that the workers are
sick of hunger, poverty, and repres
sion. By occupying the factories they
tried to save the democratic freedoms
won through years of struggle from
being crushed. Despite the heroism of
the thousands of strikers, the strike
was defeated.

"In the pages of Prensa Obrera, we

have noted our differences with the
line the Communist party imposed on
the strike through the CNT [Conven-
ci6n Nacional de Trabajadores —Na
tional Convention of Labor, the CP-
controlled national union federation].
In our opinion this line was one of the
causes of the defeat because it led the
striking workers to expect a solution
from the 'progressive' civilians and
military.

"Many workers began to believe at
that time that Ferreyra would cross
the river, or that the navy was going
to rebel. The Communist party
claimed that this was what was needed
because the Uruguayan workers were
not ready to govern. They believed
that in our country a 'progressive'
bourgeois figure would appear, such
as in Peru, or ChUe, or, as they say,
such as Perbn today in Argentina.

"But the workers know about the
tragic events in Chile, as well as the
continual rebellions of the Peruvian
workers and peasants against the ar
bitrary policies of their military rulers,
and the successive rightward turns of
Peronist policy.

"On the basis of these experiences
as well as the one the Uruguayan
workers themselves have gone
through, it disturbs us very much that
the CP, which has a strong influence
in the working class, is continuing



today to put forward the same orien
tation it did during the strike. It is
very hard for us to understand how

the CP leadership, which has seen its
party outlawed, its press closed, and

its members arrested, can stili caii on

people to believe that the authors of

communiques 4 and 5 will quickly
come forward to solve the present

crisis.

"Don't these officers agree with their
colleagues about the need for sup

pressing Marxism? Have the authors

of these communiques promised to re
store the legality of the Communist

party? Can we trust the word of offi

cers, knowing their interests and their

actions?

"For our part, we are going to rely

exclusively on the strength and mobili

zation of the masses, because this is

the only sure way to end hunger and

unemployment and to build a social

ist Uruguay."

In the period of demoralization that
followed the failure of the general

strike, the PRT has analyzed the deep

ening crisis of the Uruguayan ruling

class in issue after issue of its under

ground publication, putting forward
a concrete program that incorporates

the demands of the various sectors of

the mass movement into a concerted

strategy for overthrowing the dictator
ship.

"In our last issue," the February 18

Prensa Obrera said, "we explained that
a new crisis was brewing at the top

levels of the government, since the dic

tatorship has been unable to come up

with a concrete economic plan that
meets the demands of the various

bourgeois sectors.

"Since the only valid law for the
bourgeoisie, whether they are civilians
or military, is the law of profit, the
changes that are beginning to be
carried out in the government in the
name of the 'highest patriotic pur
poses' in fact reflect the development
of a fight among the various sectors
of the capitalist class to see which one
can get the biggest slice of the pie.
"These various interests have their

hands freer for this fight, since the

workers are still suffering from the

blow they were dealt by the defeat of
the strike. But at the same time, the

strike was a demonstration of the

power of the working class and it
forced the bourgeoisie to take this into

account before making any more

Peronists Jail Prominent Trotskyist
Juan Carlos Coral, the presidential

candidate of the Partido Socialista de

los Trabajadores [Socialist Workers

party, a sympathizing organization

of the Fourth International], was ar-

JUAN CARLOS CORAL

rested March 25, the Buenos Aires

daily La Opinion reported, "for par
ticipating in a rally held by the strik

ing workers at the Banco de la

Nacion."

It was not clear what law Coral

was accused of violating, but he was

reportedly sentenced to two weeks in

the Villa Devoto prison.

Major political figures quickly pro

tested Coral's imprisonment. He was

visited March 26 by Ricardo Baibin,

plans."
Prensa Obrera argued that only in

dependent mobilization by the work
ers and other popular strata could
bring the contradictions in the ruling
classes and the regime to a head. In

its March 11 issue, it asked: "How

can the dictatorship maintain itself in
these conditions? We think that it is

because of a combination of two fac

tors. On the one hand, the contending

forces are roughly equal, and no

single sector feels strong enough to
push the others aside and take the
reins of the situation in its own hands.

But the fundamental factor is the state

Enrique Vanoli, and Rafael De Ste-

fano of the main opposition party, the
Union Civica Radical (UCR—Radi

cal Civic Union). Baibin called

Solano Lima, Peron's secretary, de

manding the Trotskyist candidate's

release.

Balbin's intercession increased his

political prestige, the authoritative

bourgeois daily La Nacion indicated

in its April 1 weekend summary. Elec
tions are coming up in the UCR, in

which Baibin is facing a challenge

from Raul Alfonsin, the leader of a

more left-oriented faction of the old

bourgeois liberal party. By these

moves Baibin had stolen the "cause

and banner" of the Young Turks. La

Nacion seemed to marvel at the ac

tions of the veteran parliamentary

leader.

"As if it were nothing special, Baibin

went to search the jails for Juan

Carlos Coral, the best-known member

of the Partido Socialista de los Traba

jadores, in the days when he was im

prisoned in connection with the conflict

in the Banco de la Nacion."

But the PST is a legally recognized

party, and Baibin could correctly

think that the arbitrary arrest of one

of its main representatives could set

a bad precedent in a country where
even the bourgeois opposition party

leaders, including himself, have spent

time in prison on political charges. He
would also be correct to think that the

attacks of the Peronist government on

workers' leaders and their supporters

are becoming more and more un

popular with the Argentine masses. □

of disorganization and demobiliza
tion in which the working class has
been left after the defeat of the general
strike. This has enabled the dictator
ship to reconcile its internal differences
free from the pressure of the mobi
lized masses.

"Nonetheless, the more reactionary
sectors have been gaining strength.
The new CONAE [Consejo Nacional
de Ensenanza—National Council of
Education], the new minicouncils in
basic education, the closing down of
tlie EPU, and the proposed rules for
trade-union elections are indications
of this.
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"But it cannot be excluded that de

spite its weaknesses this government

can, by taking advantage of the de
mobilization of the masses, achieve

a momentary respite with the help

of Argentina and Brazil. The concrete
fact, however, is that our rulers have

no plan that can offer even temporary

satisfaction to the minimum immediate

demands. . . .

"In the meantime, the crisis of the

government is not only persisting but
growing worse. Bordaberry explained
this in his speech to the country, and
we have to admit that his talk had

the merit of making quite clear that

under this system there is no solution

for the problems of the exploited
masses.

"The only thing that they can offer
is to tell us to have 'patience' and

'faith' in our rulers. But these words

have a very concrete meaning for us
workers. When they tell us to have

patience, we know that they mean that

we must continue to suffer hunger, un

employment, and the gallows. When
they tell us to have faith, they mean
that we should not revolt, that we

should stay quiet and wait for a
miracle.

"But the heroic struggles of the work

ing class have shown us that we must

rely on our own strength, and that the
only kind of patience that is needed is

the patience to reorganize and rebuild
our forces to overthrow our class

enemies. For this, we workers cannot

wait for the 'progressive bourgeoisie,'

or the 'left military officers.' We must

act independently, and by our mobili

zation we will take the lead of the rest

of the exploited masses.

"Only a government of the workers
themselves setting out to build social

ism in Uruguay can get the country

out of the crisis in which it is mired

and end exploitation once and for all.
"Since this is clear, the problem now

is to find the most appropriate ways

to reverse the decline in our level of

organization and struggle and to

move ahead to overthrow the dicta

torship and call free elections in which

all parties can participate."

The way to achieve this, Prensa

Obrera said, was for the left organiza
tions and the trade-union movement

to unite behind the immediate demo

cratic objectives on which they all
agreed and to mobilize the workers

and the masses to fight for these de

mands, the ones most deeply felt at

the present time.

"We think that today more than ever

the fight for higher wages, for reor
ganizing the trade unions and elect
ing new leaders, for jobs, and for the
release of the prisoners is indissolubly

linked to the fight for democratic

rights, which, in turn, means the liqui

dation of the dictatorship. Workers

cannot flght for higher wages unless

they have the right to assemble and
to organize, as well as the right to free

dom of the press, all of which have

been abolished by the putschist gov

ernment. These rights in turn will

make it easier to reorganize the unions

and the national federation and enable

the mass movement to advance to new

gains.

"For all workers, then, the need for

ending these starvation wages and

winning a better standard of living is
becoming more and more acute. But
any step they try to take will

immediately run up against the bar

riers imposed by the dictatorship, first

of all against the obstacles that have

been placed in the way of their re

organizing.

"In view of this situation and the

way the consciousness of the working

class has advanced as a result of the

colossal general strike it fought in

defense of the last vestiges of its demo

cratic rights, which were wrenched

away by the putschists, we think that
the struggle begun in June must con
tinue. It must go forward to overthrow

the dictatorship by raising a program

that sums up the most urgent demands

of the workers and draws behind it

the entire people's movement, includ

ing sectors of the bourgeoisie itself that
are opposed to the dictatorship. We
think this program ... is summed up

in the demand for free elections in

which all parties can participate."

The essential purpose of campaign

ing for free elections, the March 11
Prensa Obrera explained, was to

mobilize the workers and popular

strata in a process that would

go beyond the old bourgeois democ
racy, whose limitations had been re

vealed so starkly by the establishment

of a dictatorship under the auspices of

an elected president The democratic

issue took on a particular importance
in a country where the masses are stili

strongly influenced by bourgeois dem

ocratic traditions, which have gone

into decline only recently, and where

even the dictatorship and the top mili

tary officers still claim to be restoring

the conditions for "healthy democ

racy."

"Some companeros with whom we

have discussed the previous issues of
Prensa Obrera have asked us if we

put our confidence in elections. They

have told us that only the bourgeoisie

or the reformists can raise such a

slogan, not a revolutionary party.

"First of all, we want to make clear

that we have one constant aim: to

mobilize the masses to take power

and build a socialist Uruguay. Be

cause of this, during the general strike
we were the only party on the whole

left that did not look to a counter-

coup by the military or civilian 'left'
but called on all popular sectors to

defend and extend the strike. We were

the only ones who raised the slogan

of a Provisional Government of the

CNT and the workers and people's

parties. We relied solely on a mobili
zation of the masses led by the work

ing class.

"Given the present demobilization

and disorganization of the mass

movement, a similar call now would

be criminal. Appealing for a general

strike or an armed insurrection at

this time would amount to an adven

ture whose consequences would only

deepen the momentary decline through

which the mass movement is passing.

"The duty of the revolutionary van

guard at all times is to mobilize the

masses, and for this it is essential to

start from the concrete conditions in

which the masses find themselves and,

at first, propose obtainable goals.

That is why we raise the program we

do. We believe it reflects the immediate

needs of the workers and people's

movement, and that the objectives of

bringing down the dictatorship and

calling free elections sum up these

needs.

"In the second place, there is no such

thing as a reformist or revolutionary

demand in the abstract. The charac

ter of a demand depends on the con

crete circumstances in which it is

raised. If in the midst of a general

mobilization like the strike last June

and July we had proposed elections,

we would in fact have had a reformist

line. But today we are faced with a

dictatorship that is oppressing and
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suffocating a mass movement that has
not yet recovered from the defeat it

suffered.

"On the other hand, the means by

which the masses freely choose their

rulers — elections — is the greatest con

cession the working class has won by

its struggle within the framework

of the capitalist system. And by rais
ing this banner, the workers move

ment has a chance in the immediate

future to win to its struggle enormous

sectors of the radicalized petty bour

geoisie, including even some sec

tions of the bourgeoisie that oppose

the dictatorship.

"In the third place, we have been

asked in what sense elections sum up

the body of democratic freedoms. We
think they do in two senses. The first
is that there can be no free elections

for all without freedom of the press,

freedom of association, and full legali

ty of all parties and political and

trade-union organizations, etc. The

second is that elections mean the end

of the dictatorship, whose essence —

the restriction of freedoms— will have

ceased to exist.

"In the fourth place, the struggle for

elections itself means putting into prac

tice the most elementary freedoms,
such as those mentioned above, which

in turn will enable us to move toward

reorganizing the workers movement

and the mass movement in general,

thus preparing the way for raising
the struggle to new levels.

"At this point, readers might say that
this is all very nice, but in the last

analysis the important thing is the
kind of elections. They would be right.

Furthermore, unless elections are

brought about by the struggle of the
workers movement, the only force con

sistently defending democratic rights,
as well as by the struggle of the white-
collar workers and the students, they

will not be free elections in which all

can participate. Also, no matter how

broad the eventual elections are, they

will not be able to solve the funda

mental problems of the masses,

because only socialism will do that.
"However, by forcing the bour

geoisie to hold elections, the workers
movement will experience a new politi
cal leap forward, developing its

morale and its organization for more

deepgoing struggles. And if elections
are held, we will fight for the political
independence of the working class in

the electoral field .as well, opposing
the bourgeoisie, its program, and its

candidates, and taking on the bosses

to win the leadership of the rest of the
popular sectors away from them."
In its January 31 issue, Prensa

Obrera made some specific sugges
tions for developing a united cam

paign against the dictatorship:

"Let us begin by unifying our
slogans. Instead of writing 'The CP
lives' or 'Resist the dictatorship' on
walls in Montevideo, let's cover them

all with 'Down with the dictatorship;

immediate free elections!' In this way

we will show not only that the left
still exists, despite the reactionary de
crees, but that it is pointing out the
way to overthrow the dictatorship and
that it is ready to lead the masses

in a fight for democratic rights they
themselves won by their sacrifice at

other stages of the class struggle."
One of the most important layers

that could be mobilized against the

dictatorship by democratic demands,

Prensa Obrera said, were the students.

In its March 11 issue, it wrote:

"Since 1968, the sectors linked to

education, primarily the students,

have constituted a serious threat to

the stability of the system. Because

of their access to knowledge and be

cause of the way they reflect society

as a whole, students make up a highly
sensitive layer. They can respond
rapidly to critical situations and as
sume a revolutionary role, acting

often as a detonator of big mobiliza
tions.

"Moreover, the students have al

ready demonstrated their overwhelm

ing repudiation of the dictatorship

in the free elections held in September

1973, whose results were overturned

by the putschists when they intervened

the universities. In turn, the high-

school students have shown a capacity
to resist the intervention of the dic

tatorship in their centers of study.
They waged a massive struggle
against intervention, going to the

point of challenging the leadership of
the interventors by setting up people's
high schools and student control.

These arose spontaneously in various

institutions.

"Not only did sections of teachers,

administrators, and parents join in

the fight, but it was fundamentally in

the heat of these struggles that effec

tive worker-student solidarity de

veloped. This led the more advanced

sections of the student movement to

realize that an alliance with the work

ing class was decisive, since the work

ers hold the country's production in
their hands, and that therefore the

educational centers should be put at
the service of the workers and the

people's struggles."

In the schools and the universities

in particular, the demand for de

mocracy could have a powerful effect

in drawing broader and broader sec

tions of the youth into the struggle
against the decrepit capitalist system
in Uruguay:

"The classical liberal system, which
was already questioned by the stu
dents, does not suit the purposes of
the putschists either. Thus, the Penad^s
project, with its famous essential cur

riculum based on some vestiges of
liberalism, was rejected by Narancio
[minister of education], who found it
too wishy-washy and incompatible

with the repressive needs of the dic

tatorship. The project also required
a bigger budgetary appropriation,
and the dictatorship does not intend
to assign one peso more to education,

because what is vital for them is the

military budget, which is devoted to

repression. If the 'democratic edu

cation' they claim to offer does not

do its job, they have prisons and
torture ready to pacify the rebel youth.

"But the new CONAE, which is more

in line with the policy of the minister,

has not been able so far to offer any
more of a solution than to postpone
the start of classes on all levels. It

has not said a word about solutions

for the lack of buildings or supplies,

or about study plans, etc. But it has

devoted itself to getting its representa
tives to publish stricter and stricter

regulations inside the schools, draw

ing up blacklists of teachers and stu

dents, trying to impose order by
making it obligatory to wear uni

forms, forcing students to cut their
hair short, and banishing the per
nicious cigarillo from the halls of

learning.

"By these arbitrary and constricting
measures, in fact, they are trying to

convince the youth of the virtues of

ttie parliamentary democratic sys

tem. For this purpose, they are

waging a furious campaign against

the 'infiltration' into education of ideas

they claim are foreign. The presence
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of such notions is supposed to be the

reason youth go astray when they

learn about exploitation and the class
struggle and about the capitalist sys

tem concentrating the wealth of society

in the hands of a few 'generous men'

like Pereina, Gari, Ferrds, etc.; and

when they see that bourgeois de

mocracy is only a formality that the
capitalists themselves throw out when

they see their profits being threatened.
"But while they are not yet ready to

come over en masse to Marxism, the

thousands of university students will
certainly begin their courses wonder

ing in the name of what democratic

principle the free elections were an

nulled in which they elected their own

leaders, who are now under arrest.

Surely also the high-school students

will begin to wonder about the pro

fessional and moral qualities of the

officials who are trying to imprison

them in the musty principles of a re

pressive and stifling educational

system. These questions will also be

raised by the teachers, when they see

themselves forced to throw their scien

tific and educational training into the

garbage can in order to give the kind
of education the system demands.

"The common task facing the left

organizations is to answer these ques

tions and organize the struggle of the

students and teachers to regain their
rights. For the purposes of this strug

gle they will have even to make al

liances with the radicalized sectors of

the traditional parties.
"In resuming the struggle to defend

their democratic traditions, the sec

tors linked to education, especially
the students, will understand the need

to demand respect for the decisions

they make democratically. In the heat
of the struggle, they can become the
spearhead of the mobilization that

will overthrow the dictatorship."

As for the workers movement, Pren-

sa Obrera argued in its January 31

issue, the importance of democracy
as an issue was shown concretely by

the immediate tactical problems fac
ing the trade-union movement. Es

pecially since the coup, the regime

has been seeking a democratic pre
text for "reorganizing" the unions
along lines more favorable to the

political and social needs of the rul

ing classes. The latest attempt was
a new set of "regulations" for the

functioning of the trade-union move

ment.

"The trade-union regulations include
a requirement to call elections very
rapidly.

"These elections were conceived of

by the dictatorship as a way of start
ing to exploit the effects of the strike
defeat by putting pressure on the

more conservative sectors, and, if

possible, setting up yellow unions, or
unions under the control of 'non-

political' leaderships, which would

prevent the workers from continuing
to wage a political struggle through

their unions. In any of these vari

ants, the most active and militant

sectors would be pushed out and the

trade-union movement deprived of its

vitality and effectively disarmed in

the face of the continuing crisis of
the economy and the dictatorship it

self. All this was covered up with

pompous phrases about democracy
and the need for keeping political-

ized cliques' from continuing to dom

inate the workers, who should be the

ones to decide things by secret bal

lot.

"But if any capitalist had any

doubts left about the workers' op

position to the dictatorship and their

determination to defend their unions,

the workers' reaffiliation to the com

ponent organizations of the CNT

demonstrated both clearly. Despite the
CNT leadership's initial vacillations

in undertaking a campaign, and de

spite the confused position adopted

on this question by both the Co-

rriente and the ROE [Resistencia
Obrero- Estudiantil — Worker - Student

Resistance], the workers massively

backed their unions, demonstrating

in practice that they are not losing

the political consciousness they have

acquired in years of struggle—and
most of all in the general strike.

"Reaffiliation represented a great de

feat for the government. It confirmed

the regime's lack of a social base.
But the problem is that unless we

are able to take full advantage of our

victories, the dictatorship can adjust

to and absorb the blows.

"The defeat of the dictatorship in

the campus elections showed clearly
that if a vote were held in the un

ions, the government would suffer a

crushing defeat. Therefore, it post

poned these elections indefinitely.
"But nothing could be more wrong

than to think that this postponement

means that the government has giv
en up its plan to control or break
the trade-union movement. Just as

its defeat in the universities did not

force it to give up intervening them,
this suspension of the trade-union

elections is not a truce but the prep

aration for a new escalation of the

attack against the workers movement

The outlawing of the Marxist and
people's organizations is bound up
with this objective. Therefore, nothing
is more suicidal than thinking that

this suspension removes the problem,
as long as we stay 'quiet'

"Both the sharpening economic cri

sis and the dictatorship's lack of
social support will lead the govern

ment to 'tighten the screws' on the

trade-union movement to try to stop

it before it can get very far in mo

bilizing for its demands and in over

coming the situation in which it pres
ently finds itself."

Prensa Obrera explained precisely
how democratic demands could be

used to reorganize the union move

ment for fighting the dictatorship.

"The dictatorship itself has carried

out a propaganda campaign to con

vince the people of the need for 'de

mocratizing' the unions, trying to

take advantage itself of the demo

cratic feeling that exists among the

population in order to isolate the

working-class tendencies they call to

talitarian. We must turn this cam

paign into a boomerang against the

dictatorship.

"The workers have shown that they

are the only ones who can consis

tently defend democratic rights at the
national level. They must do the

same in the trade-union movement-

show the people that the workers

not only defend democracy but prac
tice it in their unions and that, un

like the dictatorship that talks about
'democratizing' the trade-union move

ment but suspends elections indefinite

ly, the workers have nothing to fear
from a vote.

"We must increase the social iso

lation of the dictatorship and broad

en the social support for the union

movement through a campaign ex

plaining the need for elections without

outside interference.

"We must make it clear to the en

tire population that while the govern-
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ment says it is defending the workers'

right to express themselves democrat
ically, the government is precisely the
force that is blocking the trade-union
elections that the workers want. We

must say that we not only advocate

democracy for the country but that
we practice it in our unions.

"We must say that we are not afraid
of the workers freely expressing them
selves because we know that just as
they did in the strike, they wUl dem

onstrate their defense of their unions

and their repudiation of the dictator

ship in a massive way. We must say

that these people who claim to be
defending democracy are the ones
who are outlawing it in the coun

try and in the unions and that we
workers defend democracy and prac
tice it on both levels.

"Waging a public campaign using

all the possible legal opportunities

is, we think, one of the most urgent

tasks of the moment. This sort of

campaign should be taken up im

mediately by the leadership of the
CNT, in combination with a strug

gle against higher prices and for
wage increases.

"These objectives cannot be attained

by a single union. The reactionary

decree that outlawed the CNT pre

vents it from formally assuming this
task. We must coordinate the great

est possible number of individual un

ions to carry this campaign forward,

to decide on its forms and tempo.

The summer ebb has to be taken

into consideration. The problem

should be studied of how to unite

this campaign with one on wages

and prices. And first of all it is
necessary to develop a discussion in

volving all the workers so that what

ever measure is decided on will have

the massive support of the working

class."

Maintaining an underground paper
has been costly for a small organiza

tion like the PRT, which has suffered

some brutal blows at the hands of

the dictatorship. But for the Uru

guayan workers movement to regain

its rights and solve the problem of
the country's prolonged economic de

cline in the only way possible — by
taking full power in the society into
its own hands — it is essential for it

to develop the kind of clear and con
structive discussion exemplified in the
pages of Prensa Obrera. □

Uruguay

Economic, Political Crisis Deepens

In mid-March, the New York Times's
major Latin American correspondent,
Jonathan Kandell, reported that the
situation in Uruguay was continuing
to deteriorate. Despite assuming dic-
tatoriai powers in June with army
backing, the conservative president,
Juan Maria Bordaberry, had failed
miserably to halt economic decline and
disorganization, which in fact seemed
to be accelerating at a dangerous rate.

'There was a sour, frustrated mood
in ruling circles, Kandell said. Anti-
Communist obscurantism and various

kinds of conflict were blocking any at
tempt to come up with a realistic an
swer to the problems facing the coun
try. Trapped in a blind alley, the
dominant interests seemed capable on
ly of plunging further down the road
of military dictatorship.

"Now the military hierarchy is chaf
ing once again," Kandeli reported in
the March 13 Times, "and every Uru
guayan expects the armed forces to
push Mr. Bordaberry aside soon and
take absolute power."

But strong-arm solutions seemed to
offer only diminishing returns:

"With the failure of even radical at

tempts to solve the staggering econom
ic problems, conservatives and anti-
Marxists are concerned that the mili
tary is fast becoming as discredited
as the traditional politicians they re
placed."

KandelTs article in one of the more
farsighted organs of American impe
rialism, one generally quite sensitive
to political developments in the U. S.
"sphere of influence," seemed to reflect
serious concern in top U. S. circles
over the state of affairs in one of the
smallest countries in South America:

"Uruguay, with only 2.8 million peo
ple, was once the citadel of the good
life in Latin America — a staunch dem
ocracy, a welfare state, with healthy
trade surpluses from sales of beef and
wool abroad, a standard of living that
rivaled several European countries.

"The decline began more than two
decades ago, but has accelerated dur
ing the last four years, and no solu
tion appears in sight."

Kandell described the failure of

"even radical attempts" to solve Uru
guay's economic dilemma: ". . . de
spite a ban on strikes —which last
year cost the country 75 per cent of
its annual growth, or about $47-mil-
lion—there has been no noticeable
economic surge.

"'Before, everybody was blaming
the workers for not working hard
enough,' said an employe at a sugar
refinery in the capital. 'Now how are
they going to explain what is happen
ing?"'

No one could accuse the military-
backed regime of failing to establish
"order":

"No one seems to know how many
political prisoners there are now. They
numbered about 1,500 about a year
ago. Several politicians and diplomats
think that the figure has doubled.
There are Tupamaros among them,
to be sure, but the list also includes
such leading politicians as Liber Se-
regni, a retired general, who was the
presidential candidate of a leftist coali
tion in the last elections. Mr. Seregni
has been held for seven months, ac
cused of offenses 'against the constitu
tion,' even though that document has
been largely ignored by the Govern
ment in the last year."

In addition to the political ironies,
the economic contradictions were

acutely obvious:
"The oil crisis has hit Uruguay hard

er than any other Latin American na
tion. Gasoline, which sold for 50 cents
a gallon last year, now costs $2.30
a gallon, and may soon rise again.

"In an effort to increase beef ex
ports, President Bordaberry decreed
a three-month ban on locai consump
tion. But an overabundance of meat
supply in Europe this year has ieft
Uruguay with a sizable excess in cat
tle, and has incurred the wrath of
farmers and city dwellers."

In aU, Uruguay seemed to be suffer
ing from the same sort of problems
that affect most countries. What has
changed is that the exceptionally fa
vorable situation it enjoyed for many
years no longer exists. But since for
many years the country had seemed

Intercont'nenfal Press



to be a model of the progress that dencies of the international capitalist
an "energetic" and "literate" people system seemed to be particularly dis-
could make under capitalism, the de- heartening for a correspondent like
dine stemming from the general ten- Kandell. □

Solzhenitsyn, Shafarevich Issue Statement

Soviet Dissidents Defend Grigorenko

Several Soviet dissidents, both within
the Soviet Union and in exile, have
come to the defense of imprisoned op
positionist Major General Pyotr Gri
gorenko. Among them are Aleksandr
Solzhenitsyn, Igor Shafarevich, Pavel
Litvinov, and Andrei Sakharov.

A statement released in Moscow
April 8, signed by Solzhenitsyn and
Shafarevich, a mathematician, noted,
as Robert G. Kaiser reported in the
April 9 Washington Post, that "Gen.
Grigorenko's case has already been
the subject of repeated protests, both
from within the Soviet Union and from
abroad. The former Red Army gen
eral, who is 66, began to speak out on
political issues in the early 1960s, de
fending Soviet minority groups and
civU rights, and attacking Stalinism.

"He was last arrested," Kaiser con
tinued, "in 1969 because of his re
peated attempts to help the Crimean
Tartars, a minority group which
Stalin expelled from its native lands.
He has been in mental hospitals since."

The Solzhenitsyn-Shafarevich state
ment begins: "No, fliese are not Stalin
ist times. Stalin was much too crude,
too much of a butcher. He couldn't
understand that you don't need so
much blood and terror to achieve fear
and obedience. It is only necessary
to be methodical, and in only a few
cases — but methodical to the end.

"Now they [the Soviet bureaucrats]
understand this perfectly well. In order
to keep people afraid to talk and
afraid to breathe, it is sufficient to have
only a few examples — but methodical
examples, carried to a conclusion.
Pyotr Grigorenko is one of these ex
amples. There, they say, we've arrested
him and we won't release him even if
the whole world bursts with protest.

"And, they say, each of you, little
ones, should understand that as long
as such a fate exists, you may end
up sharing it . . . and the obedience
of millions is guaranteed."

The statement observed, according
to Kaiser, that the Soviet authorities
have never even pretended that Gri
gorenko was really mentally ill, and
that they have repeatedly promised
to release him if he would pledge not
to engage in political activities. Gri
gorenko has consistently refused, how
ever, to make such a deal and, as
the statement added, "after each re
fusal he has been punished — brutally,
as befits their [the Stalinists'] prison
mentality."

Kaiser observed that before Solzhe-
nitsyn's expulsion from the Soviet
Union he never signed joint statements
with other Soviet dissidents, preferring
to make his own individual protests.
"His willingness to join with Shafare-

Five Forties Involved

Vich to protest Gen. Grigorenko's fate,"
wrote Kaiser, "suggests that Solzhe
nitsyn has decided to play an active
role in dissident politics from his exile.

"If so, this will be welcome news
to the tiny band of dissidents here
[Moscow], who realize that Solzheni-
tsyn's fame has always been one of
their best assets."

Pavel Litvinov, another Soviet dis
sident recently exiled from the Soviet
Union, released a statement in Amster
dam April 3 calling for a day of pro
test on May 7 in defense of Grigo
renko and other Soviet dissidents. Co-
signed by Soviet physicist Andrei Sa
kharov, exiled Czech oppositionist Ji-
ri Pelikan, and Ken Coates and Chris
Farley of the Bertrand Russell Peace
Foundation, the statement also called
for days of protest on November 27,
1974, in defense of two imprisoned
Czech oppositionists, and on March
29, 1975, the anniversary of Vladi
mir Bukovsky's imprisonment. (The
full text of this statement appears in
the Documents section of this issue.)
Although Litvinov released the state
ment both in Amsterdam and on April
9 in New York, the bourgeois news
media have so far chosen to ignore
it. □

Set Up Antigovernment Front in Bombay
By Kailas Chandra

Bombay
Five left parties called a conference

in Bombay on March 17 of represen
tatives of trade unions, organizations
of white-collar employees, women, and
rural poor from all over Maharash
tra. They defined their objectives in
the following words:

"In the context of the present worsen
ing economic crisis the main strug
gle of the masses is directed against
profiteers, capitalist landlords and
hoarders, and against the Congress
rulers who protect and encourage
them. The main objective is to buUd
an organised mass movement to de
feat the anti-people policies of the Con
gress government and create condi
tions for the implementation of alter
native pro-people policies so that the

demands of the people are quickly
realised. To achieve this, it is necessary
to raise an alternative leadership of
left parties and democratic forces in
Maharashtra that can prepare a pro
gramme of action for the working peo
ple in collaboration with the mass or
ganisations in the coming period."

The parties that have convened the
conference are the Peasants and Work
ers party (PWP), the Socialist party
(SP), the Marxist Communist party
(CPI-M), the Communist party of India
(CPI), and the Lai Nishan [Red Flag]
party (LNP). In a joint declaration,
the five parties have stressed the need
to resort to various forms of mass
action, including marches, gheraos
[the surrounding and sequestering of
bosses or government officials], gen-
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eral bandhs [generai strikes], and in

definite strikes to achieve their objec
tives. An eleven-point charter of de

mands affecting different layers of the

community has heen evolved as the

basis of their agitation. The demands

include:

1. A guaranteed minimum ration

of twelve kilograms of foodgrains a
month to every adult person in both
rural and urban areas.

2. Prices of all essential commodities

to be brought down to the level pre

vailing in 1969-70.
3. A guarantee of work to every

person seeking a job in Maharashtra.
4. A minimum wage of 8 rupees

[1 rupee equals approximately US
$0.13] a day for all unorganized
workers.

To the extent that the left parties
have come together under the pressure
of the massive struggles oftheworkers,
students, white-collar employees, wo
men, and farmworkers, the forging of
a common front is indeed a welcome

development. All the constituents are

pledged to mobilise the masses in a
common struggle against the capital
ist state. What they are seeking to build
is a united front of the mass organi

sations and not an electoral alliance.

To that extent it is a positive step.

For this reason, a meeting of var

ious revolutionary-left parties, trade
unions, and youth organizations held
in Bombay March 14 voted to support

the conference. The meeting, whichwas
jointly convened by the Revolutionary

Socialist party and the Communist

League (Indian section of the Fourth
International), set up a committee to

coordinate the activities of the par

ticipating groups.

It must be acknowledged, however,

that the March 17 united-front con

ference has only a limited perspective
before it. The joint declaration issued

by the convenors creates the illusion
that their demands canberealizedwith

in the present capitalist system. What

the left front poses is the question of
an "alternative leadership" as opposed

to the Congress party, not the ques
tion of rule by workers and peasants
to replace the present capitalist state.

Worse stUl, the left front does not

present national perspectives for its
struggle against the capitalist states.

It does not seem to take into consid

eration the massive popular upsurges

that are taking place in even the neigh
boring states of Gujarat and Madhya

Pradesh, not to speak of other states.

If a mass movement in Maharashtra is

not supported by the masses in other

states, it can easily be crushed by the
bourgeois state, which has a powerful,
centralised punitive apparatus at its

command.

The joint declaration does, however,
recognise that it is capitalist rule that
has generated India's problems of in
flation, unemployment, shortages, and
corruption. It also recognises that the

capitalist rulers have mortgaged the

country to international monopolists

S.A. DANGE: CP head favors alliance

with Gandhi against "kulaks."

and imperialist powers in order to

safeguard their class interests.

Although the front calls for nation
alising seventy-five monopolies that

have "established a stranglehold over
the nation's economy," it seeks to cre

ate an illusion that the capitalist state

can bring down prices by reducing
taxes on some essential commodities

and by reducing deficit financing. It
thus disregards the basic fact that the

bourgeois state cannot reverse thelaws
on which its own economic system

operates.

Furthermore, the front says that so

cialism is not an immediate aim but

an "ultimate objective." The immediate
task, it says, is to end the domina

tion of imperialism over the national

economy by nationalising foreign cap
ital. But it is obvious that the capi
talist rulers of India will not terminate

their alliance with foreign capitalists
when the very survival of capitalism
depends on imperialist support.
The five constituents of the front

have found it convenient to ignore the

existence of other left political tenden
cies, including the Communist League,

the Revolutionary Socialist party, and
the Communist party of India (Marx
ist-Leninist).

Two of the national parties in the
front —the CPI and the CPI(M)—be
lieve there will be two stages in the
Indian revolution: first a "national" or

"people's" democratic revolution, then
a "socialist" revolution. In pursuit of
its line of forming an alliance with
the national bourgeoisie, the CPI has
entered into alliances with the Congress
party in the states of Kerala, West

Bengal, Uttar Pradesh, and Orissa.

The CPI is prepared to fight the "ku
lak" regime of V.P. Naik in Maharash
tra, but not the "progressive" regime
of Indira Gandhi.

The CPI(M) is opposed to the "cap
italist-landlord" regime of the Congress
but it rejects the immediate perspec
tive of an anticapitalist socialist rev

olution. Its stress is more on building
a "really independent" people's dem
ocratic (capitalist) economy in an In

dia free from foreign imperialism —
not on building a socialist revolution.

The Socialist party, on the other
hand, is wedded to achieving socialism
through parliamentary means. As part
of its "anti-Congressism," it is prepared
to ally with even the most reactionary
bourgeois parties, such as the Jan
Sangh.
The other two parties —the PWP and

the LNP—are regional parties. The
PWP claims to be Marxist but is dom

inated by middle-peasant and kulak

elements in rural areas. The LNP

appears to be too inhibited by its
regional character to think in terms

of an independent initiative in mass
struggles.

Although the danger of the new
front's degenerating into another op

portunist electoral front cannot be

ruled out, it has emerged under the
impact of mass struggles. The basis

for a real radicalisation of the work

ing-class movement has been laid by
the struggles of the agricultural work
ers and poor peasants in the famine

areas in Maharashtra in 1972 and
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1973, the spectacular statewide general
strike of more than 30 lakh [3 million]
industrial workers last January over
high prices, and the prolonged strikes
in the Bombay textile, chemical, and
metallurgical industries. There have
also been strikes of teachers, insurance

employees, doctors, nurses, handloom

workers, sugar workers, adivasis
[landless peasants], and agricultural
workers in different parts of the state.

Above all there has been the upsurge
of the scheduled caste ["untouchable"]
youth under the leadership of the mili

tant Dalit Panthers. Their attack

against Hindu upper-caste hegemony

has lent a militant character to the

entire left challenge to the Congress
regime.

The March 17 conference thus has

an excellent opportunity to give a new

impetus to the struggles of the work
ing class and other sections of the
exploited masses in Maharashtra. □

Who Will Pay?

The October War and Israel's Economic Crisis

By Arie Sober

[This is the second installment of an
article on Israel's economic and political
prospects in the wake of the October war.
The first installment appeared in the
April 15 Intercontinental Press.]

The following are the direct results of
the October War on the Israeli economy:

1. There is an additional burden of at
teasf 40,000 million Israeli pounds.

2. The balance-of-payments deficit has
doubled, reaching more than $3,000 mil
lion.

3. The economy is at the beginning of
a deepening recession.

4. Prices rose in the first nine months
of 1973 by 25 to 30 percent and are
expected to hit record levels in the im
mediate future.

Stronger economies than the tiny and
deformed Israeli capitalist economy would
have found themselves in a most severe
crisis if they had had to sustain a mili
tary burden equal to all their available
economic resources (GNP plus import sur
plus) for a year whOe their balance-of-
payments deficit doubled at a stroke and
reached about 50% of GNP. Therefore,
the statement that Israel is plunging into
its worst crisis is far from an exaggera
tion.

Sapir: The Workers Will Pay
The present period resembles the after

math of the 1967 war in one respect:
the huge jump in military expenditures.
But the analogy between the two periods
ends there.

Israel was able to finance the 1967
war— the long mobilization before the war
and the added military expenses in its
wake —at a very low cost in real terms
because the war broke out in the midst

of a deep economic recession. (At the
middle of 1967, more than 100,000 work
ers, approximately 13-15% of the labor
force, were unemployed.) Thus it was pos
sible to activate the idle production facili
ties and put the unemployed to work.

The October War, on the other hand,
broke out with the economy at full em
ployment (including an additional Pal
estinian labor force of more than 100,-
000 workers).

The implication of this is obvious: The
cost of the October War and the added
military expenses would have to be
financed at the expense of existing eco
nomic uses, that is, at the expense of pub
lic expenditure other than military, pri
vate consumption, and investment. In
other words, the problem boils down to
how to shift human and material resources
into financing the cost of the war.

The different methods employed by the
government to do this will determine how
this economic burden is spread among
the different strata of society. Therefore,
we should try to evaluate the govern
ment's policy and first ask ourselves what
measures the government actually has
used.

The answer is simple enough. The gov
ernment is employing two main measures:
deficit financing covered by loans from
the Bank of Israel — more commonly
known as "money printing"—and taxa
tion on expenditure, as opposed to taxa
tion on income.

The government is printing money at
a mad pace. Up to the middle of Novem
ber, new additional budgets were presented
to the Knesset totaling 3,000 to 4,000
million pounds. Add to this the fact that
because of the "national emergency" the
liquidity restrictions on commercial banks
have been eased, and it becomes clear that
the money supply (cash plus checking
accounts) in the economy has greatly in

creased—probably 20-25% — since the
outbreak of the war. This of course feeds
intense inflationary pressures. (It should
be mentioned that in the preceding nine
months — January to September 1973 —
the money supply had already increased
by more than 21% .)

The situation in this respect is evident
ly very serious, since the government im
posed tight censorship and forbids publi
cation of all relevant data: the money
supply, the extent of government loans
from the central bank (money printing),
the amount of foreign currency reserves,
the increase in the national external debt,
etc.

The second method employed by the
government is taxation on expenditure.
Sales taxes and customs duties on most
commodities were raised by more than
10%. Government-controlled prices of
water, electricity, and fuel have been in
creased, and subsidies for basic goods
(mostly food) have been canceled.

Besides this increase of indirect taxa
tion, a compulsory "Defense Loan" has
been decreed at a rate of 7% on income
up to 40,000 pounds a year, 9% on in
comes of 40,000 to 60,000 pounds, and
12% on incomes over 60,000 pounds.
This compulsory loan was brazenly de
scribed by Finance Minister Sapir as a
form of progressive tax — and this when
the average annual income in Israel is
in the neighborhood of 10,000 pounds.

In addition to this "progressive" De
fense Loan, the government publicly
launched a "Voluntary Defense Loan" that
is collected by compulsory means — some
times going so far as the firing of those
who refuse to "donate." Generally, the lo
cal bosses of the Histadrut decide how
much the worker will "donate." The sum
is usually a month's pay, and the money
is deducted in monthly installments by

AprW 22, 1974



the employer. Very few workers dare re

fuse "volunteering" in this way, and a
few who did were fired.

As a first step in paying the immense
price of the October War, Sapir is col
lecting— "absorhing" is the official term

being used — 5,000 million pounds from
the public. This constitutes approximately
15% of the national income, or about

25-30% of "available income" (net in
come).

At the same time, the increase in sales

taxes, customs, and other indirect taxes,

together with the cancellation of govern

ment subsidies of basic commodities, is

expected to kick up consumer prices by

at least 55-60% in the next few months.

What makes this policy so comforting
and reassuring is the fact that it is only

the beginning. Sapir himself had to admit
as much in a public statement. "This is
only the first phase in the 'absorption'
process," he said, adding that "should

there be a second phase [sic], it would

be linked to the debate on next year's
budget and to the negotiations of next

year's labor contracts." ( Fedfof Achrono^
September 11, 1973.)
The economic and social implications

of the government's measures so far are
not difficult to comprehend. "Money print

ing" is in reality nothing but extremely

regressive indirect taxation. Soaring

prices — the usual outcome of printing

money — have the worst effect on wage

earners and other weak strata of society,

whose wages and salaries, even if not

frozen by administrative and institutional
measures, lag far behind prices.

In view of the fact that in the nine

months preceding the October War the

price index had already gone up 25-30% ,

extensive "money printing" might lead to

a complete collapse of the price system.

Moreover, the decline in effective demand,

intended to free the resources necessary to

finance the war—the stated aim of the

"exercise"—occurs slowly, while galloping

inflation negatively affects exports because

of rising production costs. (Besides, when
faced with soaring prices locally, why

should anybody bother to export?)
The economic and social significance

of the government's other method, taxa
tion on expenditure, is equally clear.

Generally it is recommended that direct

progressive taxation be used to finance
war costs because indirect taxation (taxa
tion on expenditure) is extremely regres
sive and places the economic burden on

wage earners and other weak layers of

society.

Moreover, in the structural and con-

junctural conditions of the Israeli econo

my, indirect taxation will raise produc

tion costs and exert an upward pressure
on prices. But since it would be difficult

for this upward pressure to be fully re

alized, because of the declining effective
demand, the outcome would be a further

slowing down of production, more layoffs,
and a lower GNP. Consequently, the
problem of paying for the war would
be further aggravated because this load

had become even bigger in comparison
with the smaller GNP. And this does not

take into account the negative effect on
the balance of payments.

Evidently, the government's economic
policy has grave flaws and many draw
backs. It will result in extreme inflation

ary pressures on the one hand and in

a decline of the GNP on the other.

The question, therefore, is why the gov
ernment employs such a policy. In
answering this question it is necessary
to state, once again, a very simple truth.

The government is not using deficit financ
ing and indirect taxation because there

are no other available economic measures

for financing military expenses. It didn't

choose this method out of concern for

the "good of the national economy" (what
ever that might be) nor because of its

declared aim of spreading the load equal

ly over the "whole nation." The govern

ment's policy is derived from political

considerations and is aimed to answer

the interests of the class it serves.

The Israeli government does not rep
resent the workers, and it is not their

class interests that it is trying to defend.

The outcome of the government's eco

nomic policy is obvious: It is the workers

— who do not earn their living from
profits, nor receive government loans, tax
exemption, fat expense accounts, export

incentives, investment incentives, etc.—

who will pay the price of the October War.

But this simple truth is not yet widely
understood. Many still believe the myth
of "national unity" and the legend that
"the whole people" is paying in blood

and money for the Zionist war.

The press of course played up and gave
wide coverage to all the "patriotic" mil

lionaires raising money for the "Volun

tary Defense Loan." But the same papers
had to admit by implication that what
the millionaires donated came from the

immense profits made possible for them

in the past by their patron Sapir and that
the donations were given with the under

standing that even fatter profits would
flow back into their pockets in the future.

Moreover, this "patriotism" operates

only as long as it does not interfere with

business and profits. Why else would

the editor of Ma'ariv have warned the

Israeli public against a "very destructive"

joke making the rounds, a joke saying
that the only things left standing on the

Bar-Lev Line were the villas of the con

tractors who buUt it?

"This joke and similar ones," lamented

the editor, "are very destructive when the

unity of the people must be maintained

in time of emergency." And he added: "It

should not be said, even as a joke, that

those industrialists who answered the call

of the finance minister and were very
active in raising money for the 'Volun
tary Defense Loan' are continuing amidst
this public activity to disrupt the govern
ment's economic policy by tricks stem
ming from greed and by cheating on the
government's price controls." {Ma'ariv,
November 18, 1973.)

It's high time to face reality. The show
presented by the papers, radio, and tele
vision— the millionaires donating money,
the optimistic statements of government
officials, the learned discussions of the

need to "fully realize the economic poten
tial while dividing the economic burden
equally," etc.— are nothing but a smoke
screen meant to hide the simple truth that

it is not the "whole nation" but the work

ers who will be made to pay the price of
the war.

Those who still refuse to accept this
fact should ask themselves a very simple
question: Why is it that in all the emer

gency economic measures employed by

the government there wasn't even one

small measure aimed at making the bour

geoisie pay too? Nothing was done to

expropriate, or even limit somewhat, the

immense speculative war profits; there is
no plan to raise taxes on high incomes
nor on corporation and capital profits;

and there is no intention of cutting the
extensive tax exemptions and the various

incentives to local and foreign capitalists.
For the bourgeoisie, war is always good

business, and despite the "national emer

gency," it's business as usual. It wasn't

an exception to the rule—as the reform

ists of the "Zionist leff tried to maintain

— on the contrary, it was highly symbolic
that while Sapir called on the "whole na

tion to tighten its belt," the Knesset quick

ly approved yet another special law grant

ing full tax exemption (even from inheri
tance tax) to "capital intensive corpora
tions" for thirty-five years(!).
In other words, the Israeli government's

solution to the present crisis follows bour
geois interests and is aimed at making

the Israeli proletariat pay the economic

costs of the war. Together with this, how
ever, the bourgeoisie intends to utilize the

"national emergency" to liquidate the so

cial gains and elementary rights the work

ers still enjoy as a class.

Liquidating Social Gains
and Rights of the Workers

Even before the cease-fire, newspapers

were filled with declarations, editorials,
forecasts, etc., revealing the bourgeoisie's

intentions. All these spokesmen of course
justified their statements with the "emer

gency situation," but their aim was never

theless crystal clear.
The director of the Bank of Israel, for

example, called for prolonging the pres

ent labor contracts to the end of 1975.
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The director of Coor, the huge indus
trial complex owned by the Histadrut, was

campaigning energetically for longer

working hours without extra pay; this
demand was then taken up by the Gov
ernment Minister's Committee for Eco

nomic Affairs. The vice-director of the

Ministry for Industry and Commerce

stated that the main task before the Is

raeli economy is greatly to increase pro
ductivity (that is, increase the rate of ex
ploitation), and the minister for posts and
communication declared, "We must cut
drastically the standard of living . . . and
we must work more hours, more days,

and freeze all labor contracts and wage
levels." (iWa'anw, October 28, 1973.)

Others came out against paying an in
creased rate for overtime and opposed
paying unemployment security payments,

etc. But the most explicit of them all was
the economic editor of Ha'areiz, the

mouthpiece of the Israeli bourgeoisie, who
wrote:

"The sacred principle in Israeli econ
omy and society, that the working con
ditions should be worsened, a principle
that is regarded as a first-rate social

achievement, might turn into the main
obstacle in the way of labor mobility,
which is the essential precondition for
utilizing the full potential of the Israeli
economy and adapting it to the war ef

fort Only upward mobility is known in
the Israeii economy, a movement for more
social gains and better working condi
tions. From now on, we will have to get
accustomed to downward mobility as well.
"These days are not suitable for cru

sades for new social gains, nor for the
maintenance of the present ones if they
become an obstacle to realizing the whole
potential of the economy. Among the first
'holy cows' that must be sacrificed in the

national emergency effort is the link be

tween the worker and his place of work,
as well as between the worker and the

Conditions and social gains he has now.
"This woudn't be the only difficulty the

workers would have to bear. Wage freeze,
cancellation of tax exemption to work
ers [granted to low-income groups and
families with a large number of children]
and perhaps even increased working
hours per day, are all possibilities that
should be explored. . . ."
The editor then invoked again the "na

tional emergency" and paid lip service to
the "unity of the people," saying that per
haps not "everything" should be loaded
on the shoulders of the workers and that

the economic burden should be divided

equally. He then summed up:
"But no real progress toward the re

organization of the economy and its adap
tation to the war effort would be achieved

if it were necessary to conduct constantly
a defensive war on the flanks against
elements that wiU insist on raising, even
in the period of national emergency, the

sanctity of social struggles." (Ha'areiz,
November 5, 1973.)
The intentions of the bourgeoisie are

openly stated. After getting the govern
ment, with the tacit agreement of the His

tadrut, to load the price of the October

War on the workers, the bourgeoisie is
now demanding that the impending work
ers struggles be crushed and that their

gains and rights as a class be liquidated.

In this way the bourgeoisie could reor

ganize the Israeli economy — "rationalize"

it—arid solve the crisis on the backs of

the workers.

The bourgeoisie must solve the chron
ic problems plaguing the economy (the
balance-of-payments deficit, inflation, low
productivity, etc.) and simultaneously ex
tend the protectionism and economic "hot

house" conditions enjoyed by foreign and
local investors. The bourgeoisie is using
demagogic slogans like "national emer
gency" and "the need to adapt the economy
to the war effort' to mask its aim of dras

tically cutting the workers' standard of

living, liquidating their social gains and
elementary rights, and containing and
crushing their struggles in the future.
The bourgeoisie wants to freeze wages,

forbid strikes, and use administrative de
crees and "labor courts" to intimidate the

workers and prevent them from striking
and struggling. It demands downward

mobility, and it refuses to pay cost-of-
living escalator payments and unemploy
ment insurance to laid-off workers. And

it urgently needs partial unemployment
so that a substantial industrial reserve

army will be available as an added fac

tor in crushing workers struggles.
Those aims are openly stated. The bour

geois motives are also open and obvious.
Faced with a recession and diminishing

markets, the Israeli bourgeoisie strives to
maintain its profits by rationalizing the
economy so as to raise the rate of exploita
tion of the proletariat. It believes it can
get away with that because of—you
guessed it— the "national emergency."
The bourgeoisie doesn't take seriously

the government's declarations promising
an imminent economic boom. Those are

for internal cotisumption only—to put to
sleep the workers and the petty-bourgeoi
sie. The bourgeoisie understands perfectly
well the fact that there isn't any possi
bility of turning declining industries and
laid-off workers to military production,
simply as a result of quantitative consid

erations—unless all of Israel becomes a

department of the Pentagon and its popu
lation divides itself between those serving
in the army and those who serve them

and produce the military equipment

Similarly, the bourgeoisie doesn't take

seriously the possibility of producing for

export; that is just another myth. Every

one stUl recalls the pre-1967 economic

recession. Then also, the stated aim was

to improve the balance of payments by

a significant increase in exports. But that,
of course, was not achieved, and then
there were no "bottlenecks," no large-scale

military mobilization, and no immense

military expenses, as there are today.
Furthermore, the pr6-1967 recession

took place in a completely different inter

national context: in the course of a world

economic upsurge. Today, even if we ig

nore for the moment the complete political
isolation of Israel (a fact detrimental to
exports, trade agreements, and access to

foreign markets) the world imperialist
economic system is in the first stages of a

general recession and is periodically

shaken by monetary crises. Interimperial-

ist competition has greatly intensified and

aU countries are implementing protection
ist measures.

But despite all the advantages that
existed in the pre-1967 recession, no in

crease of exports was realized. The only

achievement then was the "improvement
of the discipline and morale of labor"

(to use the cynical formulation of the
bourgeois economists), that is, the crush
ing of worker militancy and the raising
of the rate of exploitation. And exactly
this is the bourgeoisie's goal today.
Achieving this goal is now more ur

gent for the Israeli bourgeoisie in view

of the immense price of the war, the criti
cal situation of the balance of payments,

the recession that is taking hold of the
economy, and the possibility of achiev
ing some sort of politicai "settlement" in
Geneva. It is reasonable to assume that

as a result of such a settlement the Is

raeli bourgeoisie stands to lose substan

tial advantages, especially the cheap Arab
labor and the markets in the occupied ter

ritories.

Moreover, in case of the remote pos

sibility that the settlement will result in

open borders and trade with the neigh

boring Arab countries, the Israeli bour
geoisie must improve its competitiveness

vis-a-vis Western producers who market

their commodities in the Arab East and

who enjoy modern technologies, high pro
ductivity, and increasing return to scale,
and vis-a-vis the Arab bourgeoisie, which
enjoys relatively cheap labor. The only

road open for the Israeli bourgeoisie —

aside from initiating another "defensive"
war, for which they would have to re

ceive U. S. approval, which is unlikely in
the near future — is to reduce drastically

the price of Israeli labor and sharply
increase its rate of exploitation.

Realizing this goal, which entails the
liquidation of the social gains of the
workers, is today within the reach of the
Israeli bourgeoisie, which has greatiy in
creased, its power in recent years and
today is demonstrating a self-confidence
and aggressiveness not previousiy wit
nessed in the history of the "Zionist Enter

prise."

(To be continued.)
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Interview With a Zambian Trotskyist

Kaunda's Regime and Colonized Southern Africa
[The following interview with a Zam

bian Trotskyist was obtained by Tony
Thomas on March 1.1

Question. Could you describe the
economic life of Zambia and who con
trols W

Answer. Eighty percent of the pop
ulation is still engaged in subsistence
farming, with no real market agri
culture. Outside of that, the concen

tration is in the copper-mining areas

and along railways connecting those
areas with Angola, Tanzania, and
Rhodesia, through which the copper
is shipped.
The copper mines are the center of

the Zambian economy, accounting for
over 90 percent of exports. They are

owned by Anglo-Americans, one of
the main South African mining firms,
and by the Roan Selection Trust, a
Rhodesian firm. The headquarters of

the Zambian operations of these firms
have moved to Bermuda and London

respectively, in an attempt to mask
the fact that they are owned by capi

talists based in white-minority-ruled
countries.

The government established a "ma
jority ownership plan" several years
ago by which the government now

has 51 percent ownership in the mines.

However, this has brought about no

change except in appearance. The
government has become more inte

grated into these trusts, supplying gov
ernment or UNIP [United National
Independence party — the only legal
party in Zambia] officials as officials
in these trusts. However, control still

remains in outside, white colonialist

hands.

These companies use a"management
contract" to protect minority interests.

The government hires the same inter
ests that have the minority share to

manage the company. This means
that they get to decide what takes
place in regard to training, employ
ment, expansion, investment, etc. They
also can cover their loss in their share

of the profits by hiring subcontractors
and firms for machinery and various

forms of work from their own firms

and paying them very high fees. In
essence, these Rhodesian and South

African firms are running the mines

as they did before, but are also being
paid by the government to do it.
The government is also giving them

a tax write-off since the government

cannot afford to pay direct compen
sation.

Q. What social basis does the Kaun-
da regime rest on?

A. Since independence in 1964, the

real political basis of the regime has
been a compromise between aspiring
capitalist and middle-class elements
led by Kenneth Kaunda's UNIP, and
the Rhodesian and South African in

terests that own the mines.

It is supposed to be a popular gov
ernment based on the struggle for in
dependence, but the demands that were
raised by the masses during the inde
pendence struggle have been pushed
into the background because the gov
ernment does not want to strain its

relations with the white-settler regimes.
The middle-class elements within

Zambia itself have in large part be
come caretakers of the big firms, with
their posts in them. The mining firms
have a conscious strategy of picking
out individuals within the Zambian

middle class and upper class, giving
them positions, and thus securing their
firms against industrial actions.
Accordingly, the government has

maintained a very hostile attitude to
ward the workers under the slogan
"We must sacrifice." At this time, all

strikes by miners and other workers
are completely illegal. The govern

ment knows very well that the mining
sector is very highly explosive and
potentially powerful. The government
has continually arrested and detained

workers, especially in the mines, who
tend toward any form of independent
action.

At the same time, the government

has moved to co-opt the trade-union
bureaucracy. The trade unions have
become an official arm of UNIP, with

the union leaders being drawn into the
government on the basis of UNIP's

capitalistic approach. Building inde
pendent workers organizations outside
of this context is illegal. This has
strengthened the hand of both govern
ment and union leaders to oppose all

workers actions and has caused de

moralization of many worker mili

tants.

Q. Could you describe some of the
conditions miners and other workers

face?

A. The amount of wealth that the

mines provide is immense. However,

even despite the so-called majority
ownership by the government, the
miners have received only a slight im

provement in their wages since inde
pendence. And that in the light of a

rise in world copper prices and mount
ing inflation in Zambia.

The cost of living has gone up tre
mendously, given the rising shortage
of food and items that must be ob

tained from outside Zambia. On some

basic necessities, the price has gone

up more than four times in recent

years.

There is also a very acute housing
situation. While most of the miners

are provided with houses by the mine
companies, we have the development
of large shantytowns around the ma

jor cities. There live people who have

no homes, who live in shacks made

of waste wood, tin, and corrugated
metal. These are people from the coun

tryside coming to the cities, chiefly
being employed as workers in
the small businesses and shops that

are developing with the growth of an
aspiring African middle class based
on the mining firms and the govern
ment.

Within these shantytowns we also

have a larger and larger unemployed
segment for whom there are no jobs
in the countryside, the mines, or the

towns. This large unemployed layer
has contributed to the low wages in
industry.

Q. Could you explain Zambia's re
lationship to the unliberated areas of
southern Africa?

A. The whole region has been dom-
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inated economically by South Africa.
There are only three independentcoun-
tries in the region: Malawi, which has

an openly collaborationist policy with
South Africa; Botswana, which can

not even really be considered political
ly independent from South Africa; and

Zambia.

Zambia is locked into a very stra
tegic position. It borders on the Por

tuguese colonies of Mozambique and

Angola and on the white-settler-ruled

countries of Namibia [South West Af
rica] and Zimbabwe [Rhodesia].
Zambia allows passage to these

countries to the various African lib

eration organizations. They have of

fices and can receive supplies and in
formation there. This places Zambia
under the danger of direct imperialist
intervention in order to stop the strug
gles in these countries.

This danger has been seen in bor
der areas, where the white colonial

ists have crossed over in "pursuif of
the liberation forces. On the Angolan
border, the Portuguese have bombed
several Zambian villages because
they claimed they harbored the lib
eration forces.

Q. What has been the Kaunda re
gime's attitude toward this question?

A. The leadership wants to play
down the danger of a military con
frontation with imperialism by enter
ing into economic compromises. The
most important companies in Zam
bia are controlled by South African
and Rhodesian firms.

The UNIP leaders have tried to play
down the idea of mass struggle against
the minority regimes. They say that
this is a thing only for politicians to
think about or do something about.
They are opposed to any independent
organization by Zambians against the
colonialist regimes and in support of
the liberation forces.

This means concretely that when
people try to set up such groups, they
are banned by the government.
There was one organization called

Africa 2000. It worked very closely
with the liberation movements that

have offices in Zambia. It was a med

ium of communication with similar

support groups outside of Zambia.
They thought that since there were

support groups outside of the country,
why couldn't there be one in Zam

bia? They passed on supplies and
materials to the liberation groups.
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Africa 2000 was also involved in

a mass education campaign. They de
manded that publications of the lib
eration groups be included in the li
braries and the schools. They de
manded that the question of the un-

liberated areas be discussed in his

tory and current affairs classes in the

schools.

This group was outlawed by the
government. Even church support

groups, which were tolerated for a

little while, have been banned.

Q. How was this problem reflected
around the Rhodesian blockade of
Zambia last year?

A. What happened at the time was
that there were several confrontations

on the border between the liberation

KAUNDA: Interferes witfi support for
liberation struggles.

groups and Rhodesian security forces.
Now what Rhodesia did was to move

toward an embargo because Zambia
was using rail links with Rhodesia
to export its copper. This was intend

ed to force Zambia to stop giving ac
cess to the liberation groups.
Zambia received support from the

United Nations and others to reroute

the copper by road and railway
through Tanzania and also through
Portuguese-held Angola. There was
broad support for this. However, peo
ple wanted this policy of boycott to
be applied as a permanent policy to

all the white-settler regimes. There was
also a major demand for arming the
people to defend against imperialist
attack. This was opposed by the gov

ernment, which set up a draft instead.

The government was clearly afraid
that setting up a popular militia would
have dangerous social implications for
their interests and the imperialist in

terests in our country.

Q. What solutions do you see for
the economic and political problems
facing Zambia?

A. What is needed is a government
controlled by the workers and poor
farmers to put the government and
economic resources of the country un

der control of the Zambian masses,

not the imperialists or their Zambian
caretakers. We need a socialist revo

lution.

The class gaps in the country are
widening. More and more of an Afri
can middle class is being produced.
At the same time, their small business

es and the extension of the government

and the mines are creating a stronger

African working class. The popularity
UNIP gained by being in the leader
ship of the independence struggle is
being worn away by its clear identi

fication with African and imperialist

elements hostile to the Zambian mass

es.

Another factor that will deepen the

social struggles in our country, as I
have already explained, is the strug
gles in the unliberated areas and the

threat of an imperialist attack on Zam
bia. The only way that these prob
lems can be met is by taking power
away from UNIP and Kaunda and
putting it in the hands of the African

working masses. □

Preserving Their Heritage

Columnist Jack Anderson reports that
the U.S. National Park Service is plan
ning to reconstruct the outdoor privy be
hind the boyhood home of former Presi
dent Herbert Hoover. This touch of Amer
icana is being put together "plank by
plank, near the cottage where the 31st
President was born in West Branch, Iowa.
The Hoover Presidential Library and
burial site are part of the same com
pound." The structure, Anderson noted,
is intended to be functional as well as
decorative: "In addition to adding an air
of authenticity to the Hoover park, the
outhouse will hide an electrical trans
former."



North Korea Proposes Peace Talks

In a letter to the U.S. Congress, the
Supreme People's Assembly of North
Korea has proposed "concluding a peace

agreement directly with the United
States."

The letter, dated March 25, suggested
that such an agreement would include a

mutual nonaggression pact and a com

mitment by Washington not to prevent

Korean reunification, a prohibition on in

troduction of weapons into Korea, the

withdrawal of U.S. troops and weapons
"at the earliest possible date," and a pro

hibition against the establishment of "a

military or operational base for any for

eign country."

The Assembly proposed that negotia
tions be held at Panmunjom or in a third
country.

Supporters of Chilean Revolutionists
Hold Notional Conference in France

The first national conference of the

"Committee in Support of the Revolution

ary Struggle of the Chilean People" met in
Paris March 23-24. More than 300 dele

gates, representing about 8,000 members,
attended.

The organization was launched about
six months ago, immediately following
the downfall of the Allende regime. Most

of the far-left groups in France have
backed the movement, helping it with pub

licity and tfie participation of activists.
It was reported at the conference that

more than 500,000 francs (about
$US102,000) had been collected and al
ready sent to the resistance.

In a "political platform" adopted by a
vote of 296 to 23, the conference out

lined the organization's objectives. "It is

a question," the platform said among other
things, "of helping those who, today, are
working to rebuild the revolutionary

movement by drawing the lessons of the
past ... of supporting those who do not
want to go back to the framework of a
democratized bourgeois state, but who in

tend to struggle to bring down the dictator
ship, to destroy its roots, and to construct
socialism. That is why our political sup

port must go to the revolutionary wing of
the resistance, and our active solidarity
be directed to supporting all the activities

of the resistance that weaken the bour

geoisie, and to aiding the victims of the
repression."

In a press release issued March 25,

the Socialist Youth Movement and the

Socialist Students announced that they

were withdrawing from the organization.
They accused the supporters of the week

ly paper Rouge of having taken over the

conference "by antidemocratic means" and

of "imposing an adventuristic and sectar
ian line, giving financial support only to

the MIR, refusing to accept the line fol
lowed by the Chilean workers and their

organizations in the Resistance, that is,

struggling in a united way."

This was immediately answered by the

Committee in Support of the Revolution

ary Struggle of the Chilean People. The

committee denied "giving financial sup

port solely to the MIR."

It pointed out that the platform adopted

by a huge majority at the conference de
clared "clear solidarity with all the cur

rents of the Chilean resistance in face of

the repression" but that the platform Eilso

specified that "political support' should

go to "the revolutionary wing of that resis

tance."

"We do not propose in any manner,"

the statement continued, "to dictate a strat

egy or tactics to the organizations strug
gling in ChUe, nor to serve as the mouth

piece in France of any Chilean organiza

tion. ... It is in accordance with the

demands of the revolutionary left in Chile

that we are sending funds to the Rome

secretariat."

Mounting Student Unrest in Brazil

The military dictatorship in Brazil is
reported to be worried about mounting

student unrest.

In the middle of March a strike broke

out in the school of medicine at the Uni

versity of Sao Paulo in protest against

the system of internship. The action was
backed by all 1,050 students.

At the university's branches at Ribei-
rao Preto and Sao Carlos students staged

strike actions to protest increased prices

in student restaurants.

There has also been a noticeable in

crease in the distribution of protest leaflets

and pamphlets on various campuses.

Tribunal Finds 4 Latin American Juntas

Guilty of 'Crimes Against Humanity'

An inquiry held in Rome under the

sponsorship of the Bertrand Russell Peace

Foundation found the governments of
Bolivia, Brazil, Chile, and Uruguay guilty
of "crimes against humanity."
The international tribunal issued a state

ment April 6 calling on all governments

to cut off economic and military aid to
the guilty regimes.

Among the cases of torture in Brazil

described by witnesses was the submission
of a one-year-old baby to electric shocks
in the presence of the father. When the

father threw himself on the torturer, he
was killed on the spot.

The tribunal assembled evidence on

more than 1,000 cases of torture in Brazil

alone.

Special attention was called to the role
of U. S. companies in bringing military

juntas to power in Latin America and
maintaining them in office.

Tokyo to Aid Thieu

Under an agreement signed in Saigon

March 30, the Japanese government will
provide the Thieu dictatorship with $50
million in aid — $30 million in the form
of a loan and $20 million as a grant
for "postwar reconstruction."

Boumedienne to Pay French Exploiters

The Boumedienne government is "on the

point of reaching an agreement to in
demnify the French companies that were

nationalized in 1963 and 1966 after

[Algerian] independence was won," ac
cording to Le Monde (March 31). The
Paris daily ascribes its information to

"private sources."

The amount involved was put at 130
million francs (about $US 26.5 million).

Saigon Buddhists Protest Imprisonment

The March 31 issue of the Paris daily

Le Monde reports that 340 Buddhist pris

oners, held in Chi Hoa prison in Saigon,
began a hunger strike March 1.

Representatives of NBC and CBS, two

U. S. television chains, interviewed the
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hunger strikers on March 13. However,
their film was seized by the prison di
rector, Lt. Col. Phan Vanhai.

In a statement issued in behalf of the

group February 20, the Reverend Thich
Ming Hoang said, among other things:
"We were arrested during roundups look

ing for army conscripts. Because of our
categorical refused to become soldiers,
which is against our religion and our
personal convictions, the government of
the Republic of Vietnam imprisoned us as
coming under military jurisdiction,
charging us with 'indiscipline' and 'dis
obeying the orders of superiors.' During
our imprisonment we have been brutalized
and deprived of clothing, food, and medi
cine. Some of us have been held in pris

on for six years, the newest ones for a
year."

Previously held in a recruiting center,

the Buddhists were transferred to Chi Hoa

prison when they refused once again to
serve as soldiers. This led them to declare

a hunger strike.

Wang Ming Dies

Wang Ming, one of Stalin's most faith

ful Chinese disciples, died in Moscow

March 27 "after a long and serious Ul-

ness," according to Pravda. He was born

AprU 9, 1904.

Wang joined the Chinese Communist
party in 1926. He studied in the Soviet

Union at the University of the Toilers

of the East for the next three years.

Upon returning to China, he sought

to make a career of being the most faith

ful exponent of the thought of Stalin in

the internal struggles of the Chinese Com
munist party.

In the 1931-37 period, Stalin rewarded

him with a high post in the Comintern.

Although Mao eventually elbowed him

out, Wang was kept on the top bodies

of the Chinese Communist party. In 1956
he again went to Moscow "for reasons of

health."

With the outbreak of the Sino-Soviet

conflict, Wang Ming made a specialty of
defending Khrushchev and then Brezh

nev against Mao Tsetung. The articles
that appeared with his name as author

matched Peking's productions in factional

virulence.

Czechoslovak Stalinists Revoke

Citizenship of Eduard Goldstuecker

The Czechoslovak government has

stripped Eduard Goldstuecker of his citi

zenship. The official justification for the
action was that Goldstuecker "lives abroad

and is carrying out alien activities against

Czechoslovakia which infringe state in
terests."

Goldstuecker was chairman of the Gzech-

oslovak Union of Writers during the

Prague Spring. He now lives and teaches
in England.

In a statement to the press April 12,

Goldstuecker said: "1 shall consider my

self still a citizen of Czechoslovakia. I

am being deprived of citizenship of my

country by a regime that is not the re
gime of an independent state but the or
gan of a foreign power."

Report U.S. Offer of Loan to Cairo

Washington has made an "informal of

fer" of a $500 million low-interest loan

to the Egyptian government, according

to Ihsan Abdel Kuddous, editor of the

Cairo weekly Akhbar El Yom. The April
14 Neio York Times quoted Kuddous as

saying that the offer was intended as "a

token of good intentions."

Neither U.S. nor Egyptian officials

would comment on the report. Kuddous,

according to the Times, "has close per

sonal relations" with President Anwar el-

Sadat.

Government Nationalizes Holdings of
Royal Dutch-Shell in Libya

Tripoli Radio announced March 30 that

the Libyan government had completely

nationalized the petroleum operations in
that country of Royal Dutch-Shell. The

company's holdings were in Oasis Oil

Company, a consortium in which Mara

thon OU, Continental OU, and Amerada

Hess also participated. Last September,

the latter three companies agreed to a
51 percent take-over of their interests by
the government, but Royal Dutch-Shell

refused.

The broadcast said that a Libyan com
mittee would conduct a study to deter
mine the amount of compensation to be

paid for the new nationalization.

Mexico Seeks Warmer Ties With Cuba

The Mexican government has recently

been seeking to improve diplomatic rela
tions with Cuba. While Mexico was the

only Latin American country that refused
to bow to State Department pressure to

break diplomatic ties with Havana ten
years ago, relations remained cool and
formal.

On March 29 Mexico's foreign minister,
Emilio O. Rabasa, flew to Cuba for a

four-day visit. This was the first time that
a Mexican foreign minister visited Havana

since the Cuban revolution fifteen years

ago.

It has been announced that President

Luis Echeverria Alvarez is likewise plan

ning to visit Cuba later this year.

Various reasons have been advanced

for these diplomatic moves. Echeverrici,

it is said, wants to improve his leftist

image in preparation for playing a bigger
role in the "third world."

It has also been rumored that he wants

to serve as an intermediary between Wash
ington and Havana in an effort to end the
State Department's aggressive policy
toward Cuba.

The moves also fit in with Moscow's

long-sustained policy of seeking to house-
break the Cuban revolution. During his

visit to Cuba at the end of January, Brezh

nev stressed "peaceful coexistence," the de
tente with the United States, and the "com

plete identity" of Cuban and Soviet views
in international relations.

Brezhnev's propaganda along this line
received unusually warm acclaim from

Cuban officials, including Castro.

Belgium Deports Hunger Strikers

Ten North African workers who had

been conducting a hunger strike since
March 22 were arrested by Belgian police

April 1, shoved onto a plane specially
requisitioned by the government, and
flown to their countries of origin.

Nine of the hunger strikers were seized

in a police raid on a church in a small
town near Brussels where they had been

holding out.

The workers had entered Belgium as

tourists and then sought permission to

stay as residents. They also demanded
work permits as well as suppression of
police control over foreigners.

Rosenberg'Evidence' Disappears

The United States Attorney's office has
claimed that key exhibits in the case of
Julius and Ethel Rosenberg have "disap
peared." The disclosure was made in a
suit filed April 9 by Morton Sobell to al
low inspection of ten of the exhibits.
Julius and Ethel Rosenberg were exe

cuted in the electric chair in 1953 at the

height of the McCarthyite witch-hunt in the
United States. They were accused of con.-
spiring to transmit the "secref of the atom
bomb to the Soviet Union. At the tune,
the charges were widely held to be a frame-
up.

Morton Sobell served almost eighteen

years on charges of being a fellow con
spirator and is still required to report
to the United States Board of Parole untU

1981.

From the beginning of the case and
throughout the long years in prison, he

stoutly maintained his innocence. He now
hopes that he "might be able to prove
an exhibit a fraud."

Among the exhibits Sobell wants to ex
amine are four sketches that David Green-

glass the chief prosecution witness, averred
were replicas of drawings he allegedly
made for transmission to Julius Rosen

berg or Harry Gold as a spy courier.
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Mass Demonstrations in Eritrea

Protests Spread Throughout Ethiopia

The continued unrest in Ethiopia
has for the first time spread in a
massive way to the population of Eri

trea, a "province" that has been strug

gling for its independence from Addis
Ababa for more than a decade. An

Associated Press dispatch in the April
3 Tokyo Daily Yomiuri reported that

10,000 persons demonstrated in the

town of Adi Ugri, thirty-five miles

south of Asmara, against "authorities

who have not cared for electricity and
water supplies." Beginning on April
9, hospital employees and other muni

cipal workers in Asmara staged a

wave of strikes, demanding the dis

missal of Asmara's mayor.

Previous protests in Eritrea ap

peared to have been confined to the
troops at Asmara and the sailors at
Massawa, most of whom are from
other parts of Ethiopia, and to a few
actions by the Eritrean Liberation

Front (ELF), one of the guerrilla or
ganizations fighting for Eritrea's in
dependence. On March 26 three Amer
icans and two Canadians searching

for oil for the Tenneco Oil Company

were captured by forces of the ELF
after their helicopter crashed in Eri
trea.

The April 3 Daily Yomiuri also re
ported that Jimma, the capital of Kefa
province, was paralyzed by a general
strike. An April 7 Agence France-

Presse dispatch reported that telephone
lines between Diredawa, in Harar

Province, and Addis Ababa, had been

cut by railroad workers. Railway
workers threatened to strike on April

9 for higher wages. On the night of
April 10 an inspection train was de
railed when it hit a sabotaged section

of tracks, killing one policeman. The

next day forty leaders of the railway
union were arrested, and other union

leaders met to plan actions in response

to the arrests.

In Addis Ababa, bus drivers went

on strike April 7, for the third time
in six weeks, demanding the dismis

sal of five directors of the bus com

pany. Four days later, 10,000 work

ers marched through the capital to

Emperor Halle Selassie's Jubilee Pal

ace demanding the dismissal of Halle

Giorgis Workineh, the mayor of Ad
dis Ababa. The next day Workineh
was ousted. Although the garbage
workers went back to work after this

victory, 2,000 bus drivers, factory
workers, and students marched once

more the following day.

Rebel troops of the Third Division
took over the government radio sta

tion in Harar, the capital of Harar

province, on April 7 and demanded
the resignation of the army deputy
chief of staff. Lieutenant General Halle

Baikedagne. The radio announcer,

identified as the Voice of the Ethiopian
Eastern Command, said that a cur

few had been imposed "because of cor

rupt and criminal officials still in pow
er in Ethiopia." The rebel soldier went

on: "It is our duty as members of the

armed forces to see to it that the crim

inals in power are brought to justice."
Baikedagne immediately submitted
his resignation and the rebellious

troops went back to their barracks the

following day.

But on April 12, units of the mech
anized brigade of the Third Division

arrested officers and businessmen in

Jijiga, about forty-five miles east of

Harar, demanding an end to hoard

ing of food grains by merchants, high

prices, and profiteering. They also de
manded that the courts move faster to

prosecute grain dealers.
Earlier in the month, students at

Haile Selassie University in Addis

Ababa boycotted classes and staged

a hunger strike, calling on the regime

to meet the demands of Ethiopia's 20
million sharecroppers, many of whom

have been struggling to regain their

land; to stop killing political prisoners;

to stop the arrests of dissident troops;
and to declare a state of emergency to

deal with the spreading famine in

southern Ethiopia.

According to the April 1 Washington

Post, three members of parliament rep

resenting famine-stricken Wallo prov
ince issued a statement, which was

printed in the Ethiopian Herald, blam
ing the regime for the deaflis of more

than 250,000 persons in the famine
in Wallo. "Without the inaction of the

former government," the statement

said, "the disaster would never have

reached such proportions in Ethiopia."

About 300 high school students

marched through Addis Ababa the

same day, chanting antigovernment

slogans. They were attacked by the
police and some were beaten.
In Dessye, the capital of Wallo prov

ince, fighting was reported during a

student strike. In Jimma, according to

an April 1 Associated Press dispatch,

"student vigilante groups" detained a
number of corrupt local officials.

An Agence France-Presse dispatch
dated April 11 said: "Reports that rev
olutionary committees and people's

tribunals were being setup amid ever

growing hostility toward provincial
governors and local authorities con
tinued to pour in from the country

side."

In the face of such widespread un

rest, Premier Endalkachew Makonnen

announced on March 30 that the gov

ernment would issue a white paper on

its proposals for political, social, eco
nomic, and land "reform." In his radio

and television speech, Makonnen

called on the armed forces, police,

and the entire population to help main

tain "law and order."

"He warned," said an Associated

Press dispatch in the April 1 Daily

Yomiuri, "that the country will suffer
'in many ways' if order was not guar

anteed. He said foreign assistance and
technical aid, 'let alone our own de

velopment efforts,' will be drastically
affected if donor countries suspend aid

because of 'uncertainties' in the coun

try." He also claimed that the demands
of the striking workers, if met, would
deplete the government's,revenues, and
that the wildcat strikes were damaging

the economy.

Makonnen's cabinet announced on

April 8 that the white paper contained
proposals for land reform, without
specifying how those "reforms" would
be carried out. The Ethiopian parlia

ment, which is dominated by land
lords and aristocrats, has rarely

passed even mild land-reform bills.
The few that have been passed were

never carried out. When Makonnen at

tempted to present the cabinet's mea
sures to the parliament on April 10,
he was shouted down by the deputies.
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On the Workers Offensive in Martinique

[A series of important iabor strug
gles swept the French West Indian

colony of Martinique earlier this year,

culminating in a week-long general

strike in mid-February. As a result

of these strikes and demonstrations,

Martiniquan workers were able to win

some of their demands for wage in
creases and job security.

[The following assessment of the
struggles was written by the Political
Bureau of the Groupe Revolution So-
cialiste (Socialist Revolution Group),
the Antilles section of the Fourth In

ternational. The GRS played an im
portant role in organizing the general
strike, which was brutally attacked by
the police and army.

[The statement appeared in the

March issue of Liberation/Antilles-Gu-
yane, the newspaper published by GRS
members living in France. The trans

lation is by Intercontinental Press.]

1. The powerful workers offensive
that swept Martinique constituted the
first step of a vigorous response by
the Antillean masses to the high cost
of living, low wages, discrimination,
and injustice.
In a magnificent outpouring, thou

sands of workers from the newspaper
France-Antilles, the electrical workers
union, the building trades, the munici
pal governments, the banks, business

offices, the hotels, the docks, the big
factories, the apartment complexes, the
hospitals, the teaching profession — all
with the support of the high-school
and college students —left their jobs,
took to the streets, and once again
'gave the trade-union central office the

place it deserves at the very heart
of the country's life.
2. Reactionaries of all stripes, who

had been convinced that the workers

wouid agree to pay the cost of the
crisis of capitalism without a struggie,
were overcome with both panic and a
sheer mania for repression.
The colonial regime was not con

tent with adding the names of [Renor]
llmany and [Georges] Marie-Louise
[two banana workers killed by the
police during the generai strike] to
the long list of martyrs of the An

tillean people. It had to go further

and make a ludicrous effort to cover

its crimes by creating a diversion —

the hysterical campaign against "left
ists," particulariy the Groupe Revolu

tion Socialiste.

By adopting the official version put
forward by Messrs. Orsetti [governor
of Martinique] and Stasi [former
French minister of overseas colonies],
the bourgeois press in both the Antil
les and in France frequently reported
the events from a policeman's point of
view, tending to leave the impression
that the incidents that occurred in the

course of the struggles were the work

of "uncontrollable" groups.
3. The reformist leaderships, who

for their part were at a loss for what
to do when confronted with the unex

pected breadth of the February strug
gles and were driven to panic by the
explosion of long-repressed popular
discontent, objectively lent credence to

the regime's trumped-up version.

They system a ticaliy distorted the

positions of the GRS and consciously
concocted an idiotic amalgam of the
GRS and the other far-left groups.
They finally ended up adding their
voice to the chorus of slanders and

calumnies heaped on the GRS by the
bourgeoisie and the government.
4. The workers are familiar with

our politics. Ail of them want to make

the trade unions into effective instru

ments of struggle. Their aim is to
carry out generalized and demo

cratically organized struggles around

clear, unifying demands.

Preparation of, participation in, and
support to workers struggles are basic

tasks for communist militants. That

is what the coinmunist militants of the

GRS did. That is what they will con
tinue to do, while putting forward the
slogans, demands, and forms of action

that seem correct to them and, at the

same time, respecting workers demo

cracy—that is, the decisions adopted
by the majority of the workers.
5. The workers— and not only those

who belong to the GRS —must express
their indignation with the insulting

charge that they are incapable of lead
ing their own struggles. They must

call these charges by their true name:
sheer police provocations designed to

prepare public opinion for repression

— first against far-left militants and

particularly the GRS, but then quick

ly spreading to all working-class polit

ical organizations and trade unions.

Faced with the repressive intent of

the government and the bourgeoisie,

and with the bosses' thinly veiled

threat to organize private armed
bands, workers self-defense can only

be organized through working-class

unity.

6. The government's present plans

— giving the workers some crumbs

while lashing out at selected militants

— will be smashed by the resistance of

the workers. Martiniquan working

people cannot be satisfied with a few
concessions paid for so dearly with

the blood of llmany and Marie-Louise,

or with a few vague promises from

cabinet ministers.

The movement, even in the opinion
of the trade-union leaderships, has
only been temporarily suspended; it
has not been stopped. The workers
will not allow themselves to be stripped
of the fruits of their batties. Sickened

but in no way disheartened by Chal-
vet's butchery, they will renew the
struggle to hold on to the gains of
February, to block the government's
maneuvers and efforts at intimidation,

and to win those demands they have
raised that have yet to be met.
7. To accomplish these aims it is

necessary to draw a balance sheet of

January and February — one that is
not marked by complacency — in order
to persuade the trade-union organiza
tions to stop hesitating and to come
forward with overall perspectives that
are absolutely clear.
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Instead of being simply the sum

of partial and similar struggles, the

movement must become generalized

and united around demands that are

common to all.

Among the demands, emphasis must
be placed on those thatbestcorrespond

to the requirements and possibilities

of the present situation:

— End low salaries, equal pay in

creases for everyone!

— Down with high prices and infla

tion; a sliding scale of wages under

workers control!

— No layoffs or unemployment; de

crease the hours of work with no loss

in pay!

To win, the workers must organize

themselves in all domains, above all

in the trade-union arena: membership

in the trade unions for the unorga

nized. Form new union locals where

there are none, and strengthen them

where they already exist. Fight for

the fullest trade-union democracy.

Massive participation in the general

assemblies in each sector. Active sup

port to the strike committees.

The workers must do this in order

to prevent the coming struggles from

being isolated like those of January

and February. The arrival in Marti

nique of the forces of repression sta

tioned in Guadeloupe and Guyane at

least contains a lesson: The govern
ment and the bosses are ready at any

moment to make use of our countries'

proximity. To combat the forces of

reaction, workers can and must take

action together, in order to apply

common solutions to the similar prob

lems that are posed in our countries.

9. We are not isolated. The strug

gles of January and February met an
unaccustomed response in France and
the rest of the world. Whatever distor

tions can be observed here and there

in the reporting or analysis of the
struggles, the fact remains that today

the rest of the world has a little bit

better idea of what is going on in this

country.

We will be able to count on interna

tional working-class solidarity, in par

ticular the solidarity of French work

ers, if we merit it through our mili

tancy and determination.

Forward to a victory of the work
ers!

Forward to workers unity in action!
Forward with the joint struggle of

the workers of the Antilles and

Guyane!
French troops, red berets, and le

gionnaires out of the Antilles! □

Call for Day of Actions in Defense of Grigorenko
[The following statement was re

leased in Amsterdam on April 3 and
in New York on April 9 by exiled
Soviet dissident Pavel Litvinov.l

Political persecution and attacks on
civil liberties have not been confined
to one country or bloc of countries,
and in recent years they have been
increasingly common and more inten
sive. Radicals, humanitarians, consis
tent advocates of democratic ideas,
socialists, and communists have found
themselves protesting about repression
in every continent and in almost every
country.

It is particularly regrettable that in
the countries of Eastern Europe, and
especially in the USSR and Czecho
slovakia, the tendency to solve polit
ical disputes by administrative and
repressive measures has become more
acute. Many elementary liberties have
once more been put in question. The
incarceration of Major General Gri
gorenko in a mental hospital, the
forced confinement of Vladimir Bukov-
sky, as well as the imprisonment of
numerous other people such as
Plyushch, Moroz, Svitlichny, and Lyu-

barski in the USSR, and also the
heavy penalties against Milan Hubl,
Jaroslav Sabata, Jan Tesar, and Jiri
Muller, among many others, in
Czechosolvakia, are famous cases in
point.

Like peace, civil liberties are indi
visible. Oppression in any country di
minishes humanity everywhere. Op
pression in a country with a socialist
constitution is a particular challenge
to the radical conscience of the rest
of the world, since these countries
claim themselves to be both demo
cratic and advanced in the field of
civil rights.

To all those human beings who feel
sympathy for the future of socialism
in this sense, and to all genuine demo
crats, we address this appeal.

We are calling for worldwide par
ticipation by socialists, communists,
democratic and humanitarian orga
nizations and individuals in three days
of protest against the repression of
civil liberties in the USSR and Czecho
slovakia, as well as in other Eastern
European countries.

The first of these we propose to
designate Grigorenko Day, which will
be fixed on May 7, 1974, the anni

versary of the imprisonment of Major
General Pyotr Grigorenko. On that
day we urge a worldwide initiative
of protests, meetings, and petitions in
solidarity with Pyotr Grigorenko and
all other victims of politically
motivated incarceration in mental hos
pitals and prisons in the USSR.

On the second day, November 27,
1974, which is the anniversary of the
arrest of Jaroslav Sabata and Jiri
Muller, and on the third day, March
29, 1975, which is the anniversary
of the imprisonment of Vladimir Bu-
kovsky, we propose similar worldwide
actions and efforts.

We appeal to men of goodwill
throughout the world to endorse and
support this appeal.

Pavel Litvinov, on behalf of the Ini
tiative Group for the Defense of
Human Rights in the Soviet Union,

Jiri Pelikan, for the collective of Listy,
the journal of the Czechoslovak So
cialist Opposition,

Andrei Sakharov, member of the
Academy of Sciences of the Soviet
Union,

Ken Coates and Chris Farley, for the
Bertrand Russell Peace Foundation.
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