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Thousands Attend Funeral
Of Murdered Trotskyists

m

Portugal

Soldiers, African Students
Demand End to Coioniai War



South Koreo

Kim Dae Jung

Brought to Trial
Ten months after Kim Dae Jung

was kidnapped by agents of the Ko
rean Central Intelligence Agency
(KCIA) from his hotel room in

Tokyo and forcibly returned to Seoul,
the dictatorship of President Park
Chung Hee brought him to trial June
5 for election-law violations allegedly

committed in 1967 and 1971.

Kim Dae Jung, a leader of the New

Democratic party, was elected to the
South Korean National Assembly in
1967, and ran for president in 1971

against Park Chung Hee, losing by a
small margin. When Park placed the
country under martial law in October
1972, Kim went into exile in Japan,

speaking out publicly against Park's
repressive moves and attempting to
rally the 600,000 Koreans in Japan
against Park. On August 8, 1973,
he was kidnapped, beaten, and taken
to Seoul. The regime put him under
house arrest until a face-saving agree
ment was reached in November be

tween Seoul and Tokyo, in which the
South Korean regime "apologized" for
the kidnapping and promised that Kim
would be allowed to leave South Ko

rea.

According to the June 6 Christian
Science Monitor, Japanese Foreign

Minister Masayoshi Ohira told a press
conference in Tokyo that the No
vember agreement had also included
the understanding that Kim would not
be arrested in connection with any

other case.

On the opening day of the trial,
about 500 persons, many of them sup
porters of Kim Dae Jung, packed the
courtroom. Kim was accused of as

serting during his 1971 election cam
paign that Park intended to make him
self president for life. Kim replied that
his prediction had come true.

The presiding judge of the Seoul
district criminal court. Park Choong

Soon, said after the June 5 sessions

that Kim "tended to acknowledge the
accusations." If convicted, Kim could

receive up to seven and a half years
in prison. □

Lei a Hundred People Bloom?
"Woman College Graduate Takes Root

in North China Countryside" — Hsinhua
headline. May 31.
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Argentina

Th ousands Attend Funeral of Slain Trotskyists
By Judy White

Between 4,000 and 5,000 persons
assembled in front of the national

«  headquarters of the PST (Partido So-

cialista de los Trabajadores—Social-

*  ist Workers party, a sympathizing or
ganization of the Fourth Internation

al) in Buenos Aires on June 1. They

came to attend the funeral of three

PST members kidnapped and slain

two days earlier by right-wing goons.

-  (See Intercontinental Press, June 10,

p. 707.)

This is how the funeral was de

scribed in the Argentine bourgeois

press:

"Banners and placards from politi
cal groups — Federacion Juvenil Co-

munista [Communist Youth Federa
tion], Accion Comunista [Communist
Action], Juventud Socialista de Avan-

zada [Vanguard Socialist Youth], Po-
litica Obrera [Workers Politics] —were

carried by groups made up mainly
of young persons," reported May aria.
Clarln noted the presence of dele

gations from the printers union, from
metalworkers locals in several iron

and steel plants, and from shipyards
in La Plata and Ensenada.

Funeral wreaths had been sent from,
among others, the Partido Revolucio-

-  nario de los Trabajadores (Revolu
tionary Workers party), Juventud
Peronista Regional I (Peronist Youth,
Region I), the Montoneros, the Com
munist party, and "la organizacion

"  subversiva declarada ilegal por el Go-
bierno" (the subversive organization
declared illegal by the government—a
reference to the Ejercito Revolucio-
nario del Pueblo [Revolutionary Army
of the People]).
Speakers at the rally included PST

leaders Nahuel Moreno and Juan

Carlos Coral, workers from several
plants that have recently been in
volved in struggles for union democ
racy, federal parliamentary deputies
Hector Sandier and Rodolfo Ortega
Peha, and representatives from a wide

^ range of center and left political
groups.

Dozens more labor, student, and po
litical organizations from all over Ar-
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gentina had sent declarations of soli

darity and support to the PST by

the time of the funeral, as had groups
from Canada, the United States, Ven

ezuela, Spain, Paraguay, Uruguay,
and Mexico.

A growing list of leading intellec

tuals and public figures have also

protested the assassinations.

Who Were the Victims?

In addition to being activists in the

PST, Oscar Dalmacio Meza, Antonio

Moses, and Mario Ziddawere known

in the Pacheco district of Buenos Aires

for their participation in labor strug

gles.

Meza, 27, was born in Corrientes

province. He was a metalworker at

the ASTARSA shipyards, where he

functioned as a delegate for the boiler

section, a member of his Comision

Interna (plant committee), and a

member of the job safety committee.
The June 1 Noticias, in describing

the background of the victims, pointed
out that Meza had played a leading
role in an occupation at ASTARSA
over the question of safety conditions
on the job only last year. The action

was taken after a co-worker died in

an industrial accident there.

Meza had also been a candidate on

the same opposition slate in the last
UOM (Union Obrera Metalurgica —
Metalworkers Union) elections, as had

Inosencio Fernandez, the PST member

slain earlier in May in the Pacheco

district.

Moses, 24, worked in the Wobron
Clutch Factory. He was born in Bue
nos Aires province and had studied

physical science before joining the PST
and getting involved in working-class
struggles.

Zidda was a 22-year-old native of
Italy who had lived in Argentina since

he was four years of age. In Buenos

Aires, he enrolled at the National

School of Technical Education, Num

ber 1, where he played a leading role
in the 1972 student mobilizations.

Shortly before that struggle he had

joined the Juventud Socialista de
Avanzada. At the time of his death

he was working at the ABEA Tex
tile Company and playing a leader
ship role in the JSA.

Who Is Responsible?

Accounts in the Argentine bourgeois
press following the killings provided
the following interpretations of the
events:

Cronista Comercial June 1 quoted
a PST press statement: "The assas

sinations of 'Indio' Ferndndez, Mo
ses, Meza, and Zidda bear the same

trademark as the massacre at Ezeiza

[scores were killed and several hun

dred were wounded last May while
awaiting Peron's return from exile],
the assassinations of the Communist

worker Rojas in Cordoba, the Peron

ist potter Bacci, JP [Juventud Peronis

ta—Peronist Youth] companera Lili-
ana Ivanoff, newspaperman Fumaro-
la, and the attempt against Senator

Solari Irigoyen, former defense attor

ney for political prisoners."
Noticias quoted PST leader Juan

Carlos Coral as stating at a press
conference the same day that terror
ism in the recent period had been used
as "an instrument to enforce the So

cial Pact,"—the Peronist government's
antilabor program. He blamed the
government for not having taken the
necessary steps to prevent assassina

tions like the ones in Pacheco, and

accused the union bureaucracy of car
rying out such crimes in response to

the "combative activism" of the work

ers. This bureaucracy must bear re

sponsibility for the escalation of vio
lence Argentina has been experienc
ing, he was quoted as saying.
The Juventud Trabajadora Peronis

ta (Peronist Worker Youth) warned

that the assassinations and jailings
of workers "threaten to result in a

real civil war, if the course taken by
the government is not redirected and

if the Peronist movement continues to

be prevented from carrying out its



role as backbone of the liberation

front."

Speaking for the federal Senate,
UCR (Union Civica Radical—Radi
cal Civic Union) legislator Carlos Pe-
rette was quoted as demanding "an
immediate investigation of the tre

mendous increase in assassinations,

which is costing the lives of men of

all persuasions. The nation knows the

identity of the victims, but not of the

perpetrators. These deeds cannot go

unpunished. We must condemn them

as we do all forms of violence." ( Cro-
nica, June 1.)

At the funeral itself, Ortega Pena of
the Bloque de Base (a left Peronist

formation) was reported by Noticias

to have "attacked the government

harshly," saying that repression is

"linked to the names of functionaries

of the executive branch of the gov

ernment."

Even the CGT (Confederacion Ge

neral del Trabajo—General Confeder

ation of Labor) and the leading body

of the UOM division in which Meza

and Moses were members felt obliged
to make public statements: The CGT

declared, "We put aside politics and
call for reflection and prudence," and
the UOM bureaucracy published an

ad in several Buenos Aires dailies in

sisting on their "total and categorical

repudiation of the unspeakable and
inhuman action" that the murders rep
resented. The ad made it clear, how

ever, that the bureaucrats considered

such actions "aberranf attempts to

"stop the process of reconstruction and

national liberation that the whole

country is pledged to, under the direc

tion of our only Leader, Lieutenant
General Juan Domingo Peron."

PST Makes Its Demands

A twofold response from the PST to

the murders and other terrorist attacks

has been reported.
The party has called "all workers

and people's organizations, and all

political parties and their youth

groups who are for the defense of dem

ocratic rights to unite in action" to

demand an investigation and punish
ment of those responsible for the kill

ings at Pacheco and elsewhere.

Coral also announced that the party
has demanded that the government
grant it the right to have heavy arms
in its headquarters for self-defense.

Following a May 31 meeting be
tween Coral and Minister of the In

terior Benito Llambi, at which this

demand was made. Coral reported
to the press that Llambi had at one

time said that the Argentine federal
police were the best in the world. If

that is so, demanded Coral, 'Why
haven't they found a single one of
those responsible for the hundreds of
attacks against the working class?' □

Asisten entre 4/5 mil Personas

Funeral de los Trofskistas Asesinados en Argentina
For Judy White

[Esta es una traduccion del articulo
"Thousands Attend Funeral of Mur
dered Trotskyists", que aparece en la
pdgina 755 de este mismo mimero
de Intercontinental Press],

Entre 4 y 5 mil personas se reu-
nieron frente a la oficina nacional
del PST (Partido Socialista de los
Trabajadores, organizacion simpati-
zante de la Cuarta Internacional), en
Buenos Aires, el 1 de junio, para
asistir al funeral de los tres miem-
bros del PST que habian sido secues-
trados y asesinados dos dias antes
por matones derechistas. (Ver Inter
continental Press, 10 de junio, p. 707.)

La prensa burguesa argentina des-
cribio el funeral en los siguientes ter-
minos:

"Bander as y cartel ones de agrupa-
ciones politicas—Federacion Juvenil
Comunista, Accion Comunista, Juven-
tud Socialista de Avanzada, Politica

Obrera — eran enarbolados por gru-
pos compuestos en su mayoria por
elementos juvenUes", informo Ma
yoria.

Clarin destaco la presencia de de-
legaciones del sindicato de trabaja
dores graficos, de trabajadores me-
talurgicos de diferentes fdbricas y de
trabajadores de los astilleros de La
Plata y Ensenada.

Habia nauchas coronas de flores,
que habian sido enviadas, entre o-
tros, por el Partido Revolucionario
de los Trabajadores, Juventud Pero-
nista Regional I, los Montoneros, el
Partido Comunista y "la organizacion
subversiva declarada ilegal por el Go-
bierno" —esto es, el Ejercito Revolu
cionario del Pueblo.

Entre los oradores estuvieron Na-
huel Moreno y Juan Carlos Coral —
dirigentes del PST—, trabajadores de
varias fabricas que ban tenido recien-
temente luchas por la democracia sin-
dical, los Diputados Federales Hector
Sandier y Rodolfo Ortega Pena y re-

presentantes de diferentes grupos li
berates y de izquierda.

Muchas otras organizaciones obre-
ras, estudiantiles y politicas de toda
Argentina enviaron al PST delclara-
ciones de solidaridad y apoyo para
que fueran leidas en el funeral. Lo
mismo hicieron grupos de Canada,
los Estados Unidos, Venezuela, Espa-
na, Paraguay, Uruguay y Mexico.

Muchos intelectuales y otras perso-
nalidades publicas tambien protesta-
ron por los asesinatos.

LAS VICTIAAAS

Ademas de ser miembros del PST,
Oscar Dalmacio Meza, Antonio Mo
ses y Mario Zidda eran conocidos en
el distrito de Pacheco, Buenos Aires,
por su participacion en las luchas
obreras.-

Meza, de 27 afios, nacio en la pro-
vincia de Corrientes. Era obrero me-
taliirgico del astillero ASTARSA,
donde actuaba como delegado de la

Intercontinental Press



seccion Caldereria, miembro de la co-

mision gremial interna y del comite

de seguridad del trabajo.
El diario Noticias, al describir en

su edicion del 1 de junio la activi-

dad que hablan realizado las vlcti-

mas, senalaba queMeza habia jugado

un papel dirigente en la ocupacion de
ASTARSA por el problema de las

condiciones de seguridad en el traba

jo, el ano pasado. Esa accion se Re
vo a cabo despues de que un obrero

habia muerto a causa de un accidente

de trabajo.

Meza tambien habia sido candidato

de Una lista de oposicion en las ul-
thnas elecciones de la UOM (Union

Obrera Metalurgica), al igual que Ino-

JUAN CARLOS CORAL

sencio Fernandez, el otro miembro

del PST que fue asesinado en mayo

en el distrito de Pacheco.

Moses, de 24 anos, trabajaba en

la fabrica de embragues Wobron. Ha
bia nacido en la provincia de Buenos

Aires y estudiado ciencias exactas an
tes de unirse al PST y comprome-

terse con las luchas de la clase

obrera.

Zidda era un italiano de 22 ahos

que habia vivido en Argentina desde

los cuatro. En Buenos Aires ingreso

a la Escuela Nacional de Educacion

Tecnica mimero 1, donde jugo un

papel dirigente en las movUizaciones

estudiantiles de 1972. Poco antes de

que comenzara esa lucha, se habia

unido a la Juventud Socialista de

Avanzada. Cuando murio trabajaba

en la empresa textil ABEA y era di

rigente de la JSA.

LOS CULPABLES

Los informes que aparecieron en

la prensa burguesa despues del se-
cuestro, dan la siguiente interpreta-

cion de los hechos:

El 1 de junio, Cronista Comercial
citaba un comunicado de prensa del

PST: "Los asesinatos del 'Indio' Fer

nandez,de Moses, de Meza y de Zidda

tienen la misma marca de fabrica que

la matanza de Ezeiza [donde murieron

varias personas y muchas otras re-

sultaron heridas mientras esperaban

a Peron, cuando este regreso de su

largo exUio, en mayo de 1973], que el
asesinato del obrero comunista Ro-

jas de Cordoba, que el asesinato del
ceramista peronista Bacci, que el de
la companera de la JP Liliana Ivanoff,
que el del trabajador de prensa Fu-
marola, que el del atentado al sena-

dor Solari Irigoyen, ex defensor de

presos politicos".

Noticias cito la declaracion que hi-

zo el dirigente del PST Juan Carlos
Coral, en una conferencia de prensa
que tuvo lugar ese mismo dia, de
que el terrorismo en los liltimos tiem-

pos era "un instrumento para impo-

ner el Pacto Social" — el programa an-

tiobrero del gobierno peronista. Dijo
que el gobierno era responsable por

no haber tornado las medidas nece-

sarias para impedir que ocurrieran

asesinatos como los de Pacheco y acu-

s6 a la burocracia sindical de come-

ter estos crimenes en respuesta al "ac-
tivismo combativo" de los trabajado-

res. Esta burocracia es culpable de

la escalada de violencia que hay ac-

tualmente en Argentina, decia la cita.
La Juventud Trabajadora Peronista

advirtio que el asesinato y encarce-

lamiento de trabajadores "amenazan

con desembocar en una verdadera

guerra civil, si no se reencauza el

rumbo asumido por el gobierno y

si el Movimiento Peronista sigue impe-

dido de cumplir su papel de columna

vertebral, del frente de liberacion".

Hablando a nombre del Senado de

la Nacion, el legislador Carlos Pe-

rette, de la UCR (Union Civica Ra

dical), reclamo "la inmediata investi-

gacion de estos asesinatos que senalan

una tremenda escalada que cuesta la

vida de hombres de todas las ideas".

Agrego el senador que "el pais co-
noce el rostro de las victtmas, pero

ignora el rostro de los victimarios y

estos hechos no pueden quedar impu-

nes, como condenamos todas las for-
mas de la violencia". {Crbnica, 1 de
junio.)

Noticias informo que, en el fune

ral, Ortega Pena, del Bloque de Base
(formacion peronista de izquierda),
"ataco duramente al gobierno", dicien-
do que la represion estA ligada "a los
nombres de funcionarios del Poder

Ejecutivo".

Incluso la CGT (Confederacion Ge
neral del Trabajo) y el organismo

dirigente de la seccional de la UOM
a la que pertenecian Moses y Meza,

se vieron obligadas a hacer declara-
ciones publicas. La CGT declare que
"mas alia de las posiciones politicas"
llamaba "a la reflexion y a la cor-
dura". La burocracia de la UOM pu-

blico una declaracion en varies dia

ries de Buenos Aires insistiendo en su

"total y categorico repudio por la in-
calificable e inhumana accion". La de

claracion hacia claro, sin embargo,

que los burocratas consideran que ta
les acetones son "aberrantes atentados"

para "detener el proceso de recons-

truccion y liberacion nacional en que
se encuentra empenado el pais todo,
bajo la direccion de nuestro unico
Lider, el Teniente General Juan Do
mingo Peron".

LAS EXIGENCIAS DEL PST

. La respuesta que el PST ha dado
a los asesinatos y otros atentados te-

rroristas, tiene dos aspectos.
El partido ha llamado a todas las

organiz act ones obreras y populares,

a todos los partidos y juventudes po
liticas que estdn a favor de la defensa

de la democracia, a la unidad de ac

cion para exigir la investigacion y

el castigo de los culpables de los ase
sinatos de Pacheco y otras partes.
Coral tambien anuncio que el par

tido habia exigido al gobierno que
le diera el derecho de tener armas

de grueso calibre en sus locales, para

defenderse. Despues de la reunion que
tuvo Coral con el Ministro del Inte

rior Benito Llambi, el 31 de mayo,

en donde present© esa exigencia. Coral
informo a la prensa que Llambi dijo
en una ocasion que la Policia Fede

ral argentina era la mejor del mun-

do. Si esto es cierto, pregunto Coral,
"icomo no ban encontrado a uno

solo de los responsables de centenares

de ataques a la clase trabaja
dora?" □
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Santiago Show-Trial Ends Public Sessions

Report Describes Brutal Tortures in Chilean Prisons
"It has now become known that

among the worst victims of the junta's

repression are a group of women

being held at two detention camps in

Chile—El Buen Pastor jail in Santiago

and the Tejas Verdes concentration

camp."

These were the introductory remarks

made by Mirta Vidal, national staff

member of the United States Com

mittee for Justice to Latin American

Political Prisoners (USLA), at a press
conference held in New York June 5

to make public a document recently

received from Chile.

The document included the names of

thirty-six women being held in El
Buen Pastor, followed by a descrip

tion of what they and others have

experienced.

Since September 11, the document
began, ninety to ninety-five women

have been held there as political pris

oners. Most of them have never been

charged, questioned, or assigned

judges (military), not to speak of law

yers. Three have already been sen

tenced. One of these —Viola Muiioz,

a brilliant sociologist and specialist
in preschool education —had no polit

ical affiliation, nor were any real

charges brought against her. She was

sentenced to twenty years.

Once sentenced, the women are trans

ferred to cells with common prisoners.
They practically cease to exist official
ly, no longer appearing on the lists

of political prisoners.
Three or four young women were

brought in from Tejas Verdes pris
on, renowned as one of the most re

fined torture camps, the document con

tinued. The prisoners there are so bad

ly tortured that the sadists have a

"recuperation camp" to which prisoners

are taken if they are to be handed

over to a more permanent (public)

jail, or if there are plans to bring

them back to be freshly tortured.

Those brought from Tejas Verdes

had horrible vaginal infections, and

at least three of them were pregnant.

Since they had been raped innumer

able times, they naturally did not

know who had impregnated them. In

desperation, they demanded the right

to abortion, but when they requested

a doctor, an ear specialist was sent.

He told them that "they should be
proud of what they bore in their
bellies."

The women were described by the
document as being mainly intellectuals
or writers (Lucy Lorscht, Ines Figue-

roa), teachers (Viola Muiioz, Monica

Hermosilla), actresses (Elsa Rudoiphi
and others), and women labor lead

ers (Amanda Altamirano and others).
The document also related the treat

ment experienced by the women before

arriving at Buen Pastor: Several had

had live mice introduced into their

vaginas. In Tejas Verdes in the "Buin

Regiment," one girl reported having
been "thrown" at the young conscripts
to be raped, whether the soldiers were

willing or not. In another torture

camp, they had been blindfolded and

tortured en masse, so they did not

know what was happening —who was
being tortured or raped, or whose

turn came next.

Women reaching Buen Pastor from
these places had had their hair pulled

out by the handfuls, their nipples
blown off or burnt, and their genitals

destroyed by electricity.

The document pointed out that there

are more than 200 such torture and

detention camps all over Chile. Tejas
Verdes is one of the worst, according
to the testimony of hundreds of pris
oners and sympathetic soldiers,
nurses, and neighbors. This camp has
also been reported to enjoy the pres
ence of Uruguayan, Brazilian, and

Argentine "instructors" in torture.
The authors of the document con

cluded, "We hereby make a most ur

gent and desperate call to all the

human-rights organizations, to law

yers' and doctors' organizations all

over the world, to women's organiza

tions, to defend the integrity, dignity,
and liberty and lives of these wom

en. There are thousands of men and

women subjected to barbarity in Chile."

USLA is demanding that the Inter-

American Commission on Human

Rights of the Organization of Ameri

can States investigate the charges in
this report during its fact-finding trip

to Chile in July.
In view of such new revelations of

the junta's barbarity, it came as no

surprise to learn that the International
Red Cross had been barred from in

specting Chile's jails.

The IRC has often been used as

a cover for denials of human rights

by imperialism and its puppets. How
ever, in a Santiago dispatch of June
4 to the Washington Post, Joseph No-
vitski credited the IRC's detailed re

ports on prisoner treatment as being
at the root of the junta's decision to

discontinue Red Cross visits to de

tention sites.

Novitski opined that Red Cross re
ports— which are made available only
to the government concerned —prob
ably contained accounts of torture,
"an issue on which the junta is par

ticularly sensitive."

The show trial of sixty-seven air

force and civilian personnel went into

its final stages June 7, according to

the June 8 New York Times, with

the completion of the public hearings.
Sentences, which could include the

death penalty (requested in six cases),

are expected to be handed down at

the end of June.

During the last week of May, for
mer U.S. Attorney General Ramsey

Clark, Danish legislator Ole Espersen,

and Argentine former judge Salvador
Maria Losada, all voiced agreement

with earlier reports of confessions ob
tained by torture and of restrictions
on lawyers conducting the defense in
this and other trials. All three had

been in Chile as legal observers and
had their remarks published in the

Buenos Aires daily La Opinion.

In addition, Espersen and Losada

reported that on the third day of their
Chilean stay, Espersen received noti
fication that his permission to attend
the trials had been canceled. This ap

peared to be part of a campaign be
ing waged publicly by the pro-junta
daily El Mercurio against the pres
ence of international lawyers in Chile.

Espersen and Losada also con

demned the fact that neither of them

had been aliowed to speak with any
of the accused. They pointed out,
moreover, that sentences are lightest
in Santiago, where the triais have re

ceived international attention. □
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4,000 Attend

Meeting Discusses Future of Portuguese Revolution
By Gerry Foley

Lisbon

On May 19, Ernest Mandel, repre
senting the United Secretariat of the
Fourth International and the Por

tuguese Trotskyist organization, spoke
to 4,000 persons who had gathered
in the Voz do Operdrio hall in Lisbon
for a united-front meeting of the far-

left organizations. Mandel's speech, as
well as those of the other participants,

was broadcast over the Portuguese
radio and television network. It was

also reported in some detail in most

of the daily press in the Portuguese
capital.

Four organizations formally spon

sored the meeting in Voz do Operdrio;

the Partido Revoluciondrio do Prole-

tariado (PRP— Revolutionary party of
the Proletariat), the Comissoes deBase

Socialistas (CBS—Rank-and-File So
cialist Committees), the UnidadeRevo-

luciondria Marxista-Leninista (URML
— Marxist-L eninist Revolutionary
Unity), and the Liga Comunista In-

ternacionalista (LCI— Internationalist
Communist League). In the course of
the event, a speaker appeared rep
resenting a guerrilla organization,

Liga de Unidade e Acgao Revolucio-

naria (LUAR—League for Revolu
tionary Unity and Action).
The hall was packed. Perhaps a

third of the audience stood in the aisles

and around the sides of the hall dur

ing the three-hour-long session.
The speakers were received enthu

siastically, with the most militant state

ments drawing the loudest applause.
They were often interrupted by pro
longed chanting of slogans such as
"long live the socialist revolution,"

"long live proletarian international

ism," and other revolutionary expres
sions. Many stood up and raised their

left fists at these moments. The televi

sion cameras panned over the crowd,

presenting what must have been a

completely new spectacle for most Por
tuguese.

All of the sponsoring groups were
little-known clandestine groups before
the April 25 coup, and the speakers
included two representatives of groups
that had engaged in military attacks
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on the Salazarist regime, semimythicai
groups like the LUAR and the Bri-
gadas Revoluciondrias.

Isabel do Carmo spoke for both the
Brigadas Revoluciondrias and the

PRP. She began her speech by ex
plaining that the nonrevolutionary na
ture of the junta was shown by the
fact that it had failed to honor two of

her comrades who were killed in mili

tary actions against the fascist regime.
She gave a rather detailed history of

the PRP in its course from a split
from the Communist party and the
establishment of a national liberation

front in Algiers. The group seemed
reminiscent of Castroist young left
formations in Latin America. Ap
parently there have been friendly rela
tions between this young grouping and
the LUAR, which has ties with the

Iberian anarchist tradition. The PRP

representative embraced the LUAR

spokesperson as he left the stage.
The representative of the LUAR,

Luis Guerra, may have expressed the
views of a current closer to Marxism

inside the guerrilla organization. He
stressed that he was remaining in clan-
destinity and asserted that a socialist
revolution could only be carried out
in a violent way. But in particular,
his speech centered around the con

cept that a socialist revolution in one

country alone was impossible.

His statements thus ran directly
counter to declarations by a prom
inent representative of the LUAR,
Palma Ignacio, who saluted the junta,
saying that it was results that mat

tered and he would wait to see what

the new government did beforemaking
any judgment about it. At the same

time, the older guerrilla leader voiced

his appreciation of the patriotism of
the Armed Forces Movement. Com

menting on Guerra's speech to the
Voz do Operdrio meeting, the daUy
Republica said:

"Luis Guerra was strongly ap
plauded, possibly because what he
said seemed to reflect the victory of a
clearly Marxist current inside the
LUAR."

The representative of the Maoist

URML devoted most of his time to

reading two rather long documents
of his group that he said the press

had refused to publish. They explained
the group's history and its general
principles, such as adherence to Mao

Tsetung Thought.

The speaker, Joaquim Luciano, also
noted that his group had participated
in the revolutionary contingent in the
May 1 march along with some of the

other groups represented on the plat
form and protested the fact that the
Communist party and the Democratic
Movement had prevented some far-
left spokespersons from speaking to

the crowd.

On the present situation in Portu
gal, Luciano said that the new regime
was only a repeat of the prewar re

public and that it could not satisfy
the demands of the workers any more
than the last bourgeois-democratic set
up had. There was no "union of all

honest Portuguese," he said, but rather
a class war. He called for continuing
the struggle to cut the workweek, to
end regimentation on the job, to com

bat piecework schemes, and to expel
fascist directors.

A call for united action committees

in the neighborhoods, enterprises, and
factories was launched by Miguel Oli-
veira da Silva, the representative of
the CBS. His organization, he ex
plained, was not a party but a means
of organizing unity in action by the
far left. But he did not limit himself

to proposing forms of united action

but rather devoted the greater part
of his speech to a political analysis,
which was summed up this way in
the May 20 Republica:
"He [da Silva] said that although

the liberation movements had started

out as small groups of guerrillas, they
had finally been transformed into the
true expression of the oppressed Afri
can peopies and would prove capable
of making their struggle not only a
fight against colonialism but also
against capitalist exploitation and im

perialist domination. He reaffirmed

that there should be solidarity between



the struggle of the Portuguese work
ers and the workers in the colonies.

He maintained that it was incorrect

to claim that the liberation movements

should cease their armed struggle be
fore being granted an immediate and
unconditional cease-fire and uncondi

tional independence.

"As for the struggle against capi
talist exploitation, he said that the
situation of the capitalists had not

changed, that they were the same
bosses as before when they showed

no scruples in calling out the cops
and the riot police against the work
ers. What happened was that some
sections of the capitalist class under

stood that they had to change the
political situation in Portugal in or
der to continue to exploit the work
ing class and the oppressed peoples

of the colonies. But he also stressed

that it would be impossible for Por
tuguese capitalism to reconcile the con
tinuation of its system with a high
level of demands by the workers."

The Portuguese Trotskyists turned
over the twenty minutes allotted to
them as one of the sponsoring organi

zations to Ernest Mandel, who was

introduced as a member of the Execu

tive Committee of the United Secre

tariat of the Fourth International.

Mandel was the last speaker and

received by far the most enthusias
tic response from the audience. His

talk was also given the most atten
tion in the big press. In general, he

appeared as the keynote speaker of

the evening, and was the only one
to offer a rounded political analysis

combined with some concrete guide

lines. He was also the only speaker
who tried to place the events in Portu

gal in their wider international con

text. The LCI was the only one of
the sponsoring groups that could ap
pear as a part of a real international
movement, and it was evident that this

focused most of the attention at the

meeting on them.

Republica, for example, chose Man-
del's quote from Saint-Just — "Revolu

tionists who make revolution only half

way only dig their own graves" —for
its headline and stressed the challenge
he raised to the Communist and So

cialist parties. The Didrio de Lisboa
stressed Mandel's statement that it was

a joy for a European of his genera
tion to be able to speak in Lisbon
after the fall of fascism.

On the other hand, the LCI repre
sentative who spoke in the question
period touched off the sharpest con

troversy at the meeting by raising

the question of Stalinism. This seemed
to upset a number of very vocal per
sons, apparently Maoists. Some
shouted, "Long live Stalin!" They be

came quite disruptive, and for a mo
ment the order of the meeting seemed
threatened.

The organizers of the meeting an

nounced another such rally the fol
lowing Friday to prepare for a demon

stration to demand an end to the co

lonial war. It was clear from the at

tendance at this meeting that this dem
onstration will draw at least 4,000 -

5,000 young radicals, and in the in
tense political atmosphere in Portugal,
especially given the ambiguity of the
junta's position on the colonies, it will
certainly arouse attention.

The question that remains to be
answered is twofold: Can this reser

voir of young radicals (1) be mobi

lized around a concrete program of
action that can overcome the sectarian

features that were not entirely absent

from this meeting, and (2) reach out
to the millions of Portuguese who are

celebrating the end of the colonial war

at the very time lists of casualties
continue to appear almost daily in
the papers and troops are still being

dispatched to the "overseas terri
tories" ? □

Asistieron 4,000 Personas

Por Gerry Foley

[Esta es una traduccion del articulo
"Meeting Discusses Future of Por
tuguese Revolution", que aparece en
este mismo mimero de Intercontinental
Press],

El 9 de mayo, Ernest Mandel ha-
blo ante 4,000 personas que se ha-
bian reunido en la sala Voz do Op-
erario, en Lisboa, en un acto conjunto
de las organizaciones de extrema iz-
quierda. Mandel iba en representacion
del Secretariado Unificado de la
Cuarta Internacional y de la organiza-
cion trotskista portuguesa. El discurso
de Mandel, asi como los de los otros
participantes, fue transmitido por la

radio y la television portuguesas. La
mayor parte de los diarios tambien
informaron de 61 con cierto detalle.

Formalmente fueron cuatro las or
ganizaciones que convocaron el acto:
el Partido Revolucionario do Proleta-
riado (PRP—Partido Revolucionario
del Proletariado), las Comissoes de
Base Socialistas (CBS—Comisiones
de Base Socialistas), el grupo Uni-
dade Revolucionaria Marxista-Lenin-
ista (URML —Unidad Revolucionaria
Marxista-leninista) y la Liga Comu-
nista Internacionalista (LCI). Cuando
ya habia comenzado el acto, se pre
sent© un orador que representaba a
una organizacion guerrillera, la Liga
de Unidade e Acgao Revolucionaria
(LUAR—Liga de Unidad y Accion

Revolucionaria).
La sala estaba llena. Aproximada-

mente la tercera parte de los asistentes
estaban sentados en los pasillos del
auditorio. Los oradores fueron

recibidos con entusiasmo y las de-
claraciones mas militantes recibian
fuertes aplausos. Frecuentemente se in-
terrumpia a los oradores para corear
consignas como "iViva la revolucion
socialistai", "iViva el internacionalis-
mo proletario!" y otras manifestaciones
revolucionarias. En esos momentos
mucha gente se ponia de pie con el
puno alto. Las camaras de television
que estaban colocadas por encima de
la multitud, transmitian lo que para
muchos Portugueses debe haber sido
un espectaculo totalmente nuevo. Los
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grupos que convocaron al acto eran

pequenos grupos clandestinos desco-

nocidos antes del golpe del 25 de abril.
Entre los oradores se encontraban

representantes de grupos que hablan
llevado a cabo acetones armadas con

tra el regimen de Salazar; grupos ro-
deados de misticismo, como la LUAR

y las Brigadas Revolucionarias.

Isabel do Carmo hablo a nombre

de las Brigadas Revolucionarias y
del PRP. Comenzo su discurso dicien-

do que el caracter no-revolucionario

de la Junta se demostraba por el
hecho de que no habia rendido ho-

menaje a dos camaradas suyos que

habian sido asesinados cuando

realizaban una accion armada con

tra el regimen fascista. Dio una his-
toria bastante detallada del PRP y de

su evolucion desde su escision del Par-

tido Comunista y la creacion del frente
de liberacion nacional en Argelia. Este
grupo me recordaba las formaciones

castristas de America Latina. Al pa-
recer, habia unas relaciones muy fra-

ternales entre este joven grupo y la
LUAR, que esta vinculada a la tradi-

cion anarquista espanola. La repre-

sentante del PRP abrazo al vocero de

LUAR cuando este bajo del escena-
rio.

El representante de LUAR, Luis Gue-

rra, expreso el punto de vista de una

tendencia que funciona dentro de esa
organizacion guerrillera y que esta
mas cercana al marxismo. Enfatizo

que permaneceria en la clandestinidad

y declare que una revolucionsocialista
solo se lograra por medio de la vio-
lencia. Pero su discurso se centre, muy
en particular, en torno a la concep-
cion de que es imposible realizar una
revolucion socialista en un solo pais.

Sus declaraciones contradecian di-

rectamente lo que dijo un destacado

representante de LUAR, Palma Igna-
cio, que felicito a la Junta, diciendo

que lo que importaba eran los re-

sultados y que esperaria a ver que
hacia el nuevo gobierno antes dejuz-

garlo. Al mismo tiempo, otro viejo
dirigente guerrillero manifesto su ad-

miracion por el patriotismo del Mo-

vimiento de las Fuerzas Armadas.

Comentando el discurso de Guevara

en la reunion de Voz do Operario,

el diario Republica dijo lo siguiente:
"Luis Guevara recibio un fuerte

aplauso, posiblemente debldo a que

lo que dijo parecia reflejar la victoria

de una corriente claramente marxista

en el seno de LUAR".

El representante de la URML, mao-
ista, dedico la mayor parte de su
tiempo a leer dos documentos de su

grupo, que eran bastante largos, y
dijo que la prensa se habia negado a
publicarlos. Explico la historia del

grupo y sus principios generales, co

mo su adhesion al Pensamiento Mao

Tsetung.
El orador, Joaquim Luciano, tam-

bien destaco el hecho de que su or

ganizacion habia formado parte del

contingente revolucionario el Primero

de Mayo, junto con otros de los gru

pos que estaban presentes, y protesto
porque el Partido Comunista y el Mo-
vimiento Democratico impidieron que

hablaran los oradores de la extrema

izquierda.

Sobre la actual situacion de Por

tugal, Luciano dijo que el nuevo re
gimen era solo la repeticion de la

republica de antes de la guerra, y
que no podia solucionar las necesi-

dades de los trabajadores, como no

las habia solucionado el anterior go

bierno democratico-burgues. No exis-
tia la 11am ada "union de todos los

Portugueses honestos", dijo, sino una

guerra de clases. Llamo a seguir la

lucha por la reduccion de la jornada

de trabajo, contra la organizacion es-

tricta en los trabajos, a luchar contra

el trabajo a destajo y a expulsar a

los directores fascistas.

Miguel Liveria da Silva, represen
tante de las CBS, llamo a crear co-

mites de accion en los barrios y en

las fabricas. Su organizacion, explico,
no es un partido, sino un medio para
organizar acciones unidas de la ex

trema izquierda. Sin embargo, no se

limito a proponer formas de trabajos
conjuntos, sino que dedico gran parte
de su tiempo al analisis politico, que

fue resumido por Republica (20 de

mayo) en los siguientes terminos:

"Dijo [da Silva] que a pesar de que
los movimientos de liberacion habian

comenzado como pequenos grupos
guerrilleros, finahnente se habian

transformado en verdaderas expresio-

nes de los pueblos africanos oprimi-
dos y que demostrarhn que pueden
luchar no solo contra el colonialismo,

sino tambite contra la explotacion

capitalista y la dominacion imperialis-

ta. Reafirmo que debia haber una

estrecha solidaridad entre la lucha de

los obreros Portugueses y la de los

obreros de las colonias. Dijo que era

incorrecto pedir a los movimientos de

liberacion que dejaran de luchar an

tes de que se les hubiera garantizado
un alto al fuego incondicional y la

independencia inmediata.

"En cuanto a la lucha contra la

explotacion capitalista, dijo que la si
tuacion de los capitalistas no ha cam-

biado, que seguian siendo los mis-
mos patrones de antes, cuando no te-

nian escrupulos para lanzar la po-
licia contra los trabajadores. Lo que

pas6 fue que algunos sectores de la

clase capitalista comprendieron que

tenian que hacer cambios en la si

tuacion politica de Portugal para po-

der seguir explotando a la clase obre-

ra y a los pueblos oprimidos de las

colonias. Pero tambien destaco que el

capitalismo portugues no puede con-

ciliar la continuacion de su sistema

con las exigencias de los trabajado
res".

Los trotskistas Portugueses cedieron
a Ernest Mandel los veinte minutos

que les correspondian como co-orga-

nizadores del acto, Mandel fue pre-

sentado como miembro del Comit6

Ejecutivo del Secretariado Unificado
de la Cuarta Internacional. Fue el

ultimo orador y recibio la respuesta

mas entusiasta. Tambien fue su dis

curso el que mas llamo la atencion

en la prensa. En general, parecia que

61 era el orador central del acto y fue

el linico que presento un analisis po

litico redondeado, combinado con al-

gunas directrices concretas. Tambien
fue 61 el unico orador que trato de

situar los acontecimientos de Portugal

dentro de su contexto internacional.

La LCI fue la unica organizacion

que demostro formar parte de un ver-

dadero movimiento internacional, y

esto hizo que la atencion de los pre

sentes se centrara en ella.

Republica, por ejemplo, tomo para
su titular la cita de Saint-Just que

hizo Mandel ("Los revolucionariosque
hacen revoluciones a medias nohacen

mhs que cabar sus propias tumbas")
y enfatizo el reto que planted a los

partidos Comunista y Socialista. El
Diario de Lisboa destacd la declara-

cidn de Mandel de que era una gran

alegria para un europeo de su genera-
cidn poder hablar en Lisboa despues

de la caida del fascismo.

Por otro lado, el otro representante

de la LCI, que intervino en el pe-

riodo de preguntas, toed el tema mhs

controvertido al plantear el problema
del stalinismo. Esto parecid molestar
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a varias personas muy gritonas, al
parecer maoistas. Alguien grito "iViva
Stalin!" Comenzaron a armar un gran

escandalo, y por un momento pare-

cio que el acto corria peligro.

Los organizadores anunciaron que

realizaran otro acto el proximo vier-

nes, para preparar una manifestacion

para exigir el fin de la guerra colo

nial. Por la cantidad de personas que

asistieron a este acto, es probable que

esa manifestacion atraiga a 4 6 5

mil jovenes radicales y, dada la at-

mosfera politica que hay en estos mo-

mentos en Portugal, especialmente por
lo ambigua que es la posicion de la

Junta sobre las colonias, es de es-

perarse que atraiga mucha atencion.

La pregunta que queda por contes-

tar tiene dos aspectos: 1) iSe puede
moviUzar a este contingente de jove

nes radicales en torno a un programa

de accion concreto que supere las ca-

racteristicas sectarias que no estuvie-

ron ausentes del todo en este acto?

y 2) iPodrdn llegar estos jovenes a
los millones de Portugueses que estdn

celebrando el fin de la guerra colo
nial al mismo tiempo que los perio-

dicos continuan publicando casi dia-

riamente listas de bajas y cuando las

tropas siguen saliendo para los "terri-

torios de ultramar"? □

Mozambique

Frelimo Rejects Cease-Fire Proposal
By Ernest Harsch

Lisbon's second attempt in less than
two weeks to impose a cease-fire agree
ment on the African liberation groups
failed June 6, when the talks m Lu
saka, Zambia, between representatives
of the Portuguese junta and leaders of
the guerrilla front in Mozambique
were adjourned until July. The first
session of the negotiations between Lis
bon and the guerrillas in Guinea-Bis
sau had ended the week before, after
the PAIGC (Partido Africano da In-
dependencia da Guine-Bissau e Cabo
Verde—African party for the Indepen
dence of Guinea-Bissau and the Cape
Verde Islands) rejected Lisbon's plan
to partition the country.

The opening of negotiations between
Lisbon and Frelimo (Frente de Li-
bertagho de Mogambique —Mozam
bique Liberation Front) was an
nounced by Frelimo President Samora
Machel June 2 in Dar es Salaam,
Tanzania. At the press conference Ma
chel described Frelimo's approach to
the talks: "We are not going to dis
cuss independence with the Portuguese.
That is our inalienable right. Our po
sition on this is clear. The Portuguese
must negotiate with Frelimo to study
the mechanism of transmitting power
to the Mozambican people and the
leadership of Frelimo."

"Peace in Mozambique," he added,
"is inseparable from independence."

Mario Soares, Portuguese foreign
minister and head of the Portuguese
Socialist party, who headed the Lisbon
delegation to the talks (which began in
Lusaka June 5), made no such as
sumptions about the Mozambicans'
right to independence. According to
a June 5 dispatch from Lusaka by
Afew York Times correspondent Hen
ry Kamm, Soares declared — after the
five-hour closed-door session with the
Frelimo delegation —that "the problem
of winding up nearly 500 years of rule
by Portugal over her East African
possession was complex."

Although Soares added that the talks
were preliminary and only exploratory
in nature, his remarks after the ad
journment of the negotiations indicat
ed that Lisbon wanted to press for
much more than an "exploration" of
Frelimo's position. "The Portuguese
government was prepared to negotiate
a cease-fire," he said June 6 before
boarding a plane back to Lisbon.
"But we understand that the Frelimo
delegation makes a cease-fire condi
tional on a general political agreement.

"In our point of view, the most im
portant action is an immediate stop
to the sacrifice of human lives on one
side or the other."

The junta's concern over the "sacri
fice of human lives" was accurately
dramatized two days later, when the

colonialist forces in Mozambique were
put on a general alert, apparently in
anticipation of actions by the African
nationalist forces after the breakdown
of the negotiations. The calling of the
alert followed an army crackdown on
public meetings and political rallies.

Despite Soares's rhetoric about
wanting to end the fighting for "hu
mane" reasons—a rhetoric designed
to blame Frehmo for the continuation
of the war— the junta has no intention
whatsoever of pulling out of Mozam
bique. Unlike mainland Guinea-Bis
sau, which has little real economic or
strategic importance in Lisbon's em
pire, Mozambique is an actual and
potential source of great wealth to
Portuguese capitalism.

Mozambique's industrial potential
will increase significantly after comple
tion of the huge Cabora Bassa hydro
electric dam on the Zambezi River,
which is now being built by a consor
tium dominated by French and Ger
man capital. In addition, Mozambique
is the world's leading exporter of
cashew nuts, and produces cotton,
sugar, copra, and tea. It has coal
deposits and possibly offshore oil. An
gola also has considerable natural
wealth that the Portuguese imperial
ists intend to continue exploiting.

In addition to Mozambique's eco
nomic importance to Lisbon, it plays
a strategic role in southern Africa as
a whole. An independent Mozambique
led by African nationalists would in
spire the African masses in Zimbabwe
(Rhodesia) and South Africa, thus
posing a threat to these white-settler
states. Mozambique's ports are also
vital trade links for both of the white
regimes.

The importance of both Angola and
Mozambique in the junta's schemes
was evident in the June 4 announce
ment by Minister for Overseas Ter
ritories Antonio de Almeida Santos
that General Antonio de Spinola would
visit those two colonies soon. Santos
also announced that Lisbon would
grant the colonial administrations in
Angola and Mozambique greater
"autonomy" over their internal affairs.
"Official sources," according to a re
port by Washington Post correspon
dent Miguel Acoca in the June 5 is
sue, presented the meaningless "auton
omy" move as a measure that would
ease negotiations with Frelimo.

Writing from Lisbon in the June 5
New York Times, Richard Eder indi-
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cated one of the reasons for Spmola's
planned tour of Angola and Mozam
bique: "General Spinola's visit appears

intended to shore up the confidence
of white settlers in these African ter

ritories. . .

The confidence of the Portuguese set

tlers in Lisbon's abilities to hold on

to Mozambique had indeed been quite
low since the April 25 coup. Airline

officials said that all flights from

Lourengo Marques, Mozambique's

capital, were fully booked well into

August and there were long waiting

lists. Many white settlers have also

been fleeing the country by ship.
During the past weeks, despite the

junta's pleas for a cease-fire, Frelimo

has been stepping up its military op

erations in its efforts to win complete

independence for Mozambique. □

Pierden los Palestinos con los Acuerdos entre Siria e Israel

Que Logro Kissinger en Damasco y Tel Aviv
For Michael Boumonn

[Esta es una traduccidn del articulo
"Palestinians Lose in Syria-Israeli Ac-
dords", publicado en la edicidn de In
tercontinental Press del 10 de junio].

El 22 de mayo, nueve dias antes
de que Siria e Israel firmaran en Gi-
nebra el acuerdo sobre el repliegue
de fuerzas, el Canciller Israeli Abba
Eban aseguro al Knesset que 6ste "no
pone en peligro la seguridad de Israel
en general, ni la de nuestras posi-
ciones en las alturas de Goldn, en
particular".

Los tres documentos publicos fir-
mados el 31 de mayo por generales
sirios e israelies parecian confirmar
su prediccidn. Los te'rminos del acuer
do que pone fin a la guerra dejan
a Israel en control de cast todo el
territorio que la habia quitado a Si
ria en 1967; solo devolverd la ciu-
dad de El Kuneitra. Ademds, el a-
cuerdo establece una frontera relativa-
mente segura, bajo la proteccidn de
las Naciones Unidas a todo lo lar
go de las cincuenta millas de terre
ne montanoso que separan a Siria
de los territorios ocupados por Israel
en las alturas de Goldn.

"El primero de los tres documentos
que se firmaron hoy", informd el New
York Times el 31 de mayo, "es el
acuerdo central para el repliegue de
fuerzas, con la creacidn de una zona
de separacidn de fuerzas bajo control
de las Naciones Unidas, a cada lado
de la cual habrd una zona igual de
fuerzas y armamentos limitados. Este
acuerdo tambidn compromete aambas
paries a poner fin a todo acto bdli-
co.

"El segundo documento es un pro-
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tocolo en el que se definen el tamaflo
(1,250 hombres) y el papel que ju-
gard la fuerza neutral. . .

"El tercer documento es un map a
en el que se muestran las lineas de
separacidn de fuerzas que seftala la
zona controlada por las Naciones Uni-

i'ft

1 '(\

i  ̂A'■

\ k
4

ABBA EBAN

das, pero sin delimitar las zonas
donde se ubicardn las fuerzas de ca
da lado".

Un grupo militar de trabajo com-
puesto por sirios, egipcios e israelies,
ademds de los "observadores" nortea-
mericanos y sovidticos, elaborard un
proyecto de map a mds detallado y
decidird cudntas tropas y armas pue-
den permanecer en las zonas iguales

de fuerzas y armamentos limitados.
Segdn el acuerdo, este proyecto de-
berd estar listo para el 5 de junio.

"El acuerdo", escribidJim Hoagland
en el Washington Post del 30 de mayo,
"significa que Israel abandonard to-
dos los territorios que gand en 1973,
y Assad [presidente sirio] ha estable-
cido el importante precedente de que
Israel se retire de algunos de los te
rritorios que habia ocupado en 1967.
Ahora podrd hacer que regresen a
su tierra 60,000 refugiadosquehabian
sido una carga econdmica para Siria.

"Pero los sirios cedieron en dos pun-
tos estrategicos que hubieran querido
incluir en el acuerdo:
"• Garantizar que el repliegue es

sdlo el primer paso hacia el retiro
total de Israel de los territorios que
ocupd en 1967.

"En realidad, Assad se ha conten-
tado con lo que Sadat [presidente egip-
cio] habia ya obtenido de Kissinger:
una vaga promesa de que el repliegue
es un primer paso hacia 'una paz
justa y duradera' en el Medio Oriente.
"• Que se mencionaraespecificamen-

te el problema de Palestina como parte
de un arreglo general. En este acuerdo
no se menciona a los palestinos".

Desde luego, esto es en el acuerdo
publico. En las negociaciones a puer-
ta cerrada, que son la especialidad
de Kissinger, bubo much a discusidn
sobre el movimiento de resistencia pa-
lestino.

ARREGLOS SECRETOS

"El Presidente sirio", escribid el 31
de mayo Flora Lewis, corresponsal
del New York Times, "garantizd secre-
tamente a Israel, por medio del Secre-
tario de Estado Kissinger, que las



guerrillas palestinas no penetrardn a
Israel a traves de la frontera siria. . .

"Se dice que esta promesa, que repre-
senta un gran cambio en la politica
siria, la expresd oralmente el presi-
dente Hafez al-Assad, pero de tal for
ma que los israelies la consideraron

responsable.

"Su promesa fue considerada vital

para que se llegara al acuerdo sobre

el repliegue de fuerzas el mi^rcoles
(29 de mayo) y para que fuera fir-
mado hoy. .
Este no fue el linico compromiso

secreto con Israel. El 30 de mayo,
durante el debate del Knesset sobre

d acuerdo de repliegue de fuerzas,
la Primera Ministra Golda Meir con-

testd las acusaciones que le lanzaba
el ala ultraderechista de que "se ha-
bia rendido", sefialdndoles otras dos

promesas secretas que le habian he-

cho—ambas por parte de Washing
ton.

La mds importante era la promesa
de Nixon de respaldar politicamente
a Israel en los bombardeos que lleve
a cabo contra los campamentos de re-
fugiados palestinos. Washington, dijo
Meir, declarb por escrito en un acuer
do secreto "que no considerard que
estas acetones violen d alto al fuego
y que las apoyard politicamente".
"Con esto", informb la corresponsal

del Times, "los Estados Unidos quie-

ren decir que, si llega a ser necesario,
utilizardn su derecho de veto en el

Consejo de Seguridad de las Naciones
Unidas para que no se sancione a
Israel" por tales acetones.

Meir tambidn sugirib que se le ha-
bia prometido considerable ayuda mi-
litar. La "consistente ayuda de los
Estados Unidos a Israel ha sido ga-
rantizada por el Presidente de los Es
tados Unidos", dijo.

Pronto se revelb que Washington
tambidn habia prometido realizar vue-
los de reconocimiento sobre la zona

controlada por las Naciones Unidas
en las alturas de Goldn. Esos vuelos

tendrdn como objeto asegurarse de
que se cumplan los tbrminos del acuer

do, especialmente la promesa de Da-
masco de parar las operaciones gue-

rrilleras a travds de la frontera siria.

TRAICION A LOS PALESTINOS

Estos acuerdos y compromisos se-
cretos pusieron fin a la lucha en el

frente sirio gracias a la traicibn a
la lucha de las masas drabes contra

Israel. A cambio del alto al fuego

y de la promesa de ayuda nortea-
mericana, Assad reconocib de facto
la legitimidad del estado Israeli y mal-
vendib la lucha de tres millones de

palestinos que han sido despojados de
su tierra.

La carta fuerte de Assad en las

negociaciones con Kissinger, fue su
capacidad para obstaculizar, almenos

temporalmente, la lucha de los pa
lestinos, cortdndoles la ayuda finan-

ciera y el apoyo politico sirio y res-

tringiendo la libertad de movimien-

to de los comandos. Esta es precisa-
mente la "concesibn" que guardb para
el final, a fin de asegurarse un mejor
arreglo diplomdtico con Israel.

Todavia el 27 de mayo, s61o cuatro
dias antes de que fueran hechos pu-
blicos el acuerdo y los compromisos
secretos, Damasco seguia negandoque
fuera a aceptar un acuerdo que res-

tringiera la lucha de los palestinos.
Se decia en un comunicado oficial

de la agenda noticiosa SANA: "Los

que quieren discutir sobre los fedayi-
nes deben resolver el problema del
pueblo palestino por medio de dis-

cusiones con los mismos dirigentes
palestinos".
Al dia siguiente, informaba desde

Damasco Juan Onis, corresponsal del

New York Times, se seguia garan-
tizando a los dirigentes palestinos que
tendrian completa libertad de movi-

miento despubs de que se firmara el

acuerdo sobre el repliegue de tropas.
"Yasir Arafat, el principal dirigente

guerrillero, presidente de la Organi-
zacibn para la LiberacibndePalestina,

tuvo esta manana una reunibn de

dos boras con el presidente Hafez al-
Assad y posteriormente se entrevistb
durante hora y media con Andrei A.
Gromyko [Canciller sovie'tico]", infor-
m6 Onis.

"Fuentes palestinas dijeron que tanto
sirios como sovibticos habian garan-
tizado al Sr. Arafat que en las pld-
ticas sobre el repliegue de fuerzas Siria
no se comprometeria a frenar los ata-

ques gu'errilleros". Hacian esta pro
mesa al mismo tiempo que Assad se

dedicaba a comerciar con la ayuda
al movimiento de resistencia.

El movimiento palestino estd pre-

sionado, ademds, por el hecho de que
el siguiente punto de trabajo parece
ser una segunda etapa del acuerdo

entre Israel y Egipto.

"La estrategia a largo plazo de
Kissinger, segdn personas cercanas
a el", escribib Terence Smith en el

New York Times del 2 de junio, "es

tratar de neutralizar a Egipto como
factor en la fbrmula del Medio Orien-

te. Si se puede unir a Egipto e Israel
en un acuerdo, o en una seriede acuer

dos que les resulten mutualmente bene-
ficiosos, dice la teoria de Kissinger,
se puede desechar virtualmente una

guerra total en el Medio Oriente, ya
que ningun estado drabe atacaria a

Israel sin asistencia egipcia".
Ahora el movimiento de resistencia

debe escoger entre desafiar a los mds
poderosos estados drabes — curso pa
ra el que estd poco preparado por la
dependencia de sus direcciones hacia
estos regimenes burgueses —u orien-
tarse hacia un acuerdo negociado, en
el que tendria que reconocer la exis-
tencia de Israel a cambio del com

promiso de que se respetara la "au-
toridad nacional" palestina en el ban

co occidental del estrecho de Gaza.

Cuando mucho podrian aspirar a
tener un miniestado, un Bantustdn pa

lestino, en el territorio que Israel tu-
viera a bien disponer.
Moscu estd impulsando el segundo

curso, respetando fielmente los t^rmi-

nos del acuerdo general al que ha lle-
gado con Washington. Parece quetam-
bidn estdn de acuerdo los dirigentes
de ias mds poderosas organizaciones
de resistencia que estdn presentes en
el Congreso Nacional Palestino, que
comenzb a reunirse en El Cairo el

1 de junio.

Israel, por su parte, no tardb en
demostrar que va a aprovechar al
mdximo el acuerdo sobre el repliegue
de fuerzas. El 31 de mayo, el mismo
dia que se firmb el acuerdo, la fuer-

za adrea Israeli bombardebnuevamen-

te los campamentos de refugiados pa
lestinos de la regibn de Arquob, al
sudeste de Libano. □

Or People?

The U.S. Senate took time out June 4
to approve, 76 to 12, a measure banning
poison-gas experiments on beaglepuppies.
The vote, which came on the second day
of debate on the $20,600 million mili
tary spending bill, was apparently in
fluenced by a stirring plea from Sena
tor Hubert Humphrey. His speech may
have taken some of his colleagues by
surprise, for the former vice-president had
not made his concern for the victims of
poison gas widely known during the Viet
nam war.

Dogs have a special place in people's
affections. Senator Humphrey said, and
it is wrong for the Army to be "adver
tising for 450 beagles to be used to test
poison gases" when "there are plenty of
other animals they can use, called rats
and mice."
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Invents Charges Against Rami Livneh

Israeli Embassy Slanders Political Prisoner

[In December 1972 the Israeli re
gime arrested some thirty Arabs and

Jews on charges of "espionage" and
"sabotage." Most were accused of be
longing to a Syrian intelligence net
work. All received long sentences, rang

ing from seven to seventeen years.

[One of those arrested was Rami
Livneh, a member of the Revolution

ary Communist Alliance, a group that

split from the Israeli Socialist Orga
nization. The specific charges against

Livneh were that he had met with a

"foreign agent" (supposedly a mem

ber of the Palestinian resistance move

ment) and that he was found in pos

session of two copies, each three years
old, of the Arab weekly el-Hurriyah.

[The regime's lack of concern for
facts in such matters is documented

by the following letter from Israeli at

torney Felicia Langer, published in
the June 6 he Monde. The transla

tion is by Intercontinental Press.]

In passing through Paris, I read

in your newspaper {he Monde, May

28) a press release from the Israeli

Embassy that stated Rami Livneh had
been "sentenced to jail for attempted

sabotage in Israel, under Syrian aus
pices." I would like to clarify the fol

lowing points;

1. I am Rami Livneh's attorney,
and I defended him at his trial in

the Haifa court.

2. The assertion about my chent
in the statement from the Israeli Em

bassy is a pure slander.

3. Livneh was not sentenced for, or
even accused of, any crime involving
a connection of any sort with Syria,
nor of any attempt at sabotage, nor
of anything even approaching attempt
ed sabotage.
4. Furthermore, Livneh had nothing

to do with the so-called spy network
that was on trial before the Haifa

court at the same time he was. This

point was not contested by the prose

cution.

5. Livneh was tried and sentenced to

ten years in prison for having been
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in contact, about two years before his

arrest, with a foreign agent—a Paies-

tinian who had come to Israel on a

summer visit and who was thought

to be a member of Fatah; for not

having informed the authorities about

this; and for having in his possession

the newspaper of a banned organiza
tion [the Democratic Popular Front
for the Liberation of Palestine].

6. Livneh pleaded not guilty at his
trial, and his appeal will be heard be
fore the Supreme Court of Jerusalem
on June 12 and 13.

I consider the Israeli Embassy state

ment a defamation of my client and
prejudicial to him, since his case is
currently before the courts.

Pending any judicial action I may
take, I request that you publish this
correction without delay. □

Pose Need for Action by Working Class

Inflation, Unemployment Rise in Hong Kong
By Wu Shun-sin

Hong Kong
In the past two years, the Hong Kong

economy has been in a downturn. Ac
cording to conservative estimates, the cost
of iiving has risen 49 percent, while wages
have stagnated.

Large amounts of foreign capital have
been transferred from Hong Kong to Tai
wan and South Korea in search of cheap
er iabor, producing mass unemployment
in Hong Kong. Even some officials of the
colonial administration put the number
of unemployed as high as 100,000.

It is not surprising that the coloniai
government's economic policies are
blamed by broad layers of society. The
government has made the crisis worse
by imposing higher taxes; tolerating ris
ing prices of public services such as elec
tricity, telephones, gasoline, etc.; toierat-
ing speculation; doing nothing about un
employment.

Except for a tiny company-union, the
only organized force in the working ciass
is ied by the Maoists. But according to
Peking's general line, this is a time for
peaceful coexistence, even at the expense
of defensive struggles by the working
ciass. Therefore the Maoist-dominated
unions have so far done nothing.

In the resolution of the twentieth con
gress of the Hong Kong Federation of
Unions, the economic crisis and its ef
fects on the working ciass are neglected.
The document only boasts that China's
improving trade relations with other coun
tries will improve the situation of the
working class in Hong Ko) g. Notabiy,
for the first time the Maoists attacked the
"ultraleft" tendency in the workers' move
ment. This obviousiy refers to the radical
rank and file in the leftist unions, the radi
cal young workers, and members of rev
olutionary youth organizations.

During the past two years, there have

been hundreds of spontaneous strikes.
Young workers played a prominent roie.
Nevertheless, the unions are unable to re
cruit them — in part because the unions
either completely abstained from the strug
gles or intervened only to compromise
them in the end.

Continued defeats of such struggles —
caused largely by their isolation —can be
very harmful to the workers' movement.
The radical youth groups are aware of
this problem and are seeking for ways
to reach the radicalized workers.

The youth groups are divided on a
number of political and organizational
issues.

The "Workers Education Committee,"
which publishes Exposure, claims to ad
here to Marxism-Leninism but has a
strong tendency toward syndicalism. They
avoid taking a precise position on China.

The 70's Biweekly group, which has
experienced two splits, stUl retains its new-
ieft-type organization. Politically it has
been called "semi-anarchist and semi-Trot-
skyist." Its worker commission is still quite
active, but without a guiding strategy or
clear perspective.

One of the groups that split from the
70's Biweekly last September, the Student
Express, was founded on a basically rev
olutionary Marxist program. This group
directs itself to the high schools, where
there is no tradition of radicalism.

The other group that split from the
70's Biweekly is the Revolutionary Inter
nationalist League (RIL), which puts out
the Daily Combat Bulletin and Action.
It adheres to revolutionary Marxism. The
RIL and the Student Express group now
jointly edit a theoretical monthly journal,
October Review.

Last October, the RIL successfully in
tervened in the struggle at Arvin elec
tronics factory, preparing and organiz-



ing a strike together with the workers and
politically defeating the Maoist union.
This was the first time that a youth group
was able to win political leadership in
a workers' struggle. Some of the most
militant workers were attracted to the

group. It is now attempting to help estab
lish an electronics workers' union.

The spontaneist Maoists, mostly young
students, are completely outside the work
ers' movement and do not attempt to in
tervene. However, the growing discontent
among workers has repercussions on
them. In regard to the question of whether
to advance the class struggle in Hong
Kong, the young Maoists are divided into
two camps, neither of which does any
thing in practice.
On March 17, an open forum on the

problem of unemployment was organized
by the Christian Industry Committee, a
vaguely reformist group that for three
years published the not very successful
Workers Weekly. The forum was attended
by about 500 workers, who directed their
anger not only at unemployment but at
the whole economic and political struc
ture. This was sharpened by the inter
vention of members of the two revolu

tionary Marxist groups.
Another open forum was organized by

the Hong Kong Federation of Students.
About 200 students and an equal number
of workers attended.

The two forums attracted the attention

of the working class, which is looking
for leadership in the struggle to improve
its situation.

The student federation has planned a
campaign on inflation. In a special issue
of their paper published in April, they
listed these demands:

1. Strict government control of prices,
especially of rice and electricity.

2. Government action to end specula
tion.

3. Withdrawal by the government of at
least one-fourth of the stocks invested in

London.

4. An end to high house rents, high
land rents, and high taxation, and the
imposition of a graduated tax.
However, the federation has a sectarian

attitude toward the radical groups and
will not cooperate with them in a joint
struggle.

Another committee to fight inflation was
organized by the 70's Biweekly group.
Their central demands are government-
paid unemployment funds and a price
freeze.

A third committee was created by the
Student Express and the Daily Combat
Bulletin. Its three main demands are an

immediate price freeze, a minimum wage
and automatic wage adjustments to com
pensate for inflation, and immediate es
tablishment of unemployment funds.
The colonial government and the bour

geoisie face a deepening economic and
social crisis that they are unable to re
solve. In this situation, the anti-inflation
movement is an opportunity for the work
ing class to carry out a united struggle.

It is clear that concessions can be won.

Even the reformists recognize this and

are willing to take the initiative when
ever they feel they have a mass base
and broad support. However, they will
not go beyond the minimal economic de
mands.

The revolutionary movement is divided
into different areas between which there

is little connection. The anti-inflation

movement is seen only as an economic
struggle and not in its transitional charac
ter. As long as the radicals refrain from
analyzing the objective situation—and
particularly the nature of the Maoist
unions — they can urge the workers to
unite around one issue or action but can

not help them to organize on a consis
tently militant line.
In the view of revolutionary Marxists,

the present workers' struggles can be a
springboard for an anticolonial and anti-
capitalist mass movement. And the more
the movement develops, the more it will
expose the Maoist line. This means that
the mass movement will be a threat to

the Chinese bureaucracy. The situation
presents a historic opportunity for rev
olutionary Marxists to engage in joint
action with the radicalized workers, to
appecd to the whole working class, and to
recruit the most politicized workers and
help them to organize. In those sectors

India

where the Maoists are weak, as among

the electronics workers, efforts to build
mass unions are the central task. In sec

tors dominated by the Maoists, the most
militant and political elements should be
recruited and used to build groups inside
and outside the Maoist unions.

With regard to these unions, the rev
olutionary Marxists should demonstrate
the correctness of their analysis in prac
tice. Furthermore, they should present
clear answers to the problems of Hong
Kong and of China. The goal is to win
over these workers politically.

The differentiation among the spon
taneist Maoists also offers opportunities.
It must be explained to the disillusioned
young Maoists that the compromising pol
icy of the Hong Kong Maoists is not ac
cidental.

Also, the large numbers in the high
schools cannot be neglected. They are
the workers of tomorrow.

All the social forces that can be reached

by the revolutionary Marxists should be
combined in the present anti-inflation
struggle, which will be a source of politi
cal education based on concrete exam

ples. The anti-inflation movement will leap
to a higher level only when the revolu
tionaries are able to give it direction and
organization. □

Divided Leadership Weakened Rail Strike
By Sharad Jhaveri

Jamnagar
The recent twenty-day rail strike was

the longest and most costly in the
history of the Indian rail system. The
companies lost 500 million rupees
[US$1 equals approximately 7.75
rupees], and the economy as a whole
is estimated to have lost some 1,000
million rupees.

The strike was called off unilateral
ly May 28 by the National Coordina
tion Committee of Railwaymen's
Struggle (NCCRS) in the wake of the
Gandhi government's success in
causing a split in the leadership. The
NCCRS represents more than 1.6 mil
lion railway workers in some 160
different unions.

Irreconcilable differences among the
leadership, at times involving mem
bers of the same party, appeared in
the last three days of the strike. S. A.
Dange, chairman of the pro-Moscow
Communist party of India (CPI) and

general secretary of the CPI-dominated
All-India Trade Union Congress
(AITUC) was, for example, clearly
in favor of calling off the strike. His
suggestion was to resolve the issues
on a zonal or group basis rather
than with a countrywide settlement.

S. M. Bannerji, a prominent leader
of the AITUC, openly criticised
Dange's proposal. "It is really sur
prising," Bannerji said, "that at a time
when the entire government machinery
is being used to suppress and crush
the striking railway employees, a sug
gestion should have been made to the
workers to take [what should be a]
collective decision group by group or
zone by zone. The central trade unions
that supported the strike uncondi
tionally should have stood by the side
of railway employees and intensified
their struggle by industrial action."

Bannerji said that the Gandhi gov
ernment's repression was reminiscent
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of the fascist actions against working
people in the period between World
War I and World War XL He called
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DANGE; Accused of cooperating with
government to break strike.

nation of the strike. He pointed out

that this removed pressure on the gov

ernment regarding such questions as

the victimisation and jailing of mili

tant unionists. No concession was ex

tracted from the government over the

fate of the 50,000 raUwaymen who
have bqpn arrested or the nearly 10,-

000 who have been dismissed.

The government did meet six of the
strikers' eight demands, totaling about
800 million rupees. But it refused to

make any commitment on the two
most important demands — the pay
ment of a bonus and wage parity

with other workers in the public sec

tor.

It is obvious that the strike lead

ers no longer have any power to back
up the workers' demands. Railway
Minister L. N. Mishra confirmed this

May 28, when he declared that the

strikers would not be paid for the

days they did not work and that they
would lose their seniority rights.

Although the leadership described

the strike as an "industrial action,"

it obviously had broad political im

plications. It was a general strike in

volving a direct confrontation between

workers and their rulers, and as such

it could not be waged simply on the
economic front. The whole movement

should have been politicised from the

very beginning, with more vigorous
action from the various left parties

and the trade-union federations they
lead.

Greater unity on the part of the

left leadership was necessary in the

face of the government's determina

tion to break the strike at any cost.

As it was, however, no effort was

made even to fraternise with the rank

and file of the army.

The government obviously intended
to teach the country's organised work

ing-class movement a lesson, a strat

egy that reflects the pronounced right-

ward drift of the Gandhi administra

tion.

For the moment, the workers have

lost the initiative. Nevertheless, the

strike represented a high point in the
recent actions mounted by the urban

proletariat of India. □

Two Demonstrators, Two Officials Killed

on the trade-union federations and
members of parliament to protest the
government's effort to "crush the trade-
union movement."

Dange's stand was also criticised
by the NCCRS, which termed his sug
gestion a "disruptionist" move aimed
at helping the government destroy the
trade-union movement.

P. Ramamurti, general secretary of
the Centre of Indian Trade Unions,
the union federation led by the CPI
(Marxist), blamed the collapse of the
strike on the disruptive position taken
by the AITUC. He said it was crystal
clear that the CPI's coalition with the
ruling Congress party in Keraia and
its policy of overall support to the
Congress government had put it in
a pitiable predicament.
"I leave it to the working class,"

Ramamurti said, "to draw their own
conclusions and decide at whose bid
ding the AITUC leaders had at last
resorted to this line of naked disrup
tion." He predicted that a large num
ber of workers in the AITUC would
reject the policy of the CPI.

Priya Gupta, general secretary of
the All-India Railwayman's Federa
tion, also criticised the uniiateral termi-

Pnompenh Police Attack Student Protest
Student demonstrations in Pnom

penh, which had been continuing for
three weeks, erupted into clashes with
riot police June 4, leaving two stu
dents and two education ministry of
ficials dead. Eight other students were
wounded and, according to the June 6
New York Times, seventy-two arrested.

The students were protesting against
a new draft law, skyrocketing infla
tion, corruption in the puppet govern
ment, and the arrest of students and
teachers during previous protests.

The confrontation on June 4 began
when 300 students held a peaceful
demonstration. The crowd quickiy
swelled to 1,000. Students seized the
education minister, Keo Sangkin, and
his chief assistant, Thach Chea, and
marched them through the streets of
Pnompenh to a high school. The stu
dents said they planned to detain the
officials until fifteen students and four
teachers under arrest were released.
They demanded that the education
minister write to Premier Long Boret
asking that the students and teachers

be released.
Specially trained riot police moved

into the school grounds, but were re
pulsed by the students. The police then
cordoned off a four-block section
around the school and attacked the
protesters with rifle fire. Premier Long
Boret charged that the students killed
the education minister and his assis
tant and that a "Communist elemenf
was involved in their deaths. A news
man at the scene, however, said that
the two officials had been used as
shields by the students and that they
were killed when the military police
attacked. A later account, by a U.S.
teacher at the school, said that a "lone
gunman" shot the two officials.

In a dispatch from Pnompenh, Wash
ington Post correspondent Phillip A.
McCombs wrote in the June 6 issue:
"Having committed itself to an exceed
ingly shaky government, the United
States is now in the position of having
to sit and watch its broadest inter
ests affected by a couple of thousand
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students in Phnom Penh who, by the puppet regime. "Signs of unrest in school in Tehran.
actions in the past two weeks, are Phnom Penh are growing," McCombs Nemat Mirzazedeh (M. Azarm) isactions in the past two weeks, are Phnom Penh are growing," McCombs
tilting the scales in favor of the other continued. "Not just students and teach- a poet from Mashhad, whose works

side [the Khmer Rouge]." ers are affected by the inflation (123 include Sahorri, a collection of con-
But the students are not the only per cent during the first four months temporary poetry. He was arrested

ones discontented with Washington's of this year), but everyone." □ once before, in 1971.

Shah's Police Keep Charges Secret

Five Prominent Iranian Writers Jailed

[The following information was re
leased by the U.S.-based Committee
for Artistic and Intellectual Freedom
in Iran (CAIFI) on June 7.]

Less than three months after the
executions of two dissident intellectu

als, Khosrow Golsorkhi and Kara-
mat Daneshian (see Intercontinental
Press, March 4, p. 239), reports from
Iran have disclosed that the shah has
imprisoned five prominent Iranian
writers: Dr. All Shariatti, Nemat Mir
zazedeh (M. Azarm), Fereydoon Ton-
kaboni, Hooshang Golshiri, and Fe
reydoon Tavalloli.

The arrests were carried out by
SAVAK, the shah's secret police, with
out any legal proceedings and under
a cover of complete official silence.

CAIFI has demanded that the Irani
an government make public the
charges against the five, release them
from jail, and stop the victimization
of Iranian intellectuals and artists.

The committee appealed to those
concerned about intellectual freedom

to send letters of protest to the Iranian
Embassy in their country.

Mohammad B. Falsafi, a spokesper
son for the committee, commented in
issuing the statement: "The arrests of
these five are part of a continuing
chain of repression against artists and
intellectuals by the shah. As the cover
article in the June 2 Sunday New York
Times Magazine observed, 'trials, exe
cutions and mysterious disappear
ances seem to continue. At least 75

people have been executed for [so-
called] subversive activities in the past
18 months alone.' The same article
put the number of political,prisoners
at between 25,000 and 45,000."

All Shariatti, a doctor of philosophy
and university professor, is the best

known of the five. He has been in
jail more than nine months. He taught
sociology, the history of theology, and
Islamic philosophy at Ferdosi Uni
versity in Mashhad. Shariatti is the
author of more than twenty books,
including Humanity and Islam, Mar
tyrdom, and Fatirna. He is especially
renowned for his theological studies
at Hossinieh Ershad, a theological

Fereydoon Tonkaboni, a contempo
rary writer and high-school teacher,
is author of Man in a Cage, Prisoner
of the Soil, A Chess Pawn, Stars of
a Dark Night, and Notes of a Tur
bulent City. He was imprisoned in
1970 for publishing the last of these
in violation of censorship rules.

Hooshang Golshiri, from Isfahan
and imprisoned there, is author of As
Always and Shazdeh Ehtejaab. Ferey
doon Tavalloli, the most recently ar
rested of the five, is a very well known
poet. The apparent reason for his ar
rest is a poem he wrote on the oc
casion of the execution of Khosrow
Golsorkhi in February of this year. □

Paper Exposes SAVAK Agent in London
A London newspaper has exposed

a small corner of the spying opera
tions abroad by SAVAK, the Irani
an secret political police. In its May
12 issue, the Sunday Times described
the efforts of a SAVAK agent, operat
ing out of the Iranian consulate in
London, to recruit an Iranian-born
British citizen to spy on Iranian stu
dents in Britain.

The agent is Abdol Ali Jahanbin,
a first secretary in the consulate. His
would-be recruit was Eli Povey,
whose husband, Terry Povey, is a
member of the executive of the Na
tional Union of Students (NUS).

Until recently Eli Povey worked in
the London office of the National
Iranian Oil Company. Last Decem
ber, she was told that the main of
fice in Teheran wanted to talk with
her about a possible promotion. The
company paid all the expenses of her
flight there.

Once in Teheran, Povey was instead
interviewed several times by the shah's
poiitical police.

"The first interview was over quick
ly," reported the Sunday Times, 'but
just before it had ended the SAVAK
agent asked about a holiday the
Poveys had taken in Iran that sum

mer. As Mrs Povey began to name
a few places they had visited, the agent
interrupted. 'You also went to Ker-
monshah,' he said, 'to stay with your
cousins and you went to the Caspian
Sea with your father. You also visited
Shiraz and stayed with your uncle.'
This was disconcerting: the Poveys
had dropped in on the uncle without
any warning. SAVAK, it seemed, had
been keeping a very close watch."

The agents concluded their last in
terview with Povey with an unsubtle
reminder that they could easily re
taliate against her family if she failed
to cooperate. "Are you afraid of me?"
one agent asked her. "What about
SAVAK, aren't you afraid of SAVAK
.  . . haven't you heard that SAVAK
tortures, imprisons, kills people?"

After her return to London, Povey
was contacted and told to meet a man,
who turned out to be Jahanbin, in a
pub on May 2. Povey carried a hid
den tape recorder to the meeting, and
photographers of the Sunday Times
photographed it, unknown to Jahan
bin.

Jahanbin introduced himself, using
the pseudonym Ali Bahrami. He as
sured Povey she would be well re
warded if she agreed to go on
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SAVAK's payroll: "I am a very
powerful man, in a good position to
help you. ... If you work for me,
I'll pay you myself."
"'Ali' then outlined what he wanted

from Mrs Povey," the Sunday Times

reported. "He was particularly inter
ested in the Confederation of Irani

an Students. . . . Membership of the

Confederation is an offence in Iran,

bringing three to 10 years in jail.
"The diplomat knew that members

of the Confederation sometimes visited

the Povey's home. . . .

Brazil

"'Ali' asked her to collect informa

tion about 'the students' discussions,

their plans, the time and place of their
plans. . . .' The previous day, he
pointed out, had been May Day. 'If
you could tell me which students at
tended demonstrations, then if I say,

for instance, Mr [name deleted] was

there, he can never deny it.'"

Jahanbin said he was particularly
interested in one student activist, Ah

mad Ghotbi: "If Ghotbi ever comes

to your home and talks about poli
tics, you come and tell me." □

Geisel Tightens Up on Critics
Brazilian lawyers have asked the

newly elected Geisel regime to pro
duce information on the whereabouts
of five political prisoners who have
disappeared. According to the May
30 New York Times, the five per
sons are Fernando Augusto de Santa
Cruz Oliveira, a civil servant;
Eduardo Collier, Jr., a former law
student; Luz Ignacio Maranhao, a
lawyer and former member of the Rio
Grande do Norte state assembly;
David Capistrano, a Communist jour
nalist; and the latter's friend, Jose
Roman.

This story followed by one day an
account in the Times of the April ar
rests in Sao Paulo of "more than 50
students and intellectuals . . . for no
apparent reason."

A formal protest of ill-treatment was
lodged in the case of attorney Welling
ton Rocha Cantal. The Sao Paulo
Lawyers Association claimed he had
been beaten and subjected to various
tortures after being arrested in April.

Estimates of the number detained
in the wave of arrests since Geisel was
inaugurated are from fifty to 100 per
sons. In addition to students and intel
lectuals, trade unionists and individ
uals linked to programs of the Sao
Paulo Archdiocese have been vic
timized.

This crackdown on dissidents has
even extended to members of the
Brazilian legislature. La Razbn of
Buenos Aires reported on May 31 that
Deputy Francisco Pinto wiU be
brought to trial by the federal supreme

court for having criticized the head
of the Chilean military junta. General
Augusto Pinochet, when the latter was
visiting Brazil.

In mid-May censorship of major

bourgeois newspapers and magazines
was tightened, after a brief relaxation.
(Censorship of the left press, however,
had never been relaxed.) Vqa, O Es-
tado de Sao Paulo, Jornal da Tarde,
and Opiniao have had censors added
to their editorial boards to ensure pre-
publication cutting of objectionable
material, reported the May 21 Buenos
Aires daily La Opinion.

On the list of forbidden topics, the
article continued, quoting the Brazilian
federal police, are any "news, com
mentaries, notes, statistics (even hypo
thetical ones), or reports on economic
recession or on domestic political and
student movements. Any sort of criti
cism of the political economy, and
above all, publication of comparative
data on inflation, the cost of living,
and wage adjustments are still forbid
den."

As an example of the extremes to
which the Brazilian regime carries its
censorship policy. La Opinion po'mieA
out that the same list forbids the pub
lication of "any news whatsoever
about Geisel's daughter." □

'Unofficial' One to Be Used Instead

Nixon Abolishes Official 'Subversive' List
U.S. Attorney General William Sax-

be announced June 4 that the Nixon
administration had abolished the at
torney general's list of "subversive"
organizations.

Later in the same news conference,
however, another government spokes
man revealed that the Federal Bureau
of Investigation had compiled a new,
secret list of fifty-two organizations
that are under investigation for pos
sible "subversive" activities.

When asked if this did not amount
to an updated version of the old list.
Assistant Attorney General Kevin Ma-
roney replied that the new list was
not really a list at all, because it was
not written down.

The original list, an official com
pilation of some 300 political organi
zations that dated back to 1947, had
lost much of its usefulness. A success
ful court challenge in 1951 won a
ruling that no new organization could
be added without a hearing — a right
that had been denied to the Social

ist Workers party. Communist party,
and other groups placed on the list
when it was first drawn up.

In addition, the SWP and some other
groups on the list have been waging
a vigorous battle to have it abolished.
A challenge to its constitutionality is
a major element in the suit filed by
the SWP and the Young Socialist Al
liance to force a halt to government
surveillance, harassment, and attempt
ed intimidation of socialists and other
opponents of government policy.

The U.S. revolutionary-socialist
weekly The Militant said in its June
14 issue that the fact the government
had been forced to abandon the "of
ficial" list represented a genuine vic
tory for civil liberties. At the same
time, however, the paper pointed out
that "far from abandoning the goals
and methods of the witch-hunters, Nix
on and Saxbe are merely engaging
in a maneuver, trying to come up
with an updated list that would not
be subject to challenge."
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In a statement released June 5, the

Socialist Workers party 1974 Cam
paign Committee warned of the dan

gers inherent in the new list "'FBI

investigation,'" the committee said,

"means that 52 organizations, includ
ing the SWP, will remain the victims

of wiretaps, burglary, spying, job ha
rassment, and sabotage. It means that

a government 'subversive' list in fact

still exists, only this time it is secret.

"Because of this, the Socialist Work

ers Party will continue to mobilize

opposition to these government pol
icies and press forward with our civil

liberties suit demanding a complete
halt to all forms of harassment

against our party, its supporters, and

other opponents of the Nixon ad

ministration." □

Kissinger Caught Lying at Wrong Time

Colson's Guilty Plea Shakes Nixon Gang
By Allen Myers

When U. S. Secretary of State Henry
Kissinger on June 6 held his first
press conference since the signing of
the Syrian-Israeli disengagement ac
cord, his meeting with reporters was
not the triumphant occasion he had
apparently expected. The journalists
showed considerably less interest in
Kissinger's diplomatic activities than
in his involvement in the Watergate
scandal.

At one point, Kissinger reminded
the reporters that "this is a press con
ference and not a cross-examination."
That did not stop one newsman from
asking him "whether or not you have
consulted with any counsel in prepara
tion for a defense against a possible
perjury indictment."

The question arose because of ac
cumulating evidence that Kissinger
lied when he told the Senate Foreign
Relations Committee last September
that he had no major involvement
in the Nixon administration's wire
tapping of government personnel and
reporters in 1969-71. Members of
the House Judiciary Committee look
ing into the taps as part of the im
peachment investigation have told re
porters that Kissinger initiated some
of the taps and that he received nu
merous logs of their results.

It is, of course, highly unlikely that
Kissinger wUl ever be indicted for ly
ing to the Senate committee. (In fact,
the Senate would hardly be inclined
to confirm the nomination of a dip
lomat who did not display the ability
to lie convincingly.) But it is sympto
matic of Nixon's decline that even
Kissinger, the White House gang's one

remaining "hero," has now been com
promised by Watergate.

On the other hand, if Kissinger
should end up in prison, he is at
least likely to find himself among old
friends, possibly even Nixon himself.

On June 6, the same day that Kis
singer was defending himself at the
press conference, Nixon's top lawyer,
James St. Clair, confirmed press re
ports that the grand jury that last
March 1 indicted seven persons in
the Watergate cover-up conspiracy
had named Nixon as an unindicted
co-conspirator in the case. The jury
reportedly wanted to indict Nixon but
was persuaded by special prosecutor
Leon Jaworski that an incumbent
president could not legally be indicted.

Writing in the June 7 New York
Times, Lesley Oelsner explained some
of the implications of the grand jury's
action:

"It probably means that Mr. Nixon
cannot escape his present problems
by resigning unless he first makes
a deal with the prosecution, such as
the deal Vice President Agnew made.

"It may also mean that Mr. Nixon's
case in resisting prosecution subpoe
nas, a case considered weak by some,
may become even weaker."

More importantly, it also makes it
more difficult for the House of Repre
sentatives not to impeach Nixon with
out being seen as engaging in a white
wash.

But the grand jury report is only
one of a growing number of threats
to Nixon's survival as president. On
June 4, a panel of technical experts
confirmed its earlier report to Judge

John Sirica that an I8.5-minute gap
on a crucial White House tape was
caused by five to nine separate era
sures. After the experts made their
initial report in January, the White
House hired another expert to conduct
separate research and hopefully come
up with a different explanation for
the buzzing sound that obliterated a
June 20, 1972, conversation between
Nixon and his then chief of the White
House staff, H. R. Haldeman. But
even the White House's expert stated
that he was in "general agreement"
with the court panel's conclusions.

Most of the suspicion as to the iden
tity of the person who erased the tape
has focused on Rose Mary Woods,
Nixon's personal secretary.

Another high-level Nixon aide, for
mer White House special counsel
Charles Colson, pleaded guilty to a
felony charge June 3 in connection
with the September 1971 burglary of
the office of Daniel Ellsberg's psychia-

\ C CTiJUlA.

EHRLICHMAN: A few chinks in his stone
wall around Nixon?

trist. Colson admitted that he partici
pated in a scheme to spread "defama
tory and derogatory allegations"
about Ellsberg and his attorneys in
order to prevent him from receiving a
fair trial in the Pentagon Papers case.

As part of a deal with the special
prosecutor's office, charges against
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Colson in the Watergate cover-up were
dropped when he pleaded guilty to the
other charge. The deal requires Col
son to testify "in any and all cases

with respect to which he may have

relevant information."

Colson, who directed what was

known as the "office of dirty tricks"
for the Nixon gang, is thought to pos
sess considerable relevant informa

tion. As a "veteran Washington observ
er" quoted by Robert P. Hey in the
Christian Science Monitor put it,
"Chuck Colson knows where the bod

ies are buried because he buried half

of them."

John Ehrlichman, Nixon's former

domestic adviser, who is also a de

fendant in the Ellsherg case (and in
the Watergate cover-up), is perhaps
the person most immediately threat
ened by Colson's plea. As conserva
tive columnists Rowland Evans and

Robert Novak pointed out June 5,
"his plea demolishes the badly tattered
national security argument used as
a defense in the Ellsherg case by John
D. Ehrlichman. It, therefore, provides
Special Prosecutor Jaworski with new

leverage to begin plea bargaining with
Ehrlichman."

"Should Ehrlichman plead guilty in
the Ellsherg case," the columnists
added, "Mr. Nixon's own reasons for

failing to report the break-in when
he first heard of it would be under

cut. But the greater danger to the
President would stem from what Ehr

lichman would have to say to get
off with a one-count plea.
"Jaworski would expect a great deal

more from him than from Colson.

To get rid of a grand total of two
conspiracy, one obstruction of justice,
and seven peijury indictments, Ehr
lichman would have to talk long and
hard. At the White House, the unlikely
prospect of a broken Ehrlichman

stonewall has always been considered
the point of maximum peril for the
President."

In a rather obvious attempt to
plaster over any holes in Ehrlich-
man's stonewall, Nixon has put him
self in the position of risking a cita
tion for contempt of court. Prior to

Colson's guilty plea, St. Clair had
promised Judge Gerhard A. Gesell,
who will be the judge in the Ellsherg
burglary trial, that the White House
would allow Ehrlichman and his law

yers access to Ehrlichman's files,

which he claims he needs for his de

fense.

June 17, 1974

But on June 7, St. Clair told Ge

sell that Nixon had vetoed his prom
ise. If Ehrlichman is denied use of

his fUes, he can argue for dismissal
of the charges on the ground that the
government is withholding evidence.
Nixon's action, Gesell said in court,
"borders on obstruction of justice."
This was generous: Nixon's plain in
tention was to ensure his aide's con

tinued loyalty by preventing a trial.
Gesell, however, immediately began

hearings that are a formal prerequi
site for citing someone for contempt of
court. If he decides to cite Nixon, his

order could not, of course, be en

forced, hut Nixon's contempt would
almost certainly become an article in
the eventual bill of impeachment.
Another skeleton in the White House

closet about which Colson should be

able to provide considerable relevant
information is the 1971 payoff from
dairy cooperatives in exchange for
a Nixon decision raising federal mUk-

price supports. According to a report
by the staff of the Senate Watergate
committee, the announcement of Nix

on's decision was postponed for two
days while White House aides ex

tracted a renewal of an earlier prom
ise by the cooperatives to contribute
$2 million to Nixon's reelection cam

paign. Colson is thought to have been
involved in the negotiations between
the dairies and the White House.

"The real issue," the Washington Post
commented in a June 4 editorial, "is

whether the present evidence suffices

for prosecution of those involved. The

answer to that question was affirma

tive even before the Senate Commit

tee staffs report appeared. Now it

has become doubly necessary and ur
gent to prosecute. With respect to the
involvement of the President, this pros

ecution will follow the constitutional

procedure of impeachment."

The dairy payoff to Nixon could
prove to be something of an embar

rassment to the House Judiciary Com
mittee, however. On June 4, the As

sociated Press reported that at least

sixteen members of the committee had

themselves received 1972 campaign

contributions from the cooperatives,
ranging in amount from $100 to

$11,000. Peter Rodino, the committee

chairman, raked in $4,100.

The disclosure should he reassur

ing to the capitalist sectors who are

concerned about Watergate's effects on
the U. S. political system: Even if Nix
on is impeached for accepting bribes,

most politicians in Washington will

continue doing business as usual. □

Senate Votes to End Shelling of Culebro
The U.S. Senate has voted to cut

off funds for the navy's program of
target practice on the Puerto Rican
offshore island of Culebra.

The measure, which was passed
June 5 by a vote of eighty-two to
zero, will go into effect December 31,
1975, if approved by the House of
Representatives and signed by Nixon.

The navy has been using one-third
of Culebra's territory as a gunnery
range since 1936, endangering the is
land's 800-900 inhabitants. In recent
years there has been growing opposi
tion by pro-independence groups to
the continued naval presence. They
have demonstrated their opposition
both in Puerto Rico and in Washing
ton.

The Senate vote appears to be a
new step in what has been an on
going dispute between the U.S. Con
gress and the Pentagon on how to
handle this issue. The dispute has
been marked by a series of policy re

versals on whether or not to withdraw
the navy from Culebra.

Most recently, on May 8, Deputy
Secretary of Defense William Clements,
Jr., ordered the navy to break off
negotiations with colonial authorities
on the question. The reason given
was that the proposed new target-prac
tice site. Mono Island, was located in
an international seaway and that hav
ing the navy operate there could cause
the United States problems with other
countries that use this strait.

Complicating the Culebra decision
is the proposal to use Mono Island
also as the site for a superport and
petroleum refinery complex that U.S.
business interests want to build in
Puerto Rico. Pro-independence groups
have opposed the project because of
the grave ecological threat it poses.
There is also widespread doubt about
the practicability of carrying out the
two activities in the same limited
area. □



Huelga Derechista Derriba a Faulkner

[ Esta es una traducci6n del artlculo

"Right-Wing Strike Overthrows Faulk
ner Executive", que aparecib en la
edicion de Intercontinental Press del

10 de junio].

El gobierno de coalicion de Irlanda
del Norte, encabezado per Brian
Faulkner, se derrumbo el 28 de mayo
ante los golpes de la huelga dirigida
ppr los extremistas protestantes, que
paralizd la industria y el transporte
durante dos semanas y redujo el abas-
tecimiento de energdticos a un tercio
de su produccidn normal.
La huelga habia sido organizada

por el Ulster Workers Council (Conse-
jo Obrero de Ulster) y grupos parami-
litares como el Ulster Defense Associa

tion (Associacidn de Defensade Ulster)
y el Ulster Volunteer Force (Fuerza
de Voluntarios de Ulster), para pro-
testar contra las medidas que dab an a
la comunidad catdlica minoritaria re-

presentacion en la Asamblea provin
cial y en el gobierno.

Poco despues de la renuncia del
gobierno, el 29 de mayo, el Consejo
Obrero de Ulster llamd a "un regreso
al trabajo por etapas". Unas pocas
boras despues, Irlanda del Norte vol-
via a estar bajo control directo de
Inglaterra, cuando el Secretario de
Estado de Irlanda del Norte, el bri-
tdnico Merlyn Rees, anuncid que la
Asamblea provincial no funcionaria
durante cuatro meses.

La caida de la admnistracidn de

Faulkner fue un duro golpe para los
esfuerzos del gobierno britdnico por
ganarse la colaboracidn de un sector

de la poblacion catolica para go-
bernar el norte, con el fin de aislar
y reprimir al ala izquierda del movi-

miento nacionalista.

Conforme se iba fortaleciendo la
linea dura de los fandticos pro-Ingla
terra, la poblacion catolica se encon-

traba en un peligro cada vez ma
yor.

El 30 de mayo, Rees se reunid con
tres dirigentes del ala dura de los

protestantes: William Craig, el reve-
rendo Ian Paisley y Harry West, y
acepto reunirse mds tarde con el

Consejo Obrero de Ulster. Era la pri-
mera vez, desde que comenzd la

huelga, que el gobierno aceptaba ne-
gociar con estos elementos.

El bianco inmediato de la huelga
de los obreros protestantes era el

acuerdo de Sunningdale, firmado en
diciembre de 1973, que daba a la po-
blacidn catdlica una participacidn en
el auto-gobierno local a travds de la

creacidn de la Asamblea de Irlanda

del Norte, elegida por representacidn
proporcional, y de un Ejecutivo pro
vincial, donde estaria representada la
comunidad catolica. Losmilitantesna-

cionalistas del movimiento republica-
no denunciaron el acuerdo de Sunning
dale como una maniobra mds para
mantener la dominacidn britdnica en

Irlanda. Pero el Social-Democratic and

Labor Party (SDLP—Partido Social-
democrata y Laboral) asistio a las
negociaciones de Sunningdale y aceptd
participar en la Asamblea y en el
Ejecutivo.
En parte, el SDLP tomb esa deci-

si6n impulsado por las promesas bri-
tdnicas de que estableceria un "Coun

cil of Ireland" (Consgo de Irlanda).
Aunque en realidad no se definieron
las funciones de este Consejo, el go
bierno de Dublin y los parlamenta-
rios catblicos del norte saludaron la

idea como un primer paso hacia la
reunificacion de Irlanda. Estaria com-

puesto por catorce miembros, siete por
parte del gobierno de Eire y siete
por el de Irlanda del Norte, y todas
sus decisiones tendrian que ser und-
nimes para que se llevaran a la prd-
tica. Pero los sindicalistas protestantes
consideraron que esta medida iba en
contra su posicibn privilegiada.

En las elecciones generales de fe-
brero en Gran Bretana, los protestan

tes derechistas que se oponen al a-

cuerdo de Sunningdale ganaron once

de los doce puestos que corresponden
a Irlanda del Norte en la Casa de los

Comunes.

Esto hizo que los sindicalistas pro
testantes se decidieran a exigir nuevas

elecciones para la Asamblea provin
cial, esperando que en esta eleccion

obtendrian una mayoria absoluta.

El 14 de mayo, la Asamblea aprobb

la formacibn del Cons^o de Irlanda.

Al dia siguiente comenzd la huelga
derechista. Sus principales exigencias
eran que se eliminara el Consejo de
Irlanda y que se convocara a nuevas
elecciones para la Asamblea.
En un discurso por televisidn el 25

de mayo, el Primer Ministro Harold
Wilson calificd a los huelguistas pro
testantes de "golpeadoresy valentones",
describid a los grupos protestantes de
linea dura como "elegidos por nadie,
personas autodesignadas que se dedi-
can a romper la ley sistemdticamente

y a intimidar al pueblo de Irlanda
del Norte", y los acusd de tratar de
"hacer pedazos a Irlanda".

Pero no anuncid que se fuera a
tomar alguna medida para enfrentar
este peligro. Anteriormente, los ingle-
ses habian amenazado con utilizar los

16,500 soldados que tienen en Irlanda
para romper la huelga. Pero en rea
lidad no tenian ni la minima intencidn

de enfrentarse a los extremistas pro
testantes. Como declard al New York

Times un oficial inglds: utilizar a las
tropas "crearia hostilidad y generaria
apoyo para la huelga" entre protestan
tes que "tradicionalmente han sido

nuestros amigos".

El 28 de mayo cayd el gobierno de
Faulkner ,acorralado entre lacreciente

presidn de dirigentes protestantes mo-

derados que cedian a los huelguistas,
y la continuada negativa de los repre-
sentantes catdlicos en el gobierno a
entablar negociaciones directasconlos
dirigentes de la huelga.
Para los comentaristas de la prensa

burguesa, las principales victimas de
la huelga eran los dirigentes "modera-
dos" de ambos lados que habian fa-
vorecido la participacidn en el acuer
do de Sunningdale, Pero, en realidad,
los que salieron perdiendo fueron los
catdlicos oprimidos del norte, que
ahora se encuentran ante la perspec-
tiva de que el gobierno laborista bri-

tdnico dd todavia mayoresconcesiones

a los reaccionarios protestantes.

Es claro que poderosas fuerzas de
Gran Bretafta han optado por tomar
una politica mds dura contra la mino-

ria catdlica. El 29 de mayo, un grupo
de hombres de negocios encabezado
por el dirigente de la Confederation
of British Industry (Confederacidn de
la Industria Britdnica), Campbell
Adamson, se reunid con Wilson para
exigirle que el gobierno negocie con
los extremistas protestantes. El Times
de Londres, que acusd al gobierno de
"confusidn, indecisidn y falta de expe-
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riencia" para tratar la situaci6n de

Irlanda del Norte, se ha hecho eco
de la exigencia de los protestantes
de que se convoque a nuevas elec-
ciones para la Asamblea. □

Italy

Police Uncover Right-Wing Terrorist Plot
Price Sisters
End Hunger Strike

Marion and Dolours Price, Irish re
publican prisoners serving a life term
in London's Brixton jail, ended then-
hunger strike June 7. Three other Irish
political prisoners in British jails ended
their fasts the following day.

"The abandonment of the hunger
strikes was widely approved by Irish
Republican Army spokesmen in Dub
lin and Belfast," reported a dispatch
from London in the June 9 New York
Times, "Their move will make it easier
for the British government to accede
to the prisoners' demand to be moved
to jails nearer their homes in Northern
Ireland. . . ."

Despite the Times' face-saving ex
planation, it is clear that broad public
support for the Price sisters' demand
and fear of their imminent death are
the real factors forcing the Wilson gov
ernment to reconsider its refusal to
transfer them.

The two sisters had been on a hun
ger strike since last November, when
they were convicted on charges con
nected with a London bombing. Pris
on authorities subjected them to the ex
tremely painful procedure of force-
feeding from December 3 to May 18,
when prison doctors refused to continue
the measure. From May 18 to June
7, the two sisters accepted nothing but
water.

One Irish republican hunger-striker
has already died in a British jail.
Michael Gaughan, a prisoner in Park-
hurst on the Isle of Wight, died June
3  after refusing food for sixty-five
days. □

Bible Leads Moo, 8 to 1

Lenin is the world's most translated
author, according to figures recently re
leased by the United Nations Educational,
Scientific and Cultural Organization. A
total of 42,970 works were translated last
year, with Lenin accounting for 381, the
Bible 215, and Enid Blyton, a British
children's writer, 165. Mao Tsetung's writ
ings, by comparison, accounted for twenty-
five translations.
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More than a million persons
marched through the streets of Bres
cia on May 31 in the funeral pro
cession for the victims of a fascist
bomb attack.

The death toll from the bombing
has now risen to seven. Over ninety
persons were wounded, many of them
seriously, by the explosion of the
bomb at an antifascist rally May 28.

The rally had been called by the
trade unions to protest a wave of
bombing incidents in the region by
extreme right-wing groups. Since the
beginning of this year, the authori
ties have recorded a dozen similar
bomb attacks at Brescia and twenty-
five at Milan, some fifty miles to the
west. The bombings have transformed
Brescia and the surrounding province
into a center of the "Black Terrorism"
practiced by Italy's fascist groupings.

The Brescia attack, one of the worst
fascist atrocities in Italy in the post-
Mussolini era, provoked massive pro
tests throughout the country. The
three major labor federations held a
four-hour general strike May 29 to
protest the murders. Huge rallies were
held in Milan (200,000), Rome and
Turin (100,000 each), and other
cities and towns.

Faced with this public reaction,
Italian authorities have been display
ing unusual energy in the search for
the perpetrators. Massive police forces
have been deployed, and on May 31
the government announced the forma
tion of a special "antiterrorist unit."
Interior- Minister Taviani, speaking in
Brescia May 31, said that his depart
ment would "independently" conduct
its inquiry "to the very end."

The police have been widely criti
cized for their failure to track down
and apprehend those responsible for
right-wing violence. (The same reluc
tance has not been shown in the hunt
for alleged left-wing "terrorists." For
example, Pietro Valpreda, an anar
chist, has been held for over three
years on charges of complicity in a
1969 bombing in Milan in which six
teen people were killed — an action now

widely believed to have been the work
of fascists, as the left has said all
along.)

On May 30, a police raid on a neo-
fascist training camp at Rieti, north
east of Rome, turned up extensive
quantities of weapons, explosives, and
forged identity cards. Police report
they also found the lire equivalent
of about $650,000 at the camp, which
allegedly belonged to the Mussolini
Action Squad (SAM).

In other raids, police say they have
captured dozens of documents and
maps indicating that the bombing in
Brescia was part of a major terrorist
offensive projected by the fascists. A
Reuters dispatch from Rome in the
June 3 Washington Post, citing "in
formed sources," said the plans "in
cluded a scheme to machine-gun a
labor demonstration in Milan, occupy
a barracks of the paramilitary cara-
binieri police for two hours, blow up
roads, bridges and rail lines, and as
sassinate prominent politicians."

Reuters reported that "the objective
was to shake the foundations of Italian
society so that the army would be
forced to intervene in a Greek-style
take-over."

The documents found in the Rieti
raid reveal an extensive network of
links among the various fascist
groupings. Among other things, they
indicate thdt the Mussolini Action
Squad was linked with the Red Bri
gades, a group held to be responsible
for the kidnapping in April of a state
prosecutor, and which the press had
presented as a left-wing organization.

Similar evidence of a far-right con
spiracy to discredit the left has been
uncovered before. (See Intercontinen
tal Press, March 11, 1974, p. 270.)
According to Giorgio Zicari, a jour
nalist with the Milan daily Corriere
delta Sera, the general outlines of such
a conspiracy were already known by
the army's counterintelligence service
(SID) in 1970. Zicari says he is will
ing to present evidence of this to the
courts. Other investigations have indi
cated that the SID works closely with
many of the neo-fascist groups. □



Cohn-Bendit Asks Right
to Return to France

Daniel Cohn-Bendit, one of the leaders
of the French student revolt in May 1968,
has written an open letter to newly elected
President Valery Giscard d' Estaing, urging
him to allow Cohn-Bendit and other po
litical exiles to return to France.

The leader of the March 22nd Movement,
whose parents were of German origin, was
banned from France by ministerial order
on May 24, 1968. During the student
struggle and general strike, the bourgeoi
sie attacked Cohn-Bendit as a "German

Jew," while Stalinisttrade-unionbureaucrat
Georges Seguy attempted to dismiss him
("Cohn-Bendit, who is he?")—prompting
demonstrators' chants of "We are all Ger

man Jews," and "Seguy, Who's He?"
In his letter to Giscard d' Estaing, Cohn-

Bendit notes that he was exiled for his

ideas, and points to the article in the
Treaty of Rome, the founding document
of the European Common Market, that
supposedly "guarantees free circulation of
persons" in all member countries, including
France.

Referring to campaign statements in
which Giscard claimed to be "a defender

of freedom," Cohn-Bendit says, "It would
be somewhat incomprehensible if . . . you
were now to decide to forbid me access

to the country where I was born."

Polemic Agalnsf Trotskyism
Published in Moscow

A book entitled The Communist Struggle
Against Trotskyist Ideology has been pub
lished in the Soviet Union. It was written

collectively by Boris Ponomarev, an alter
nate member of the Politburo and the sec

retary of the Central Committee of the
Soviet Communist party; Albert Coninck,
secretary of the Central Committee of the
Belgian CP; Norman Freed, secretary of
the Central Committee of the Canadian

CP; and Leo Figueres, member of the
Central Committee of the French CP.

ERP to Donate Funds
The Argentine Ejercito Revolucionario

del Puehlo (ERP — People's Revolutionary
Army) has announced that it will donate
US$6 million to opposition movements
in Bolivia, Chile, and Uruguay, accord
ing to a United Press International dis
patch datelined Buenos Aires. The release,
which was printed in the June 5 New

York daily El Diario, cited the ERP's

publication, Estrella Roja, as the source
of its information. Reportedly, a major
part of the $6 million came from ransom
collected by the ERP in the series of kid

nappings it has carried out in recent
years.

Uruguayan Police Seize Books

Hundreds of tons of Marxist literature

were confiscated in Uruguay the first week
of June. The action followed government
passage of a new measure banning the
publication of such material. Sources re
porting the confiscation stated that all
shops carrying Marxist books and pamph
lets had been affected by the measure.

1954 Bomb Still Claiming Victims

A hydrogen bomb exploded by the
United States at Bikini Atoll on March

1, 1954, continues to claim its victims.
In early June, two more natives of Ron-
gelap Island, 125 miles downwind of the
blast, were operated on for thyroid ab
normalities. One was in hismother's womb

at the time of the test explosion.
Of the eighty-nine persons on the island

when the radioactive debris fell, twenty-
five have undergone such treatment dur
ing the intervening 20 years, and one
has died of leukemia. Of the seventeen who

were less than 10 years old at the time,
all but two have developed nodules or
tumors of the thyroid gland; in two cases

the thyroid failed to function entirely and
the growth of the children was stunted.
This information is contained in a re

port issued by the Friends of Micronesia,
an organization based in Berkeley, Cali
fornia.

Giscard Orders New Bomb Tests

France announced June 8 that it will

conduct a new series of atmospheric nu
clear tests in the South Pacific.

The French have set off thirty-five nu
clear explosions so far in the Pacific area.
Testing was transferred there following
strong protests from African countries
against an earlier series of tests in the
Sahara.

France ignored an appeal from the In
ternational Court of Justice in the Hague
last summer to stop its Pacific tests. The
appeal followed protests by Australia and
New Zealand.

A spokesman for President Giscard d'Es

taing said that this would be the last se
ries of atmospheric tests but that France
would continue atomic blasts under

ground.
Jean-Jacques Servan-Schreiber, minister

of reform in the newly appointed govern
ment, who had traveled to Mururoa last
year to participate in demonstrations

against a previous series of tests, held a
news conference to denounce the current

series. He was promptly fired hy Giscard.

Balaguer to Legalize CP?

A law legalizing the Communist party
is expected to be passed soon intheDomin-
ican Republic, following President Joa-

quin Balaguer's virtually unopposed vic
tory in the May 16 election. Balaguer
himself presented the bill to the legisla
ture last February in the midst of his
election campaign.
According to a June 4 Reuters dispatch

from Santo Domingo, the decision to
legalize the CP is "largely motivated hy
the growing strength of a radical left-wing
group, the Dominican Popular Movement
(MPD)." Balaguer has announced no
plans to legalize any other banned groups
apart from the CP.

Bolivian Coup Attempt Fails
Arrests and deportations have followed

the crushing of an attempted coup in Bo
livia June 4. Government troops surround
ed San Andres University inLaPazJune
7, arresting about 100 students and pro
fessors. At Sucre thirty-six students were
arrested. A prominent lawyer, Manuel Mo
rales Davila, was deported.
The Banzer regime charged that Mo

rales and the students, who had been boy
cotting classes since May 21 to back de
mands for democratization of the univer

sity system, were linked with the coup at
tempt.

Although details are not clear owing
to strict censorship, it appears that the
coup attempt involved two regiments of
the Bolivian army. The insurgents briefly
seized the presidential palace, using a tank
to smash down the doors. But they with
drew to their barracks and surrendered

after presidential guards gave them one
hour to leave. Twenty-four officers were
later dismissed.

A rebel communique said the revolt
was "strictly military," but Giro Humboldt
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Barrero, leader of the Revolutionary Na
tionalist Movement (MNR), was also re
ported to have sought asylum in the Brazil
ian embassy with the two officers who led
the coup, Lieutenant Colonel Raul Lopez
Ley ton and Major Gary Prado Salmon. In

a television speech June 5, Banzer de
nounced Humboldt and another former

MNR minister, Carlos Valverde, as being
the main instigators of the coup attempt.
The MNR recently withdrew its support

from Banzer's government, and former
MNR president Faz Estenssoro is living
in exile in Argentina with other leading
opponents of the regime. Many of them
are former supporters and members of the
Banzer government, which was itself es
tablished in a bloody coup in 1971.

Strikes Continue in Ethiopia
Ethiopian police and army troops oc

cupied all the telecommunications facili

ties in Addis Ababa after workers con

tinued to strike for higher pay, according
to the June 2-3 Le Monde. The strikers

were also demanding that twenty-four tech
nicians arrested at the beginning of the
strike be released.

In the provinces, workers totally shut

down some plantations. One important
cotton processing plant in the suburbs
of Addis Ababa, employing 1,700 work
ers, was also paralyzed.

U.S. Supreme Court Upholds
Equal Pay for Women

By a vote of five to three, the U. S.
Supreme Court on June 3 upheld, for the
first time, the ten-year-old federal law re
quiring equal pay for women. Immediate
ly affected are the women employees of the
Corning Glass Works, a manufacturing
company that wUl be required to pay at
least $600,000 in back wages in com
pensation for its discriminatory pay
scales. The decision is also expected to
have a major impact on the wages of
women employed in retail stores and in
hospitals, two areas where women have
suffered particular discrimination.

Smallpox Epidemic in India

Officials of the World Health Organiza
tion (WHO) said June 5 that about 30,-
000 persons have died in India since
January in what was described as one of
the worst smallpox epidemics in recent
years. Virtually every village in Bihar
state, and parts of Uttar Pradesh and
West Bengal, has been hit by the epi
demic. Many of the survivors have been
permanently blinded and scarred by the
disease.

A WHO report issued earlier this year
stated: "Delayed and incomplete report
ing and inadequate containment measures

permitted limited outbreaks to develop in
to large-scale epidemics involving most
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districts in the afflicted states, including
many of the major cities and towns." De

spite the criticisms by the WHO officials,
the epidemic has received little publicity
in India.

Burmese Strikers Attacked

The Burmese government admitted June
9 that twenty-two persons were killed and
seventy-three injured in clashes between
strikers and police. The strike began June
3 at a state-run railway workshop and
spread to forty-two other state-run fac
tories during the week. The workers pro
tested high prices and demanded job se
curity.
On June 6 a broadcast over the gov

ernment radio announced that all demon

strations and meetings were banned for
a month and all schools throughout Burma
were closed indefinitely. Earlier the same
evening. Prime Minister Ne Win called
on workers to stop their demonstrations

and return to work. He charged that "an
archists" were using the discontent over

the skyrocketing inflation to "exploit work
ers and incite violence."

Protest Beating of Turkish
Political Prisoners

More than 700 Turkish writers, journal
ists, artists, university lecturers, and stu
dents issued a petition in Ankara June
5 protesting the beating of political pris
oners in a military jail. "We protest the
medieval and inhuman behavior which

also caused a hunger strike among the
prisoners," the petition stated. Some po
litical prisoners at the Mamak prison were
beaten by officers May 31. About 250

prisoners staged a hunger strike the same
day to protest the incident.

World Food Crisis Seen by 1985
By 1985, reports the Food and Agri

cultural Organization of the United Na
tions, the world's underdeveloped coun
tries can expect to run short 85 million

tons of grain a year, about ffO percent
of total requirements. Widespread crop
failure, such as the one in 1972, would

increase the figure to 100 million tons.
At current prices, importing the neces

sary grain would cost about $17,000 mil
lion. "It is clear," the FAO warned, "that
under existing trade arrangements [i.e.,
capitalism], the majority of developing
countries will not he able to finance such

heavy imports."

Kurds Accuse Baghdad of Genocide
The Kurdish Democratic party (KDP)

has accused the Baghdad government of
waging a "war of genocide" against Iraq's
Kurdish population of some 2.3 million.
In a letter delivered to the United Na

tions June 7, KDP leader Mustafa al-
Barzani charged that the Iraqi govern

ment had bombed fifteen towns and 204

villages in the Kurdish region between
mid-April and the end of May, largely
with napalm. He reported that 1,534 civil
ians had been killed and that another

3,500 had been wounded in the raids.
About 80,000 Kurdish refugees have been
forced to flee across the border into Iran

and Turkey.
In a statement May 29, Kurdish leader

Kamuran Bedir Khan denounced the hy
pocrisy of the Baghdad regime. "Whereas
in the past the Iraqi government never
made any effort to conceal its aggres
sion," he said, "this time it is proceeding
in a manner that is as underhanded as it

is hypocritical. By proclaiming a so-called
autonomy plan for Kurdistan, a plan

that in reality is aimed at placing the
entire Kurdish zone once again under the
iron political and military rule of the
Baath party, Baghdad is trying to ap
pease international public opinion, which
has been revolted by the genocide carried
out against the Kurds."

After pointing out that the oil-rich
Kirkuk area is part of the Kurdish re
gion, a claim that Baghdad does not
accept. Emir Khan added: "This oil, which
should have been used to increase the

standard of living of a particularly poor
people, has in fact fallen to the Kurds,
but in the form of napalm."

72 Chileans Permitted

to Leave for Mexico

Seventy-two Chileans who had spent al
most nine months in asylum in the Mexi
can Embassy in Santiago were allowed
to fly to Mexico June 2. The group in
cluded several former members of the

Allende government. Their safe-conduct
was arranged after the Mexican govern
ment agreed to resume full diplomatic
and commercial ties with the Chilean

junta.

Palestine National Council Meets

The Palestine National Council voted

overwhelmingly in Cairo June 8 for the
ten-point policy platform supported by
Palestine Liberation Organization leader
Yasir Arafat. Although no official vote
total was released, an observer reported
that all but four or five of the 150 coun

cil members voted infavor of the document.

The first point in the platform, the fo
cus of much of the prior debate, author
izes representatives of the PLO to take
part in the Geneva negotiations, provided
certain conditions are met. The first is

that the organization be issued a formal
invitation and be seated with the same

status accorded to other delegations. The

second is that the terms of the conference

be changed to mention "the legitimate
rights of the Palestinian people." The term
"legitimate rights" is understood to include
the right to set up a Palestinian state on
the West Bank of the Jordan River and

in Gaza.



The French Presidential Election

The End of Gaullism and Rise of the Masses
By Pierre Frank

Paris

The French presidential election pro

vided evidence of the extremely favor

able revolutionary perspectives facing

France and, consequentiy, the whole of

Western Europe. This has not been
sufficiently understood everywhere. We
will dwell in tlie following pages on

the polarization of the country, the
tremendous upsurge of the masses,
the collapse of Gaullism, and the im
pressive electoral results scored by the
far left as well as the question of the

latter's vote in the second round of

balloting.

Unlike so many others, this was
not an election to replace one presi

dent by another as, for example, in
the United States when a Democrat

succeeds a Republican, or vice ver
sa, without any effect on the country's

political system. The Gaullists did not
choose a replacement for Pompidou,
who had himself taken de Gaulle's

place; instead, the governing Gaull
ists were kicked out, after having ruled
France since the army's coup in Al
geria in 1958.

For some time already it had be

come a necessity for the bourgeoisie

to put an end to the Gaullist regime;
but, lacking an alternative, the bour
geoisie was not sure this could be
done. Since May 1968 Gaullism had
simply been surviving. Pompidou had

continued along the course set by de
Gaulle. The Gaullist organization, the
UDR [Union des Democrates pour la

Republique— Union of Democrats for
the Republic], remained in command,
but this had become dangerous, en

couraging the polarization of the
masses toward the workers' parties.

The bourgeoisie was still hesitating
at the outset of the election campaign

between the Gaullist Chaban-Delmas

and Giscard d'Estaing. Everyoneknew

that although Giscard had collabo

rated for years with the UDR in the

government, he was out to eliminate

it at the first opportunity. These hesi
tations vanished in less than a week,

so that the first round of the elec

tions finished the Gaullist candidate

and finished Gaullism. The regime

founded on May 13, 1958, died after
a death agony that began in May

1968 but that was considerably pro
longed because of the cowardice and

betrayal of the traditional leaderships
of the workers' movement, as well as

the uncertainties and hesitations of the

bourgeois politicians.

Upsurge of the Masses

The overall figures indicate that Gis
card was elected by a very small ma
jority, just as Kennedy was over Nix
on. In terms of living forces, of class

forces, the result has quite a different

meaning—a polarization and politici-

zation of the country to a very high

degree. The politicization was ex
pressed by, among other things, a

lower rate of abstention than ever

(12.06%). Of the close to 26 million

voters in metropolitan France, there

were only 342,000 votes separating
the two candidates. Grouped around
Giscard were all the bourgeois forces,
from the center-left Radicals led by
Jean-Jacques Servan-Schreiber, to the

extreme rightists of the Ordre Nouveau,

the CFT, former members of the OAS,
persons who served in the Retain re

gime,! the old right wing (Pinay, Bi-
dault, etc.), and the Center Right (Le-
canuet). The surge forward of the

masses is underscored by, among

other things, the following statistics:

On the first round Mitterrand got 700,-

000 more votes than all the Union

of the Left candidates in the March

1973 legislative elections; on the sec
ond round, he picked up not only all

the votes of the left and far left from

the first round, but aimost a million

1. CFT [Confederation Francaise du Tra-
vaE — French Confederation of Labor, a
scab "union"]; OAS [Organisation del'Ar-
mee Secrete — Secret Army Organization,
composed of army officers and French
settlers based in French-ruled Algeria, ac
tive in the fifties]; the Retain regime col
laborated with the Nazi occupation from
1940 to 1944. —/P

additional votes as well. Nor should

we forget that young people under
21 years of age did not have the
right to vote.2 Close to 75% of the

industrial workers voted for Mitter

rand, a higher percentage of support

than even the British Labour party
gets. Two-thirds of those under 35

years of age voted for Mitterrand.

In bourgeois neighborhoods like the
sixteenth arrondissement in Paris and

like Neuilly, Giscard got about 70%
of the votes, which is the same figure
that Mitterrand got in the workers'
districts (for example: Bobigny, 75%;
Bagnolet, 72%; Saint-Denis, 69%).
Mitterrand's campaign called forth

massive meetings in all the major

cities. Discard's strongholds are the
old reactionary departments of the

West and East of France, and even

there he suffered a setback. The main

trade-union federations, the CGT, the

CFDT, and the important Federation
de 1'Education Nationale, participated
in the campaign. Force Ouvriere^ re
fused to take a position, but its lead
ers admitted that 80% of its members

were voting for Mitterrand. With the
exception of a handful of spontaneists

and Mao-Stalinists, the far left voted

for Mitterrand on the second round.

(We will come back to this later.) In

last year's elections, around 2% of
the vote went to the Left Radicals,

thanks to the Socialists who did not

run candidates against them. The ap
peals to Chaban's constituents between

the first and second rounds had little

2. There are also 3 million "foreign" work
ers in France — North Africans, Blacks,

Portuguese, etc. — who don't have the right
to vote, or any other right except that
of being superexploited.

3. CGT [Confederation Generale du Tra
vail— General Confederation of Labor,
led by the Stalinists]; CFDT [Confedera
tion Francaise et Democratique du Tra
vail— French Democratic Confederation

of Labor, of Social-Democratic inclina
tion]; FEN [National Federation of Edu
cation, the main teachers' union]; Force
Ouvriere [Workers Power, a relatively
right-wing union]. — IP
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success: 80% of them voted for Gis-

card; 10% abstained; and 10%, or

1.5% of the total, cast their vote for
Mitterrand.

Almost all the bourgeois commen
tators recognized that, sociologically,
the Mitterrand vote was a class vote,
to be viewed in the context of the

movements that have developed in

recent years, and no bourgeois poli
tician or journalist in France jumped
for joy when the result of the May
19 vote was announced.4

The 'Heritage' of Goullism

The Gaullist candidate obtained only
14.55% of the votes. The Gaullist par
liamentary group still has the most
seats in the National Assembly. But
it would be erroneous to think that

Gaullism still has a future. It is in

an advanced state of decay, and this
is going to get worse. The maneuvers

that undermined Chaban's candidacy
began in the very midst of this group,
with the formation of the "Group of
43" at the outset of the campaign.
The leading spirit in this group, Chi
rac, has become Giscard's prime min
ister, the better to demolish the UDR.

But if today the French bourgeoisie
has a president who represents the
conservative right wing from the po
litical, technocratic, and economic

standpoints, it nonetheless has no po
litical structures worthy of the name.
The Independent Republicans, the
various groups of the political "Cen
ter," are all at most clubs that can

4. We have mentioned only metropolitan
France, the "hexagon" [the map of France
can be inscribed in a hexagon], and not
what remains of the former colonial Em

pire, the TOM-DOM (Overseas Territories
and Departments) where fraudulent prac
tices in the elections are traditional. Since

for the bourgeoisie the decision between
Discard and Chaban was to be made
by means of the first round, several thou
sand magistrates were sent to these areas,
with instructions to supervise the elec
tions. This supervisory operation, contin
ued on the second round, provided equally
interesting results; Mitterrand obtained a
majority (56.4%)in Guadeloupe, 50.46%
in Reunion where [former premier Michel]
Debre was elected, 51.23% in so-called
French Polynesia, and almost half the
vote in Guyana (46.93%), 42.90% in
Martinique, and 49.73% in NewCaledonia
and the New Hebrides. Complete or near
ly complete fraudulent returns were limited
to Djibouti, the Comor Islands, and Wal-
lis and Futuna.
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get together to form a more or less
united parliamentary group, but this
does not constitute a genuine political
party. To be sure, the capitalist sys
tem in certain instances can function

under such conditions for a time —

that was the case in France under

the Third Republic when the Radi

cal party itself was mainly a collec

tion of electoral committees. But we

are no longer living under the Third

Republic, and the Fourth Republic
died largely as a result of the politi

cal fragmentation that characterized

it French capitalism, with a higher

degree of concentration than ever,
threatened by enormous economic dif

ficulties and serious political crises,

needs adequate political tools. Giscard

can find ministers (there are always

candidates for the various portfolios);

he will be able to formulate policy

on a day-by-day basis for some time,
but as events unfold remorselessly he

will need a political line and a po

litical instrument to put it into effect.

At the same time, he will have to

reorganize the state apparatus, which

is still riddled with Gaullists and is

in need of tuning up. There are be

hind-the-scenes struggles and some

that are not so secret. In this con

nection, it has been mentioned that

among the statistics on the distribu

tion of the May 19 votes, "almost

50% of the military [officers and NCOs]

voted for the leff (Z,e Figaro, May
27), and that in several housing proj

ects inhabited by police ("Flicvilles"
[Cop-towns] is the term the police them
selves use to describe them) more than
40% voted for Mitterrand. We should

be careful about taking these figures
for good coin, but they indicate some
actual tendencies in the state's coercive

apparatus that we have called atten

tion to in recent years.

In fact, what we are seeing in terms
of political forces and the state ap
paratus is the end result of sixteen

years of Gaullism. The latter per
formed many services for capital, but

at the cost of some loss to old bour

geois political formations and the sta

bility of the state apparatus. Since

May 1968 the bourgeoisie has been

generally paralyzed, with the result

that now the chickens will come home

to roost. The problems facing the new
government include not only the grow

ing inflation, the unemployment that
has already appeared, and the in

creased difficulties encountered in for

eign trade. They also include prob

lems stemming from the desire of the
masses for a "change in life style" —

for an end to the hellish pace of work

in the factories, for adequate trans

portation facilities, decent housing,

and social services, for an end to

pollution and so many other things
that make life more and more un

endurable. There are the problems

arising from the hostility of young

people to the educational system and

the barracks life they are forced to

endure. The problems arising from

the aspiration of women to end their
age-old oppression. There is also the

revolt against regimentation, stifling
centralization, and the conformist,

boring mass media.

Score of the For Left

The second-round figures have

somewhat overshadowed the results

obtained by the far left on the first

round, as well as their political sig
nificance. Almost 700,000 votes went
to Alain Krivine and Arlette Laguiller.
The vote for Rene Dumont, the ecol

ogy candidate, was undoubtedly a left-
wing vote, but on the other hand it

is unlikely that many far-left votes

went to him.

One can say with assurance that

the far left is not limited to these fig
ures. Remember that youth under
21 do not as yet have the right to
vote, and that the far left is especially
strong in this category, as several
polls have indicated. Moreover, a

great many voters who gravitate in

the periphery of the far-left organiza
tions, who share their views on the re

formist politics of the traditional or

ganizations, and who are looking for
a revolutionary political line, voted

for Mitterrand beginning with the first
round, not out of confidence in the

Union of the Left, but to "make their

votes count," to assure Mitterrand's

victory if possible on the first round

and thereby loosen up the situation —
because everyone knew that the strug
gle would be very close, and to them,
waiting for the second round might
mean losing an opportunity. An a
posteriori debate on this is useless,

but on the eve of the first round it

was not at all meaningless. In any

event, it can be said without risk of

error that the far left has an electoral



score of close to a million votes,

against about 12 million votes for
the left.

In other words, in a period of rev
olutionary upsurge of the working

masses, while the vast majority is still
under the leadership of the reform

ists, whether Social Democrats or

Stalinists, there is already an impor
tant sector — generally younger and
more militant— of around 7% that

constitutes a vanguard, one whose

role can only increase. 5 This is all

the more true in that there is no clean

division between this far left and the

mass of workers who voted for the

Union of the Left. The latter certainly

generated a lot of enthusiasm, but this
enthusiasm was not uncritical; there

was no irrational outpouring of en

thusiasm such as was seen around

the Popular Front in 1936 when the
far left was numerically insignificant
and no one was listening to it.

Thus, in the wake of May '68, the

experience of the masses is expressed

not only by their powerful radicaliza-

tion, but also by the existence of a

vanguard of already substantial num-

5. The far left does not at all form a

politically homogeneous body, nor is it
identical with the existing organizations.
For example, included in the far left are
many sympathizers of the PSU [Parti So-
cialiste Unifie—United Socialist party]
and those who belong to or gravitate
around the OCI [Organisation Commu-
niste Internationaliste— Internationalist

Communist Organization, the "Lambert-
ists"], the two organizations that voted
for Mitterrand from the first round. But

the PSU is no longer anything but an ap
pendage of the Socialist party, and the
OCI once again demonstrated that in spite
of the Trotskyist vocabulary it uses, it
is above all a pressure group on the tra
ditional organizations in the workers'
movement; and, what's more, a very weak
and clumsy pressure group.

The heterogeneity of the new vanguard
also explains the difference between the

results obtained by Alain Krivine (about
100,000 votes) and Arlette Laguiller
(600,000). Their campaigns were very
different in many respects. Alain Krivine
campaigned in the name of an organi
zation, the FCR [Front Communiste
Revolutionnaire— Revolutionary Commu
nist Front], and his personality was kept
as much in the background as is possible
in an election campaign of this kind. Par
ticipating in his TV and radio broad
casts were an Antilles comrade, a soldier,
some women, some workers, and a former
Communist party deputy of Popular Front
days who was deported during the war.

bers —a vanguard that is certainly

not politically homogeneous,but which
nonetheless constitutes a factor to be

weighed in the French political scene,

and even more so in the daily arena

of the class struggle than in the epi

sodic electoral arena. But is it true,

as some people think, that this far

left made a serious error, and fell

into a trap, by voting for Mitterrand

on the second round?

The Meaning of the
Union of the Left

Leaving aside the anarchists, who

advocate abstention at all times, it

is notable that the overwhelming ma

jority of the far left, including groups
that in the past had been abstention-
ist, called for voting for Mitterrand

on the second round. The exceptions

were a few spontaneists and a hand

ful of Mao-Stalinists who supported

their arguments by dipping into the

documents of the Stalini.st "Third Peri

od" in order to combat not only the

"revisionists" of the Kremlin but also

The Laguiller campaign was personal
ized to the extreme. The name of the news

paper Lutte Ouvriere did not even appear
on the 30 million copies of her program
matic statement that were distributed by

the state [in accordance with French elec
tion law]. Laguiller appeared alone in
the mass media. Thousands of posters
were pasted up bearing only the reference
"Vote for Arlette."

Both campaigns included denunciations
of the capitalist system, but LaguUler's
was limited to that, while Krivine's de
voted a major aspect of his campaign to
indicating the revolutionary ways and
means of achieving socialism (through
committees, militias, etc.). Essentially, La-
guOler denounced Mitterrand for his past
as a "phony left-wing bourgeois politi
cian" but did not engage in any funda
mental criticism of the Union of the Left.

It follows that Krivine's vote was a

more politicized and more militant vote
than Laguiller's. The meetings organized
by Lutte Ouvriere did not draw bigger
crowds than the FCR's, including the
meetings held after the first round when
its results were already known. We in
no way want to belittle the value of the
result obtained by the Laguiller candi
dacy, but one cannot draw any conclu
sions from the difference between the two

vote totals as to the respective strength
of the organizations or their effective in
fluence in the day-to-day class struggle.
These remain essentially what they were
before the election.

the "Hitlero-Trotskyites." One can hold
doubts about taking them as authori

ties on matters of revolutionary pol

itics.

Some people's criticisms undoubted

ly result from a lack of understand
ing of what desistemenfi on the sec
ond round means. In France, where

this practice has been followed for

nearly a century, it has never meant

acceptance, even partially, of the pro

gram of the candidate in whose favor
you desiste. All the far-left organiza

tions that called for voting for Mit

terrand on the second round did so

while continuing to fight his cam

paign, the Union of the Left, and the

Common Program.T Others have criti

cized the vote on the second round

out of "doctrinaire" considerations:

They say it was not a class vote be

cause Mitterrand's campaign was not

a campaign for independent political
action by the working class, because

it did not present a program of class

against class, because the Union of

the Left is not a "united front" of work

ers' parties but rather a more or less

embryonic "popular front" owing to

the presence in it of the Left Radicals,
the intentions of the CP and SP lead

ers, etc. How valid are these criti

cisms?

To demand of a CP or SP candi

date that he advance a class program,

before being able to withdraw in his

favor, is to say in reality that one will

never withdraw, because a candidate

of these parties will never present such

a program. But those who take that

position must also say that Lenin was

wrong to advocate voting for the can

didates of the Labour party in Great

Britain, where there is only one round

of voting. So the first argument is
invalid.

Now what about the "united front'

of workers' parties? It has no particu-

6. The nearest equivalent in British or
American terms is to "stand down" or

"withdraw" a caiididate. — IP

7. To really understand the FCR's elec
tion campaign, we advise everyone who
can do so to read through all the issues

of Le Quotidien Rouge [the daily Rouge\
which was published every day for three
weeks. We think it was a particularly suc
cessful example of a revolutionary daily
— militant, full of life, attractive, without
sacrificing anything in necessary political
firmness.
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lar virtue in itself; it can stimulate

workers' militancy, but it can also
at other times serve to stifle that mili

tancy. Is the Union of the Left a "pop
ular front"? Let us avoid a somewhat

metaphysical debate, for truth is al

ways concrete — including the truth

about the politics of the reformist par

ties. For a very long time the Social

Democrats, and for a lesser period,
the Stalinists, have had a reformist

politicai line that serves the capital
ist system. They have long sought

to collaborate with the bourgeoisie,
even in the government. That does not

mean that every political line of the

Social Democracy or Stalinism must
be called a "popular front." We had
not a popular front but a "Union
Sacred' [Sacred Union] government in
1914 in France and several other

countries, the Churchiil coalition gov

ernment in 1940, and governments
of "national union" in several Euro

pean countries in 1945, and today in

Portugal. The German government

headed by Ebert in November 1918
did not inciude a single bourgeois

minister, but that did not prevent it

from assassinating Kosa Luxemburg

and Kari Liebknecht. The reformists'

politics are always reformist, but they

assume specific forms that vary ac

cording to the political and social con

text. These forms must be analyzed

each time in order to determine the ap

propriate tactic to combat the reform

ists' poiitics, if one does not want

to make an abstract and ineffectual

criticism. Let us look at the differences

between the Popular Front of 1936
and the Union of the Left of 1974.

The Popular Front was a policy
initiated in Moscow. At that time the

Kremlin, in order to defend itself

against Hitler's Germany, was look

ing for capitalist countries similarly
threatened by Germany, with a view

to establishing an alliance; and to this

end, the workers' parties sought to
ally themselves with big bourgeois

parties in order tcr establish govern

ments that supported Soviet diplo

macy.

In France, an alliance was formed

with the Radical party, which was

at that time the main party of the

bourgeoisie. The openly proclaimed

objective of the Popular Front was
to defend bourgeois democracy

against the growing fascist threat. In
the 1936 elections, which assured the

victory of the Popular Front, the Radi
cal party obtained about a third of the
votes of the Popular Front, coming

second behind the Socialist party and

ahead of the Communist party. The

situation today is quite different on
all these points. The French CP is
stili linked to the Kremlin, but the

latter, owing to a different world situ

ation, deals directly with bourgeois
governments that take their distance
from Washington. The Kremlin sup
ported de Gaulle and Pompidou, and
in the very midst of the recent elec
tion campaign, the Soviet ambassador
in Paris publicly took a position
(through a diplomatic ploy) in sup
port of Giscard, arousing unconcealed
anger from the Communist party. The
Left Radicals are only the remnants

of the Radical party, which is itself
in ruins; they got 2% of the vote last
year only because the Socialist party
took them as their own candidates

in about forty constituencies. As for
the program of the Union of the Left,
its authors—the SP and CP —present

it as a short stage toward a socialist

society. We do not believe that state
ment, but you cannot fight the Union
of the Left without showing that it

is illusory.

The Popular Front was the form

reformist politics took during the rise

of fascism. The Union of the Left is

in fact a response by the workers'

parties to the workers' upsurge that
has been developing since May '68.

It is an attempt to channel that up

surge by presenting it with a "com

mon program" that would enable the

workers to proceed to socialism along

the peaceful, parliamentary road. That
is the fundamental fact from which

the revolutionary Marxists determined

their electoral tactic on the second

round. Let us note in this connection

the mishap of the Lambertists who,
last year, were raging against Mitter

rand as a bourgeois politician who

had taken over a workers' party, and

against the Union of the Left on the
pretext that it was a "popular front."

In the presidential election, they were

so afraid of being cut off from the

masses that they called for voting for
Mitterrand beginning with the first

round — forgetting that he was a
'bourgeois politician" and calling for

voting for him as "the first secretary

of the Socialist party" and not as the
candidate of the Union of the Left!

Everyone in France understands that
standing down in support of another
candidate is not a vote for his pro

gram, but who can understand the
Lambertists' vote on the first round,

as if there were a difference between

the SP's program and the Common
Program.

The thrust of the masses toward

socialism has taken many forms in
France, from workers' mobilizations

like the Lip struggle, to the mobiliza
tions of the Larzac peasants and
others. Electorally, it has been ex

pressed in the Mitterrand vote. To
refuse to vote for Mitterrand on the

second round, or to abstain, was to

refuse to help the masses if possible to

go through the experience of the Union
of the Left as the best, if not the only,

way to rid them of their electoralist,
parliamentarist, and reformist il

lusions—the intervention of the revo

lutionists helping them to go through
this experience. Such a refusal would
have been political infantilism, as

Lenin explains in "Left-Wing Com
munism, An Infantile Disorder," in

words that everyone should read
again. Not to vote for Mitterrand on
the second round would have been to

replace political action with sermons
on socialism. In fact, to advocate ab

stention would have been to vote for

Giscard, which would have meant

cutting ourselves off from the work
ers for many years, without the least

hope that the future would bring any
justification whatsoever.

While the Union of the Left is not

an aiternative solution for the bour

geoisie today (since no bourgeois cur
rent worthy of the name supports it),
it can become one tomorrow, with or

without bourgeois ministers, in the
event that the stormy rise of mass

struggles threatens the bourgeois

order. That was the theme developed

by the campaign of the Front Com-
muniste Revolutionnaire[FCR— Revo

lutionary Communist Front, the
French Trotskyist organization]. But
if a campaign of this nature can awak

en the interest of the masses and alert

them to the danger, it will not convince

them. That will only come through

their experience in the ciass struggle
itself, and this will happen in the clear-
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est way with the reformist parties in

power.

The Outlook After

Giscord's Election

In the immediate period ahead, Gis-
card, having made some rash prom
ises and having only barely won, will
need to exercise caution. From the

haphazard composition of his govern
ment, one can conclude that he will

not have an easy task in realigning
the bourgeois political structures. In
the coming months we are going to
see not only the breakup of the UDR,
but also splits and regroupments
within the National Assembly and the
various bourgeois political groups.
Barring the unforeseen, a certain

amount of overhauling will have to
be done in this area, and above all,
the UDR delegation will have to dis
integrate further, before Giscard can

proceed to staging legislative elections.
In the meantime, in other matters he

will make some gestures that don't
cost much, such as a small increase

in the legal minimum wage, giving
youth the right to vote at 19, and
lowering the retirement age. But, as
soon as it's a question of going a bit
further, of responding more to the
demands of the masses, the phony
liberalism of the new president's first
days will disappear, and he will resort
to the repressive policies of his class,
which is big business. It is symp
tomatic that he used former members
of the OAS, the Ordre Nouveau gangs,
and the CFT, for his marshaling
squads during the election campaign.
Those who have just lost their former
masters in government, the SACs and

CDRs,8 will not fail to join these ele

ments.

The Union of the Left was essential

ly a bloc to elect a government. What

will happen to it now that there are

no elections scheduled before 1978?

If there had been a real electoral de

feat, we would very likely have seen
within a few months a loosening of
this bloc, followed by its decomposi
tion. But no one considers that there

was a defeat; the SP and CP leaders

think that victory is now within reach.

The leaders of the CP even have the

satisfaction of seeing that people are
no longer frightened at the possible
presence of Communist ministers in

the government. AU the Socialist party
leaders are praising Mitterrand to the
skies for having, through the partner
ship with the CP, strengthened their
party beyond all hopes. In addition,
while the masses were disappointed,
there is no discouragement among
them. Everyone is waiting and even
preparing for big economic struggles
at first, and nobody doubts that the
new regime (if ohe can describe what

has just inherited the "UDR-State" as

a regime) is in no way a stable phe
nomenon. The outlook for major, gen
eralized struggles does not exclude a
perspective among the masses, and in

the general staffs of the Union of the

Left, of participating in elections —

quite the contrary. Thus the May 19
election will not have any negative

8. SAC [Service d'Action Civique] a far-
right semi-official "parallel police" organi
zation, originating in the Gaulllst move
ment. CDR [Comites de Defense de la

Republique], Gaullist rank-and-fUe com
bat organizations.

repercussions on the Union of the Left.
Lecanuet's appeals to the Spcialists

to break with the CP will remain un

answered. The pressure of the masses
remains so strong that Mitterrand

himself was obliged to say shortly

after the election that the struggle will

continue, and that there will be no

truce. That obviously does not mean

that the reformists of the SP and CP

have changed, or will change. They
are impelled to talk that way because
of the situation.

A situation in which even the least

politicized workers feel their strength,
want a change in things, and have a

credible perspective of a government

based on their organizations, is full

of possibilities for the revolutionary
Marxists. An appreciable force already
exists to the left of these organiza
tions. Any shifts and crises among
the mass of the workers and their

organizations will be much more like

ly to take place toward the left than

toward the right. More than ever, the
revolutionary Marxists will base their
policy on the perspective of major
social and political crises. They will

thereby prepare the masses for the

big confrontations that are coming.
It must also be remembered that

the presidential election occurred in

the context of a more or less gen
eralized upsurge of the workers' move

ment in Western Europe: the British
miners' strike, which largely contrib

uted to the fall of the Tory govern

ment; the fall of the Salazarist dictator

ship in Portugal; the setback of the
Christian Democracy in the divorce
referendum in Italy; the big strikes
in Denmark, etc. The European gov
ernments are all very weak, and the

crises of leadership among the bour
geoisie are increasing. The relation
ship of forces would enable the work

ers to go very far, were it not for

their leaderships. Such situations can

only lead to gigantic struggles. Con
frontations are approaching not only
in France. Western Europe is now
one of the hottest points of the world
revolution. The task of the revolution

ary Marxists in France is not theirs

alone, but the task of all the revolu

tionary Marxists of Europe and the

world —to prepare for the generaliza
tion and unification of the struggles
of several hundred million workers

in a section of the globe where the
hour of socialism has struck.
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why FBI May Hove Wonted Him Dead

Was Slain SLA Leader a Police Informer?
By Harry Ring

[The following article is reprinted
from the June 14 issue of The Mili

tant, a revolutionary-socialist weekly

published in New York.]

Los Angeles
At a news conference held in San

Francisco May 10, a warning was
made that if it were up to the Los
Angeles police department (LAPD)
and certain other officials, Donald

(Cinque) DeFreeze, leader of the Sym-
bionese Liberation Army group, would
not be captured alive.

The police shootout in Los Angeles
just one week later certainly gives cre

dence to the charge that was made.
Watching the television coverage of
that incredible police attack, it was ap
parent that no serious effort was made

to capture the entrapped SLAers alive.
It was asserted at the San Francisco

news conference that DeFreeze had

been an informer for several years for
the Los Angeles police and for state
prison officials. It was also asserted

that revelations of such association

with DeFreeze could prove so politi
cally embarrassing that these officials
wanted him dead.

It was further asserted that the

LAPD and then Los Angeles district
attorney Evelle Younger had inter
vened on nine occasions to keep De-
Freeze out of prison and prevented
his extradition to New Jersey and
Ohio, where he faced charges includ
ing kidnapping.

These charges were made at the San
Francisco news conference by author
Donald Freed and the Citizens Re

search and Investigation Committee
(CRIC), for which Freed is a princi
pal spokesperson.

Freed edited the book The Glass

House Tapes, which is mainly about
Louis Tackwood, who two years ago
revealed himself as a Los Angeles
police informer and provocateur in
the Black liberation movement.

CRIC was established at that time

to check out Tackwood's story and
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make public his revelations and ac

cusations concerning the police.

CRIC has conducted an investiga
tion of the alleged relationship be
tween DeFreeze and the LAPD and

other agencies. It has made a num

ber of assertions concerning this re
lationship, for which it states it has

corroborative evidence. It has called

for a public investigation and declared

it is ready to turn its findings over

to an independent investigative body.
Without examining the evidence

CRIC says it has gathered, it is im

possible to judge the substance of its

assertion that the CIA and California

police officials contributed directly or
indirectly to the formation of the Sym-

bionese Liberation Army.
But the committee has made avail

able sufficient documentary evidence
to establish that on at least one oc

casion DeFreeze did act as an infor

mant for the LAPD. The record also

poses a serious if as yet unanswered
question on how he was able to avoid

imprisonment for a number of years
even though convicted on various oc

casions of charges that normally
would bring heavy sentences. Each

time he was arrested he was on pro
bation, and with each new conviction

he was simply given an added period
of probation.
(It is worth noting that the New

York Times, which has the resources

to check out such matters, did run

a story May 17 reporting the facts
of DeFreeze's record of encounters

with the Los Angeles police. While the
Times did not credit CRIC, its report
ing confirmed the findings made pub
lic by CRIC in this regard.)
Both CRIC and the Times report

that almost all of DeFreeze's arrests

involved possession of weapons or
bombs or both.

These are some of the facts reported.
DeFreeze was convicted in June 1967

for possession of two bombs and a

pistol. Although he already had a
previous record, he was given three
years probation.

Six months later, in December 1967,

DeFreeze was arrested on the com

plaint of a prostitute who charged,

according to police, that he threatened
her with a pistol and demanded
money.

The police said that when they ar

rested DeFreeze they found him in
possession of several stolen weapons.

According to the official account,
DeFreeze escaped and was recaptured
four days later.

Then, police records state, DeFreeze

led them to an accomplice, Ronald

Coleman. At that time, police assert,
they found a cache of 200 stolen weap

ons.

The cop who arrested DeFreeze was

Ronald Farwell, then assigned to a

stationhouse in Watts. Subsequently
he was assigned to the undercover

Criminal Conspiracy Section of the
LAPD. (Louis Tackwood alleged that

he worked as an informer and pro

vocateur under Farwell's direction.

Farwell is now assigned to the "Public

Disorder Intelligence Unit," a spinoff

of the Criminal Conspiracy Section.)

Following this arrest, DeFreeze was

jailed briefly, and psychiatric officials
reportedly recommended he be impris

oned because a "fascination with fire

arms and explosives made him dan
gerous."

DeFreeze was given an additional

five years probation.
Both CRIC and the New York Times

report indicate that DeFreeze's sup

plying of information to the LAPD
did not end with the Coleman arrest

In a May 10 statement responding
to the CRIC news conference charges,
Los Angeles Police Chief Edward
Davis denied that DeFreeze had served

as an informant for the department.

The chief stated that "interviews with

our investigative officers indicate that

we did not use DeFreeze as an in

formant except when he volunteered

in the '67 case."

Be that as it may, there certainly
seemed to be an unusual official at

titude toward DeFreeze.

During the period of 1968 to 1969,
DeFreeze was picked up in the Los



Angeles area three times on charges

involving burglary, theft, and gun

possession. There was no disposition

of these charges.
In May of 1969 DeFreeze was al

legedly Involved in a kidnapping and
extortion case in Newark, N. J. In

October of that year in Cleveland he
was captured on the roof of a bank
building reportedly in possession of
a burglar kit and various weapons,
including a grenade.

Cleveland officials released him on

$5,000 bond and DeFreeze allegedly
jumped bail, returning to California.
A month later, Nov. 17, 1969, he

was wounded in an exchange of gun

fire outside a Los Angeles Bank of

America branch. He was convicted

of having stolen a cashier's check and
this time was sentenced to prison. Ac

cording to CRIC, he was sentenced

to a term of five years to life and sent

to Vacaville.

It was there that he joined the Black

Cultural Association and was per

mitted to develop his own program

within the organization, called Uni-
sight, for the purpose of studying the

Black family. Prison visitors, in

cluding whites, were permitted to par

ticipate, and according to CRIC and
the New York Times it was from this

group that the SLA developed.

In December 1972, DeFreeze was

transferred to Soledad. After being

there for three months, according to

CRIC, he was given an unusual boiler
attendant assignment in a minimum-

security area of the prison. He escaped
the first night on the job.
A prison spokesman denied he was

permitted to escape.

Clearly there are many unanswered
questions involved in the entire case.
Police officials are contributing little

to clear them up. In response to the
allegations made by CRIC, LAPD
Chief Davis, in addition to his some

what ambiguous denial that DeFreeze
was an informer, chose to launch a

smear attack on Donald Freed.

"Donald Freed," Davis said, "was a

founding father of the Friends of the
Panthers and helped incite that group
[the Panthers] in their violent revolu
tionary activities, which resulted in
their arrest and prosecution in this city
in 1969."

Translated, that means Freed was

active in a group that sought to rally
support for the Panthers at a time

when police across the country were

carrying on a grim campaign to

destroy them.

Davis continued to respond with

smears when the American Civil Lib

erties Union protested the police opera
tion in which the six SLAers died.

The Super-Snoops

Davis told reporters he had predicted
that the Communist Party would

charge the police with excessive con

duct, apparently assuming this would

suffice to link the ACLU with com

munism in the public mind.

Chief Davis apparently thinks he's

still living in the 1950s. □

Washington's Political Police
"It has been said of J. Edgar Hoov

er that in his prime he had more ad
mirers than any other American and
that he was the most popular unelected
public official in our history. In terms
of power, he was certainly large. Di
rector Hoover was not only the na
tion's police chief; he filled a far more
important post — he was its minister of
internal security, an office of tremen
dous, if unacknowledged, power which
he held continuously in six admin
istrations. And from this base he or
ganized a totalitarian-style political
police force, developed a Congression
al and mass constituency that sheltered
him from interference or control by his
nominal superiors, and harassed and
blackmailed critics and enemies. . . ."

Thus civil-liberties attorney Frank
J. Donner begins an article, "Hoover's
Legacy," in the June 1 issue of the
liberal weekly Nation. One of the
myths of U. S. democracy has it that
there is no such thing as a political
crime in the United States: Dissidents,
it is claimed, are never imprisoned
for their views but only for some overt
act in violation of written statutes; the
U. S. judicial system makes no dis
tinction between political prisoners and
ordinary criminals.

Donner dispels at some length the
myth of the "nonpolitical" Federal Bu
reau of Investigation, demonstrating
that under Hoover and his successors
the FBI is in fact a political police.
Interestingly, there is little or no stat
utory authority for the FBI's func
tion as Washington's guardian of the
domestic status quo. The agency itself
has generally traced its "mandate" to
spy on political dissidents to a 1939
executive order by President Franklin
Roosevelt that asked local and state
police to cooperate with the FBI in

apprehending saboteurs and German
spies. This lack of legislative authority
would seem to be an advantage, rather
than a handicap: A law prescribing
the functions actually performed by the

J.
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KELLEY: Wants "stand-by" powers.

FBI would be subject to relatively
easy challenge in the courts.

Certainly the lack of enabling legis
lation has not hampered the construc
tion of an extensive political police
apparatus, as Donner demonstrates.

"The primary intelligence target," he
writes, "is communism; it is also the
standard by which the bureau meas
ures the subversive character of other
targets. This 'old Left' category in
cludes the Communist Party U. S. A.
(CPUSA), the Trotskyist Socialist
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Workers Party (SWP), the Progressive
Labor Party (P. L.), the Revolution
ary Union (R. U.) and other sects,

comittees, leagues which espouse a rev
olutionary goal and base themselves
on Marxist models: Soviet, Maoist

or 'Third World.' . . .

"A connection with such a target
group, no matter how tenuous in char

acter or remote in time, ipso facto

qualifies a subject for surveillance.
Marxist groups are typically moni
tored more thoroughly than are other
targets: more infiltrators, deep-pene
tration agents 'in place' for many
years, wiretapping. In addition to co

vert surveillance, various overt forms

of surveillance are routine: physical
supervision, interrogation of third par
ties (landlords, bank managers, neigh
bors, employers, teachers), photogra
phy, tape recording, etc."
Such overt surveillance, of course,

is less concerned with gathering in
formation than with encouraging, di
rectly or indirectly, employers, land
lords, etc., to take reprisals against
the intended victim.

Donner cites some of the documents

that have come to light as a result
of the lawsuit by the SWP and Young
Socialist Alliance (YSA) against
Nixon and the federal government.
The FBI has admitted conducting an
"SWP Disruption Program" that in
cluded such elements as questioning
the employers of members, wiretap
ping, and the recording of names and
addresses of persons who wrote to the
party. During his brief sojourn as
acting director of the FBI, L. Patrick

Gray acknowledged such a "mail cov
er," claiming that it was made legal
by the presence of the SWP on the

notorious attorney general's list of
"subversive" organizations.
"He apparently thought," Donner ob

serves, "that the fact that the SWP had

been listed by the Attorney Generai
somehow gave the bureau carte

blanche to monitor its mail. But if

the organization was already on the
list, what purpose would be served
by further surveillance? Did the bu

reau perhaps contemplate developing
evidence to indicate that it should be

removed from the list?"

Other documents, released as a re
sult of court action brought by an
NBC television newsman, have shown
the existence of an extensive disrup
tion program aimed at the Black na

tionalist movement. (See Interconti-
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nental Press, March 25, p. 332.)
One of the documents defines the

goals of the program as being to
"expose, disrupt, misdirect, discredit,
or otherwise neutralize" nationalist or

ganizations and "their leadership,
spokesmen, membership and sup
porters." Does "neutralizing" a leader
such as Malcolm X or Martin Luther

King contemplate such methods as

assassination? The document is not

that specific, but there is every reason
to believe that it does.

Donner describes a number of cases

in which FBI provocateurs set up a
victim for arrest—or summary execu
tion by local police.

In May 1970, for example, Larry
Ward, a young Black man in Seattle,

was shot dead while allegedly attempt
ing to bomb a business office. Ward

had been paid by an FBI informer
to plant the bomb. The informer later

said he had assured the FBI that

Ward was unarmed. Seattle police said
that three messages from the FBI

about the planned bombing all failed
to mention this fact.

One of the techniques for attempt
ing to discredit political dissidents is

the selective leaking of information —

factual or invented —from the bu

reau's supposedly sacrosanct files to

friendly journalists. One FBI memo on
nationalist groups instructs agents:

". . . When an opportunity is ap

parent to disrupt or neutralize black

nationalist, hate-type organizations
through the cooperation of established

local news media contacts or through
such contact with sources avaUahle

to the Seat of Government, in every
instance careful attention must he

given to the proposal to insure the

targeted group is disrupted, ridiculed,
or discredited through the publicity
and not merely publicized. . . .
"Many individuais currently active

in black nationalist organizations

have backgrounds of immorality, sub
versive activity and criminal records.
Through your investigation of key
agitators, you should endeavor to es
tablish their unsavory backgrounds.
Be alert to determine evidence of mis

appropriation of funds or other types
of personal misconduct on the part of
militant nationalist leaders so any
practical or warranted counterintelli-

gence may be instituted."

Donner is pessimistic about the pros
pects for controiiing, let alone abol

ishing, Washington's political police:

"The almost predictable failure of

Congress to deal with this question

of towering importance, the bureau's
political police functions, may well he
regarded as ratifying the existing sys

tem, an ominous and possibly irre

versible commitment which may per

manently threaten the structure of free
dom in this country. Meanwhile, the

intelligence community is closing

ranks: [FBI director Clarence] Kelley
has appealed for stand-by 'counterin-
telligence' powers, [Attorney General
William] Saxbe is considering a re
vival of the Attorney General's list,

and HISC [House Internal Security
Committee] is furiously proclaiming

that we stand naked to the enemy,

and has rushed to the support of the
bureau's jurisdictional claims."

But it should be kept in mind that

these reactionaries are so eager to

expand the scope of the political police

because they recognize the continued
spread of the radicalization in the U. S.
population—a process that contributes

to a growing unwillingness to permit

the existence of a political police. And

Donner's article will itself contribute

to this process. □
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Tito Steps Up Attack on Dissidents

The Repression in Yugoslavia Today

By Bob Thompson

Since 1948, the year the Soviet
Union broke off relations with Yugo

slavia, the latter country has devel

oped a society that has some distinct
features in comparison with the other
bureaucratized workers states in East

ern Europe.
The most important difference is the

principle of "self-management." Fac

tories, institutions, and universities

function in accordance with this prin
ciple, which means that in local —
mainly economic — questions, deci

sion-making takes place at the local

level. But in political, cultural, and

national economic questions, the

power to make decisions lies in the

hands of the leadership of the Yugo
slav League of Communists.
The following example will illustrate

this point. When deepgoing economic
reforms were projected in the mid-
1960s, the party leadership made no

effort to install a democratic, planned

economy. Such an economy would
have called into question the bureau

cracy's privilege of planning the econ
omy. Instead of relinquishing this

privilege to the workers and peasants,

the party leadership chose to adopt
an economic reform that included,

among other things, the introduction

of market mechanisms between the

various enterprises, and the opening

of the country's borders to capitalist
investment.

Yugoslav society today is a contra

dictory phenomenon. There are con

tradictions between the self-manage
ment principle and the power of the

party elite. There is the contradiction
between the new "middle layer" of tech

nocrats and petty bourgeoisie (a stra
tum that resulted from the economic

reform) on one hand and the work
ers and peasants on the other. This

new middle layer has amassed rela

tive wealth in comparison with the

workers and peasants, who have been

hit hard by the heavy inflation of re
cent years.

In 1973 the rate of inflation reached

20 percent, and this year it is expected
to hit 30 or 40 percent Unemploy

ment is also a grave problem. Ac

cording to different sources, between

300,000 and one million Yugoslavs

have had to emigrate in search of

work, many of them to West Germany,

France, and Sweden. Housing is

another problem of considerable pro-

Vi
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portions. In a country of 20 million
people, 700,000 families do not have

an apartment of their own, and
another 700,000 live in substandard

housing.

In recent years the nationalist cur

rents have gained wide influence. The
reason behind this is the social dif

ferentiation between the workers and

peasants and the new middle layer, as
well as that between the relatively de
veloped provinces in the north and the
poor provinces in the south.

Since the big student demonstrations

and the occupation of the University

of Belgrade in June 1968, more and
more students and workers have

started to demand an extension of

self-management. The philosophical

review Praxis has published some crit

ical analyses of contemporary Yugo
slav society, pointing to the contra

dictions between the vision of social

ism and the present reality. Demands
have been raised for the extension of

self-management, for the reduction of
the power of the bureaucracy, and for
a halt to the growth of the new mid

dle layers.

The representatives of these views

are now being attacked by the party

leadership. In recent years, Tito has

expelled many independent-minded

workers and intellectuals from the

party. In Serbia, for example, 1,300
party officials lost their jobs in the

spring of 1973. Constant pressure has
been put on the group around Praxis

for several years. The editors have
been expelled from the party and have
had their passports taken away. Is

sues of Praxis, as well as books by
its editors, have occasionally been cen

sored. Recently a book by the Bel

grade sociologist Zaga Golubovic

was banned after being sold in the

bookstores for two weeks.

Eight professors of philosophy and
sociology at the University of Bel
grade, some of them members of the
Praxis editorial board, are now threat

ened with dismissal from their jobs

at the university. Those best known
in the West are Mihailo Markovic and

Svetozar Stojanovic. The reason for
their persecution —which has tem
porarily ceased during the party con
gress because of the attention from
the West this event will draw toward

Yugoslavia —is their criticism of the
regime.

To facilitate the dismissals, the bu

reaucracy has changed the criteria for
university employment. F ormerly

only a professor's academic record
was considered. Now, as a result of

pressure from the government, the
rules have been changed to permit

political criteria to be taken into con

sideration as well.

The professors have been under con

stant pressure from the party during
the spring, evidently in preparation

for their dismissal. Daily attacks in

the newspapers, on radio and televi
sion, and at meetings have accused
them of pseudo-liberalism, anarchism,
statism, and of misleading the stu-
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dents.

The most important reason the eight
have not as yet been dismissed is the
powerful support they have received
from the students at the school of

philosophy in Belgrade. They have
also been supported by colleagues in
Yugoslavia and abroad, and by the

students in Zagreb and Ljubljana.
The student organization at the schooi
of philosophy in Belgrade voted last
year to go on strike if the eight were

dismissed. This decision was reaf

firmed at several meetings during the
spring.

The regime has systematically at

tempted to demoralize and demobilize
the students. It is widely believed that

the University of Belgrade has been

systematically infiltrated by the secret

service since early 1972, when three

students were arrested on charges of

"Trotskyism." Students having difficul
ties with their studies have been prom

ised continued access to the univer

sity if they inform on other students.
Monitoring devices have been found

in the lecture halls, and one or two

students have been arrested each

month. This surveillance has had a

certain demoralizing effect—especialiy

on the students of other schools at

the University of Belgrade—but the

school of philosophy has not backed
down on its threat to strike.

In addition to student support, there

are several other reasons the profes

sors have not been fired yet. First,

Tito is very concerned about the

image of Yugoslavia in the West. The

image of a socialist country with a
human face has to be kept up.
One example of Tito's concern

about international opinion is the fact

that he recently invited three leading

members of PEN [the international

writers' organization] to his cottage

outside Belgrade in May. Those in
vited were the chairman of the club,

V.S. Pritchett; former chairman and

Nobel Prize-winner Heinrich Boll; and

Swedish author Per Wastberg.

Second, the regime evidently wants

to extend the repression to include

the editors of Praxis in Zagreb, a

process that takes time. Finally, the
international solidarity movement has

had a certain effect on the decisions

of the bureaucracy.

The most likely perspective is that

the regime will attack the professors

in the summer when the students are

scattered, the party congress is over,

and Tito is back from his June trip

to West Germany. It is possible that
the philosophy faculty will be closed
down, reorganized, and reopened in

the fall without the dissident profes

sors.

The right of the eight to employ
ment at the University of Belgrade
is not a question that concerns only

them, a point Tito has understood

perfectly well. If the eight professors
and the current around Praxis are

forced to cease or reduce their present

activities, it will mean a considerable

weakening of the left in Yugoslavia.

Criticism of the regime within the

framework of a socialist viewpoint

would then be shown to be impos

sible. A positive solution to the pres
ent problems — that is, a solution in

the interests of the workers and peas

ants— would then be more difficult to

achieve.

If the eight win, however, it will

serve to spur other groups to follow
their example. The debate on "what

kind of socialism we wanf would then

be revitalized, raising the question
again and again in the coming
years. □

Supported Trudeau Government

Where NDP Leaders Went Wrong in Parliament
By Ray Warden

[The following article is reprinted
from an election supplement to La
bor Challenge, a revolutionary-social
ist fortnightly published in Toronto.

[The July 8 elections in Canada were
called May 8, when the Conservative
party joined the New Democratic par
ty (NDP—Canada's labor party) to
defeat the budget proposal of Liberal
Prime Minister Pierre Trudeau.]

NDP leader David Lewis officially
kicked off his 1974 election campaign
in Toronto May 19. "In this cam
paign," he told a crowd of cheering
supporters, "we are going to pose the
blunt and increasingly urgent ques
tion: Who rules Canada?

The NDP leader wasn't long in an

swering his own.question. "Under Lib
erals and Conservatives," he said, "the
corporations run Canada." The two
parties get "millions of dollars" in cor
porate money; they are bought and
paid for.

"The corporate thumb lies heavily
across the governmental institutions
of our country," the NDP leader
charged.

"Canada cannot have a genuine so
cial democracy until the power to
make economic decisions is wrested
from the hands of the corporations
and placed in the hands of the peo
ple through a parliament and a gov
ernment which have removed the cor
porate thumb."

Those are fighting words. But Lewis
has no criticism to make of the pro
gram and strategy his caucus pur

sued over the last parliament. The
NDP leaders formed a voting bloc
with the Liberal party and helped
keep Trudeau in power for 18 months.
In supporting the corporations' gov
ernment, they claimed to be "making
parliament work."

In fact, Lewis is unhesitatingly boast
ful about his parliamentary record.
Throughout the last 18 months, he
says, the NDP has shown that it is
"one of the major parties in this coun
try." The NDP, claims Lewis, "has
gained stature in this parliament." In
making parliament work, "it has prov
en it is a reliable and responsible
party."

Parliamentary Allies

For 18 months, the NDP caucus
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was the reliable ally of the Liberal

party. Had they maintained their in

dependence, in firm opposition to the
government, they might have correct
ly cast their votes in favor of particu
lar government measures, when these

offered some benefit to working peo
ple.

But the NDP leaders purposefully
maintained the Liberals in power, and

gave them political support. The par
liamentary caucus acted as an ap
pendage to the Liberal party. It em
bellished the Liberals' legislative pro
gram, and muted its criticism of the

government.

Tou cannot condemn the govern
ment for some of the things that you
feel you ought to condemn it for, in
a way in which you'd like to do it,"
Lewis confided to a national televi

sion audience on Feb. 5, "when you're
refusing to vote it out of office." In
maintaining the government in pow
er, the NDP leaders are forced to share

responsibility for its record — and de

fend it.

When you're refusing to vote it out
of office, admits Lewis, "you cannot
make the demands on the Trudeau

government that you know he is not

going to accept." The political needs
of labor were subordinated to the par
liamentary bloc with the Liberals. La
bor's political leaders, so-called, al

lowed themselves to be bound hand

and foot to the policies of the cor

porations' government.

For allowing themselves to be hog-
tied, the NDP leaders claim to have

extracted important concessions from

the Liberals. In a speech to the Peel
County riding association, only two
weeks before the election call, Lewis

made one of many speeches full of
praise for the record of the Trudeau

government.

'Making Parliament Work'

"Taken together as a package of
legislative achievements," the NDP lead
er said, "I have no hesitation in say

ing that they are greater accomplish
ments achieved in 18 months than

any obtained by recent majority gov

ernments over four years." They are

measures "this parliament was able
to accomplish with the initiative and
assistance of the NDP caucus," Lewis

boasted.

Lewis showed little restraint in heap

ing praise on parliament's "accomp

lishments." He waxed eloquent in list

ing the reforms implemented over the

last 18 months for his Peel County
audience: increased pensions and fam

ily allowances; cuts in personal in

come tax; subsidies to offset increases

in the prices of bread and milk; im

provements in the National Housing
Act; stepped-up controls on foreign in
vestment; an export tax on oU; and

controls on election spending. Lewis

went on and on.

Trudeau himself could hardly have
been more lavish in his praise of the

accomplishments of thelastparliament.
The prime minister gleefully quoted

long excerpts from Lewis's Peel Coun
ty speech to the House of Commons

during the budget debate. "If they want
an election on that," he taunted the

NDP leader, "then we'll have an elec

tion on that."

Trudeau claims it was his govern
ment, not the New Democrats, that

"made parliament work." As for Lew

is's boast to have "inspired" Liberal

policies, Trudeau answers, "For 18

months the NDP prospered by loud
ly demanding things that the Liberal
government was doing anyway." The
NDP leaders offered the Trudeau gov
ernment support and credibility in the

eyes of the Canadian workers. In re
turn he offers them not so much as

a "thank you."

Miserly Reforms

From the standpoint of workingpeo-
ple, whether the Liberals or the NDP

leaders are "credited" with the collec

tion of miserly reforms introduced by

the last parliament is a matter of in

difference. The best measure of the

Liberal government —and its Social

Democratic partners in "making par
liament work" — is the falling living

standard of Canadian workers and

the profit ledgers of the government's
corporate backers.

After aU, how do the pitiful increases
in old-age pensions and family al

lowances measure up against the re

quirements of the aged, and low-in

come families? How does a five per
cent reduction in personal income

taxes stack up against ten percent in
flation? What good are minor changes
in housing legislation, when buying
a home is beyond the means of most

working people, and the land specu

lators and developers reap windfall

profits?

Who has benefited from the energy

policies implemented by the Liberal

government, with the backing of the
NDP caucus, except the petroleum mo
nopolies, and Canadian industrialists,

who have been guaranteed fuel sup
plies at prices slightly below the in
ternational rate? Yet Lewis hails the

government's petroleum export tax as

a victory for working people.

In making excuses for their voting
bloc with the Liberal government, in
the face of pressures from labor's rank

and file for an independent course,
the NDP leaders present this rag bag

of reforms as an important victory
for working people. But the package
of legislative reforms the NDP caucus

claims to have won from the Liberal

government, in exchange for its sup
port, do nothing to stem capitalism's

voracious assault on working people's

standard of living. Their "make-par

liament-work" strategy has been tested
in life, to the cost of the entire labor

movement.

Real wages are falling in Canada.

They were falling over the entire pe

riod of the last parliament, while the

corporations were making record-

breaking profits. The NDP helped
"make parliament work" —but it
worked in the interests of big business,
and the Liberal party, not for work
ing people.

A Pressure Group

The NDP was founded in opposition
to "Liberal-Labor" politics. The rank
and file of the trade-union movement

recognized that workers needed their
own party, independent of the Liberals

and Tories, to pursue labor's interests
and fight for power. The NDP leaders
cut across that aspiration for inde

pendent labor political action with
their parliamentary alliance. In their

support for the Liberals they reduced
the NDP from a party striving for
power on the federal and provincial
levels, into little more than a pressure
group groveling for crumbs from the

Liberal's corporate table.
No parliamentary bloc with a cap

italist party can serve working peo
ple's interests. The Liberals and Tories

are agents of the corporations, as

Lewis is saying in this election cam
paign. They are representatives of the
capitalist ruling class, who own and
run Canada's economy in the interest
of maximum profits, for every ounce
of sweat they can drain from working
people, at the lowest possible wage.
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"Pressure" from a group of NDP MPs
will not change this.

The interests of big business and
labor are fundamentally irrecon
cilable. Every penny of capitalist prof
it is robbed from the workers' pockets.
Only uncompromising struggle against
the capitalists and their parties can
advance the position of working peo
ple.

Labor can have no truck or trade

with the capitalist parties. No worker

should vote for the capitalist parties
at the ballot box; no representative
of labor should lend them support
in parliament. It is only through inde
pendent labor political action that
workers can win real power.

Who Rules Canada?

"Who rules Canada?" Lewis asks.

"The corporations," he answers.

Power resides in the ownership of
capital. The capitalists control Cana
da's mass media, the educational sys
tem, all the means of indoctrination

in capitalist ideology. This rulingclass
exercises power through the state ma
chinery which they control —the army,
the police, the courts, the upper eche
lons of the civil service, all tied to the

corporate bosses by a thousand
strings.
The state is administered by the

cabinet, handpicked from the most re
liable politicians capitalist politics has
to offer. Parliament does not rule. It

provides Canada's rulers with the fa

cade of sharing their power with
working people.
How illusory, then, is the "balance

of power" which the NDP leaders claim

to have been exercising in the last
parliament? They had no power. They
were pawns in Trudeau's game of
making parliament work in theinterest
of big business.

But the NDP leaders fetishize parlia
ment. They worship it, and have no

conception of politics except within its
confines. They attempt to make over
the NDP in the image of the capitalist
parties, an electoral machine at the

service of parliamentarians. Rather
than basing their program on the
fundamental needs of working people
and rallying support behind it, they
adapt their policies to the lowest com
mon denominator of media-induced

opinion, in an endless scramble for

votes.

Lewis rightly denounces Canada's
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corporate rulers. He spiels off reams

of statistics on capitalist profit goug

ing. But he has no serious perspec

tive of struggling for power. His pro
gram is limited to the piecemeal reform

of the capitalist system.

Attack on Working People

With the current inflationary spiral,
created by capitalism to maximize cor

porate profits, big business has

launched a ferocious attack on

working people. As leader of labor's
party, Lewis has the responsibility to
mobilize working people in fighting
back.

The last parliament provided the
NDP leaders with a big opportunity.

Their illusory 'balance of power" posi

tion focused pubhc attention on their

every move. But rather than use the
parliamentary stage to build support
for a program of struggle against the
capitalists and their parties, the NDP

crossed class lines to maintain the

big business government in power.
They tried to make capitalism work,
to reconcile the interests of workers

and those of the corporate bosses.
No sharp policy disagreement with

the Liberals led the NDP leaders fi

nally to break their bloc with Tru-

deau and vote against the govern

ment's budget. Ibeir capacity for col
laboration with the Liberals over the

past year and a half had proved al
most limitless.

Rather, the NDP leaders were feeling

the pressure of growing public resent
ment against the government, and in
creasing restiveness in the labor move
ment, fueled by the runaway cost of
living. Their support for Trudeau was
becoming a millstone around their op
portunist necks. Rather than allow
their parliamentary careers to go
down with the Liberals' falling public
support, the NDP caucus decided to
break the parliamentary bloc.

The Road Ahead

But in voting against the Liberals,
they have not abandoned class col
laboration. Just as they refused to use
the parliamentary stage, now they re
fuse to use the electoral podium, to
carry a serious fight in defense of

workers' standard of living. They re
fuse to use the election campaign to
build workers' struggles for big mid-
contract wage increases and cost-of-
living escalator clauses. They refuse
to campaign in this election for the

nationalization of the corporate profi

teers. For all their anti-corporate rhet

oric, they are completely reconciled
to continued capitalist rule. They will

not use the election campaign to buUd

independent workers power.
"I predict a minority government,"

says Lome Nystrom, the NDP MP
for Yorkton-Melville. NyStrom's pre
diction was shared by most NDP MPs
interviewed by the Toronto Globe and

Mail shortly after the Liberal govern
ment had been brought down by the
no-confidence vote. According to the
Globe's reporter, "Some members sug
gested that the NDP was likely to gain
an appreciable number of seats, but

these rosy predictions were few."

The last parliament "has been an
unusual situation for everybody," says
Doug Rowland, the NDP MP from

Selkirk. "We've set up some patterns
of behavior that worked well, but they
were new and untried." With yet anoth

er minority government, he thinks,

the "new patterns of behavior" can be

consecrated.

The cause of the labor movement

cannot be forwarded by crossing class
lines: at strike pickets, at the ballot
box, or in the parliamentary cham
bers. But the NDP leaders are willing
to "make parliament work" again, in
bloc with one of the capitalist parties.
The class-collaborationist course of

the NDP leadership must be re
pudiated. The labor movement has no

interest in pursuing some phantom

"balance of power." The ranks of labor

must raUy behind the NDP in this elec
tion, and demand that their leaders

lead a serious fight for power. The
task is to wrest real power from the

corporations and their political agents

on Parliament HiU, campaigning to
bring the NDP to power on a socialist

program. □

Poor Agnew
Former Vice-President Spire Agnew re

cently sold his suburban Washington
house for a reported $300,000, after hav
ing bought it fifteen months earlier for
$190,000. The spectacular profit may not
have been entirely due to his wide knowl
edge of finance and real estate. A gov
ernment report suggests that part of the
increase in the house's value may have
come from the $175,569.19 in improve
ments, including a $40,650 fence, added
at the taxpayers' expense. In a settlement
worked out with the government auditor,
Agnew agreed to repay $400 for carpet
ing and $700 for air-conditioning units
installed in the house.



Interview in Lisbon

What Colonial Students Are Fighting For

[The following interview was given
to Gerry Foley on May 14 by Salom6,
a spokesperson of the African students
occupying the former Procuradoria
dos Estudantes Ultramarinos at 84

Avenida da Republica in Lisbon. The
interview took place in the occupied
institution and was in English.]

Question. What effect has the fall
of the Salazarist regime had on the
students from the colonies?

Answer. There are many students
from the colonies studying here, but
before AprU 25 they never expressed
any opinion about the situation in the
colonies or about politics in general.
The repression was very strong—par

ticularly against them. After April 25,
things changed a little. And so all the
students from the Portuguese colonies
in Africa decided to meet and discuss

among ourselves, especially about the
colonial problem and the new political
situation in general.
We had a meeting in the school of

medicine in Lisbon, and we decided

to occupy the old Procuradoria dos
Estudantes Ultramarinos because it

was an institution devoted to training

the students from the colonies in the

fascist ideology. We approved a state
ment of principles and marched from
the school of medicine to this place.

When we arrived here, we occupied
the facilities and immediately began

an assembly to discuss and analyze
the situation and see what concrete

measures we would take.

Q. You are still discussing what con
crete measures you intend to take,
it seems?

A. Yes. We had just begun our meet
ing when an officer came here and
asked what was the matter. We told

him that we had decided to occupy

these facilities, and he said that many
processes of occupation were devel
oping like this one. He said he would
explain to the junta what was going
on. An hour later, another officer ar

rived to tell us that the junta had

asked us to send a delegation to in

form them of our demands.

The assembly decided not to send
any commission, essentially because
we knew that if the PIDE [the political
police] has been abolished here, it has
not been in the colonies. We decided

that one of us would take our declara

tion of principles to the junta. But this
person would not be identified. The
next day another officer came here
to tell us that the junta was asking
us to send a commission to inform

them of what we intended to do and

what our aims were. So we decided

to send a committee, which was re

ceived by a representative of the junta.
When this committee showed the

junta's representative our program and
our declaration of principles, he said

that in a general way he agreed with
everything but that there were some
things that were objectionable. He said
that the junta could not accept the
name that we had given to this place,

the Casa dos Estudantes das Colo-

nias (Colonial Student House)because
this endangered the unity of the gov
ernment.

Q. Does this mean the unity of the
Portuguese state as they view it, that
is, as a state in which the colonies
are an integral par&

A. I think he meant the unity of
the Military Movement.

Q. That is, there were some elements
in the junta that would not accept
this name?

A. Yes, some elements would not

accept it, no matter what. But some
others would accept it. And so it en
dangered the unity of the junta. As
regards the fourth point of our dec
laration of principles, the junta's rep
resentative said that they accepted it

as a political expression but that they
didn't agree with it. As regards our
program, we said that we wanted to
control this institution on our own.

He said that this was not possible

because it was an organ of the state
and that we had to have a representa

tive of the junta present here. The as

sembly decided that it would not ac
cept any such representative, because
we were quite able to control all the
services here.

Another committee was elected to

go to the junta and tell them about
our decision. Before this the junta's
representative told us that the govern
ment could not enter into negotiations
with us since our position was based
on an act of force. We had to evacuate

these facilities before there could be

any agreement. The committee re
ported back to the assembly, which
decided not to leave. We would not

put our political principles in the back
ground. We would not stay here if
the name were changed, because when
we said that we wanted this place
called the Casa dos Estudantes das

Coldnias, we were assuming a polit
ical attitude. And so we couldn't give

it up. When the new committee went
to tell the junta that we were not going
to leave, the junta accepted everything.
The representative of the junta gave us
a statement saying that we were al-
iowed to stay here, and all the pay
ments would be taken care of. Up

to then, everything had been stopped,
including student grants. But what has
really happened is just that the junta
has decided not to use force against
us, because the colonial problem is
one of the most important problems,
if not the most important, the junta
faces.

So, the junta is handing this prob
lem over to the provisional govern
ment [not yet installed at this time],
and aU these negotiations will have
to be carried on with it. We are sure

of that.

Q. Where do things stand now? I
think there was a representative of
the junta here this morning to check
the books or something like that. Are
they leaving you more or less alone?
Or is there a certain pressure from
the government still?

A. The representative of the junta
has only come here to solve some
problems. A commission will be
formed including some of us, the
junta's representative, and some of the
directors here, in order to solve the
material problems, such as payment
of the staff.

Q. Another person here told me this
morning that you have tried to make
contact with the African immigrant
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workers here. He said that there were

about 20,000 workers from Cape Ver
de. Is that just in Lisbon or in all
Portugal?

A. In Portugal, but most of them
are here in Lisbon. That is a prob
lem that preoccupies us. There are
many workers from the colonies here,

especially from Cape Verde. One of
our aims is to begin a process of

politicalization of the Cape Verdian
workers here, and also the new stu

dents coming from the colonies. We
want to call their attention to the situa

tion in the colonies, because what con

cerns us most of all right now is the
problem of the neocolonial solutions

that are being proposed. In our state
ment of principles and the motion we

accepted here, we declared in the

strongest way that we would not ac
cept any neocolonial solution.

Q. That means that you are op
posed to General Spinola's concept
of a federation?

A Yes. We are strongly opposed

to the solutions proposed by General

Spinola —and not only General Spi-
nola.

There are many other parties and

sectors of Portuguese political life that
propose neocoloniaUst solutions. And
we are opposed to all of them. We de
mand immediate independence for the
colonies.

Q. What about the murder of Amil-
car Cabral? Are you demanding an
investigation of his murder^

A. Yes, although we know more or
less what happened. It was a plot
and we know perfectly well that Gen
eral Spinola was one of the persons
involved. We think it is important to
clarify this question.

Q. What kind of a response have
you gotten so far from the Cape Ver
dian workers in Portugal?

A. On May 5 there was a meeting
here with the Cape Verdian workers
and then a long demonstration here
against the colonial war. But we have

not yet begun serious work among
them. We are really interested in that;
we think it is very important.

organizations of their own?

A. No, not yet.

Q. What about trade-union organiza

tion?

A. No, not even that. I think one

of the most important things now is
to tell the African workers to go to
the trade unions and ask for the same

wages as the Portuguese workers. The

wages are not the same now. These

are the first demands.

Q. What about support from Portu

guese left groups? Have they offered
you any help?

A. No. This was a spontaneous

movement by all the students from the
colonies. It is natural that some stu

dents have a preference for one or
another group, but there have been

no contacts between us and any of
the Portuguese groups.

Q. Do you support any specific solu
tions for Portugal, or do you confine
your demands to the question of the
colonies alond?

A. We know that the problem of the

colonies cannot be solved separately
from the revolution all over the world.

It is in this framework that we see

the total independence of the colonies.
And we think that whUe we are here

in Portugal, it is our duty to fight
against capitalist exploitation. That
is our ultimate aim, to fight against

every kind of exploitation. We don't
want independence only so that our
people can be exploited by Blacks
instead of Portuguese colonialists, by

a new bourgeoisie. For us, it is not a
matter of Black or white; we are op

posed to any kind of exploitation.
And it is in this sense that we are

opposed to any neocolonialist solu
tion.

Q. Do you believe that the Salazar

system has been smashed in Portugal?

A. Something has obviously
changed. When Marcello Caetano had
the power, we could not have been
here. We couldn't talk about these

things. But the essential remains, be
cause we don't think that capitalist
exploitation ended. That's obvious.

Q. Do the African workers have any Q. Did the students from the colonies
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participate in the May 1 demonstra
tion under their own banners?

A. Yes, of course. We have done

this in aU the demonstrations.

Q. What banners did you carry?

A. We had banners against the co

lonialist war, against capitalist ex

ploitation. We concentrated on the
question of the colonial war because
we think it is the main problem now,

independently of our being from the
colonies. We had banners saying

"power to the workers."

Q. What about racism in Portuguese

society? You already mentioned wage
inequalities.

A. There is no legal discrimination.
But in the case of the workers, they
have to work much harder than Por

tuguese to prove that they are not lazy

negros. And they usually are not
paid as well as the Portuguese. I think
the Portuguese people themselves are
racist. It is quite understandable. I
remember a speech by Salazar, for

instance, where he said that the Euro

peans could not leave Africa because

the Africans could not assume any

responsibility. And this is a notion
which, consciously or unconsciously,
most Portuguese hold. WhUe the peo

ple may not be racist in some ways,
they are often paternalist, which I
think is another form of racism.

As for the workers, I can talk about

the ones from Cape Verde; most of
them are from there. To come here,

they have to find money for the pas
sage. Sometimes they have to pay
as much in interest as the amount

they need. So, when they arrive they
have to send money to their famUies
to pay back their passage money.

Q. Whom do they borrow the money
from?

A. From the priests, or from the

commissions.

Q. Do the priests charge interest?

A. The priests usually charge less
interest than the others, but they only
give money to those who live the kind
of lives they advocate. The workers
also have to send money back to
their famUies, and here in Portugal



they live in very bad conditions.
They live almost entirely on rice

and potatoes. They don't eat meat
or fish.

Q. Is there a Cape Verdian district
in Lisbon?

A. No, they usually live where they
work, in shack towns.

Q. What actions are you planning
now?

A. Since we are sure that we will

have to fight against the Provisional

Government in order to stay, we must

inform the whole population about
what is going on. So, we have formed

committees to go to the schools, to
the factories, and to the population
in general to tell them what is going
on here.

Q. What kind of response have you
gotten from the Portuguese people
themselves?

A. We have gotten support essen
tially from the students. But we have

not yet been able to inform the rest

of the population. After we hold the
mass meeting we are planning, we
will be able to say something about
the reaction of the Portuguese people.

Q. What is the situation of the politi
cal prisoners in the colonies?

A. I think that all of those impris
oned for their political beliefs alone
have been released. But the fighters
from the liberation movements have

not been released, and the junta told

us that they could not be because
they were prisoners of war.

nies but only for Portuguese students
in general.

Q. That doesn't mean, does it, that

you would accept giving up your own
institution just because the govern
ment changed its form of adminis
tering the colonies?

A. No. We cannot give up our prin
ciples. We think we are students from

the colonies, and we won't give up
this principle. We have seen that dur

ing this entire process, the junta has
been trying to get us to forget our
principles. For example, we were un
der a lot of pressure from students
who wanted their grants. The junta
used this to try to get us to accept
resumption of the payments before
anything had been said about our pro
gram and our political demands. But

we did not accept that, because in

our negotiations with the junta, we

can't let our principles get lost while
our people are fighting in the colonies.

We know for example that there have
been many demonstrations in the

colonies, by the people, who are
against the neocolonialist solutions
and who support the liberation move

ments. And just because we are here

and not there, we can't get absorbed
in negotiations. We have to be firm

in our principles.

Q. Obviously then you do not give
unconditional support to the junta like

the Communist and Socialist party.

A. Oh no, we are radically opposed

to that, because we are quite sure of

what the junta wants. We know that

the Military Movement was necessary
for the Portuguese capitalists because

the old government was not what they
needed any longer. Furthermore, there
was increasing pressure on the Portu

guese government from the other coun
tries to change its policy toward the
colonies. Here in Portugal, the dis

content of the great majority of the
population was also growing. The
struggle in the colonies was also
mounting. There were many factors
that produced the Military Movement.
We also know that the colonies are

important for Portuguese capitalism.
So, we are sure that exploitation of

the African colonies will go on, even
if the form changes. We cannot ac
cept any solution that maintains this

exploitation. We cannot say that the

junta knows what it is doing about

democratizing the country and restor

ing freedom, because we also know
what this democracy and this free
dom mean. We can say that some of

the Portuguese people are getting more
freedom and more rights, but we know
that the exploitation of the Portuguese

workers still goes on.

Q. Are you critical of the Commu
nist and Socialist parties, then, for
their attitude of unconditional support
for the junta?

A. Yes. And I can give you an ex
ample of what happened at the May

Day demonstration. There were some

leftist groups that wanted to speak al
so. And the Socialists and the Com

munists that were there did not allow

it. We have always criticized these al
liances that forget about the real in
terests of the Portuguese workers and
the people from the colonies. □

Q. Do you intend, to develop a cam
paign to force the junta to release
these priso ners?

A. I am sure this will be one of
our tasks, but so far nothing has
been planned. For one thing, we do
not know if this institution will con
tinue to exist. The junta's representa
tive has told us that the present over
seas ministry will be abolished and
replaced by some kind of "interter-
ritorial" ministry that would coordi
nate activities in the different areas.
Then, there would no longer be an
institution for students from the colo-

Kleindienst: Sentenced or Given Award?
In March and April of 1972, then At

torney General Richard Kleindienst testi
fied before a Senate committee that was
investigating the connections between a
promised $400,000 campaign contribu
tion from ITT and a favorable settle
ment of an antitrust case against the giant
corporation.

Kleindienst, a leading "law and order"
spokesman for the Nixon administration,
was asked whether he had been subjected
to any White House pressures to settle
the case. He denied that he had been.

In the wake of the Watergate scandal,
however, it was learned—and Kleindienst
admitted — that at one point Nixon him

self had called his attorney general and
ordered him not to file a planned appeal
to the ITT case.

But Kleindienst was not charged with
perjury. On May 16, the special prose
cutor allowed him to plead guilty to a
single misdemeanor. Kleindienst was sen
tenced June 7 to one month in prison
and a $100 fine — both suspended. The
judge called Kleindienst a man of the
"highest integrity and loyalty throughout
his life," and said he was "universally re
spected and admired."

Kleindienst told reporters later that he
was "very humbled and very flattered"
by the judge's remarks. □
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why Revolutionists Supported Labor Party

CP's Opportunist Role in Australian Election

By Jim Percy

[The following article is reprinted from
the May 25 issue of Direct Action, a rev
olutionary-socialist fortnightly published
in Sydney.]

Along with other minor candidates who
stood at the May 18 elections, the Com
munist party of Australia (CPA) fielded
senate candidates in three States. Along
with most other minor candidates, they
will lose their deposits.

But revolutionaries don't run in elec

tions just to get back their deposits. Per
haps there is some merit in the CPA cam
paign that deserved the support of so
cialists. This is certainly the position taken
by Denis Freney, national committee
member of the CPA, writing in that par
ty's pre-election issue of its paper Tribune:
"One would have thought that other
groupings on the left who pose as more
revolutionary than the CPA, would have
given some support, even if critical, to
our Senate campaign, and particularly
to Jack Mundey. But all 'trotskyist'
groups without exception feature 'Vote
Labor' as their main election slogan."
Direct Action campaigned in the elec

tions around the slogan: Vote Labor!

Fight for socialist policies! We saw the
main issue to be whether a party based
on the trade unions, a workers' party
in this sense, was to retain office or wheth
er the parties of the bosses were to re
turn to government. We pointed out that
the Labor party could not change so
ciety—the Labor leadership and the pro
gram of the ALP were committed to act
within the framework of capitalist society.
So against the reformist program of the
Labor leadership we posed our own so
cialist program.
There will be no socialist change until

the overwhelming majority of workers
and oppressed struggle for it. At present
they are oriented to and have great il
lusions in the Labor party. We say, as
Trotsky did in speaking of the British
Labour party: "The Labour party will
deceive you and betray you but you do
not believe us. Very well, we will go
through your experiences with you but
in no case do we identify ourselves with
the Labour party program."
By taking this orientation we recognize

the need to struggle for our ideas in this
arena. Merely standing on the sidelines
shouting is not nearly so effective in win
ning Labor supporters to a revolutionary
program.

Now there is nothing wrong with rev
olutionaries running candidates to further

the aim of winning support for revolu
tionary ideas and struggles. But the cen
tral problem in Australia is winning the
masses from the ALP. It is clear how

abysmally the CPA has failed at this with
their independent campaigns during the
last forty years. Even with their massive
trade-union strength of the late '40s, the
CPA gathered only a minuscule vote.
Clearly their past orientation has not
worked for them.

But this has been the basic thrust of
their electioneering for May 18. The em
phasis has not been on struggling with
and exposing the Labor leadership but
on the weird priorities of the CPA cam
paign. "Vote Red for a Green Australia"
reads the central campaign slogan. With
this stuff the CPA is divorced from the
struggle and can win few Labor support
ers to its ideas. Throughout the CPA cam
paign it was noticeable that it separated
off support for a Labor victory and their
own campaign. On page three of Tribune
there would be an editorial comment sup
porting Labor because of its "progres
sive" policies. Then there would be sep
arate articles on the merits of the CPA
candidates. The campaign was never in
tegrated, the fight against the Labor lead
ership not taken up.

But all this is begging the question.
We do not simply "pose" as more rev
olutionary than the CPA, as Freney puts
it. It is not a question of degree. If the
CPA had a revolutionary strategy and
program we would vote for it. But right
now it has all of the ALP's deficiencies

and none of its advantages.
Let us for instance just turn back the

pages of Tribune one page from Freney's
article in the issue of May 14-20 to an
article entitled "Libs Would Sell Australia

to Multinationals." Here we read:

"Attitudes to overseas takeover of Aus

tralia is one of the greatest policy dif
ferences between the Labor and Liberal

parties. In this area the basic interest
of the Australian workers coincides with
those of expanding capitalism in Aus
tralia, in keeping out the ocean of finan
cial invasion of overseas monopolies."
(Emphasis added.)
Seldom would one see such a clear state

ment of the CPA's line in this sphere.
The CPA says that the interests of work
ers are tied up with the interests of their
own bourgeoisie. The Aussie capitalists
are somehow better than foreign capital
ists. This is the sort of line that leads

straight to the class treachery of support
ing your local ruling class when it is
fighting a war with a foreign capitalist

class. It is a counterrevolutionary policy

through and through. Workers' interests
do not and cannot coincide with our lo
cal bosses' —they coincide with the in
terests of workers internationally, includ
ing those in Southeast Asia and the Pacif
ic that our local expanding capitalism
is seeking to exploit.
We can even see this basic failure to

understand working-class politics in
Freney's article:
"It [Direct Action's electoral position]

also contrasts with their ill-informed vitri
ol directed against supposed 'Popular
Fronts' in Chile and elsewhere. No good
in Chile —but in Australia, 'Vote Labor'!"
The Allende Unidad Popular govern

ment in Chile represented a class-collabo
rationist front of workers' parties and a
bourgeois party. It misled the working
class into a deathtrap. Revolutionaries
must condemn this sort of politics since
it fails to maintain the independent poli
tics of the working class — it crosses class
lines. The CPA supported Allende and his
disastrous experiment, and still do.
The Labor party is not in an alliance

with the Australia party or the Liberals
or the DLP [Democratic Labor party].
It is principled to vote for it. The CPA
does not understand this basic question,

it seems. How then can they call them
selves revolutionaries?

And just what is the revolutionary pro
gram of the CPA that we are being asked
to take a stand on? Is it Mundey's style
of trade unionism or Laurie Carmi-

chael's? Is it the pro-Zionist wing on the
Palestinian question or the pro-Palestin
ian? Tribune has not taken a clear stand.

What about their position on the USSR
and China? Does the CPA still belong
to the same "international Communist

movement" as Brezhnev's party?
Under the impact of the youth radi-

calisation, the CPA has adapted, and
adopted some progressive policies. But
it remains trapped by its past and in
the same camp as before. Their position
on Chile demonstrates this for all to see.

Even Freney seems to recognise this when
he refers to the Socialist party of Aus
tralia [a pro-Moscow split from the CPA]
as the "truly Stalinist party in Australia."
(Emphasis added.)

Yes, we do agree the SPA is more truly
slavish, but that does not make the CPA
revolutionary.

So far is their campaign from being
revolutionary that the CPA even gets
caught up in the parliamentary game.
We are urged, in the quote above, "par
ticularly" to vote for Jack Mundey. Why?
Is it because they think Mundey is "so
much better," that what we need in par
liament is "good men" to put things right?
Should we vote CPA or Mundey? Is the
idea to get Mundey elected or to counter-
pose a revolutionary program? Freney
gives the game away when he talks of
ALP people "who are doing what they
can quietly to win votes for Jack Mun
dey." This is sheer electoralism. They don't
want to stand up and be counted for the
CPA's policies but "Jack's a good bloke.
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let's help him in, etc." In the same breath
Freney has the hide to say we "pander
to eiectoraiist illusions."

The lengths the CPA was prepared to
go to in their desire to "get Jack in" are
illustrated by their half-page ad in the
Australian. The heads read: "Keep Aus
tralia Green, Elect Jack Mundey, Austra
lia's most effective conservationist." All the

demands raised are so abstract that any
one from the Australia party to the ALP
to the CPA could readily agree with them.
But it is hardly a fight for socialist po
licies. In fact, you have to read the very
small print at the bottom to tell it is a

Communist party advertisement. Proba
bly most people think CPA stands for
Conservationist party of Australia.

After this, Freney has the hide to say
that Direct Action raises the demand,
"Fight for socialist policies," as an "after
thought." The issue of Tribune this ap
peared in had as its front-page headline:
"Put the lid on the Libs." After this and

the blatant opportunism of the campaign
advertisement, it hardly seems worth dis
cussing.
But we will persist in spite of Freney's

accusation that we spend most of our time

attacking the CPA. This is not true of
course, but it is good to see that some
of our criticism is taken to heart. Before

the 1972 elections and in the 1973 New

South Wales State elections, the CPA ad
vocated giving their preferences to the
Australia party."' We spent a little bit of
our time attacking this. The AP is a bour
geois party led by multimillionaire Barton
and his ilk. This time the CPA allocates,
albeit a little apologetically to their friends
in the AP, their first preferences to Labor.
At least that is progress.
To wind up his article, perhaps feeling

he's not getting through, Freney throws in
some epithets: "reformist," "sectarian," "un
principled." This is called projection. We
are not sectarians who stand aside from

the struggle to win Labor supporters to

""Australian voters are required to list all
the candidates for an office in the order

of preference. In close elections, voters'
second or even third choice may be de
cisive in determining the outcome. Par
ties normally recommend to their support
ers a particular order of preferences. — IP

socialism, we are not unprincipled crossers
of class lines who support local capital
ism, we are not reformists who run crass

opportunist campaigns to "keep Australia
green and put Jack in."
Freney, in a fit of bravado, ends up:

"Let the militant workers and students

judge."
Well they certainly did. Mundey's 0.4

percent is not exactly progress. Moreover,
except in working-class areas where the
CPA is well organised or where there is
a big student population, Mundey did bet
ter in the Liberal-held seats than in the

Labor strongholds. In the Sydney area,
the average vote for Mundey in Liberal-
held electorates was 254. In all Labor-

held seats it was 231. Excluding the elec
torates with high student concentration —
Sydney, Kingsford Smith, Phillip, and
Grayndler — the average vote in Labor-
held electorates was only 175.
Yes, workers judged and understood the

need to vote Labor. More and more they
will come to understand the need to fight
for revolutionary policies and reject the
class collaborationism of Whitlam and

Company. Unfortunately, the CPA cam
paigns will not help them do this. □

Who Are the Real Targets?

Mao's Campaign to Criticize Confucius and Lin Piao
By Kate Chang

[The following is a translation of
major excerpts from an article that
originally appeared in October Re
view, a Trotskyist journal published
in Hong Kong.]

Since February of this year, the Chi
nese Communist party has formally
called on the people of the entire coun
try to wage a struggle "to criticize
Lin Piao and Confucius." The chief
target of this struggle is obviously
not two dead men.

It is true that any elements of the
Confucian feudal ideology should be
swept away, but socialism has been
the predominant ideology in China
for a quarter-century. Could rem
nants of Confucianism seriously
threaten the existence of the CCP re
gime?

The charge that Lin Piao wanted
to restore capitalism is neither logi
cal nor supported by any concrete
evidence. And even if he had wanted

to do so, why would he have selected
a 2,000-year-old ideology as his ve
hicle?

Moreover, piling up the charges
against Lin, which are intended to
explain his alleged betrayal and liqui
date his influence, is equivalent to the
CCP accusing itself of a terrible mis
take at its ninth congress in 1969,
in which Lin was officially declared
"Mao Tsetung's closest comrade in
arms and successor." This leaves the
party the task of explaining how it
could render two completely contra
dictory verdicts in such a short
period.

Why, then, did the CCP suddenly
call on the entire party, army, and
people to wage such a struggle?

The CCP has admitted that the cur
rent campaign is closely related to
"the current class struggle and the
struggle between two lines" {Renmin
Ribao editorial, February 2, 1974).
That is to say, the immediate target
of the struggle is the current oppo
sition. This opposition comes from

different currents, such as various
army commands, party cadres of
various levels, young intellectuals,
and the worker and peasant masses.
To factions inside the CCP, this strug
gle presents an opportunity to attack
the country's top leaders and their
policies in order to win dominance
for their own faction in the party,
government, and army.

Although the CCP has purged many
factions, new factions are continually
being formed. Mao has liquidated a
number of his old comrades-in-arms
and established his own dictatoriai
rule, but opposition inside and outside
the party still exists. The position of
the ruling bureaucracy has not been
consolidated, but weakened.

This situation is reflected in the
CCP's publications. For instance, in
the article "Party Members Should
Strengthen Party Discipline" in the
January 1974 issue of Hongqi, the
author emphasized that "no party or
ganization or party member can set
up another center and do another
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thing"; "the dividing line between our
party and all bourgeois careerists and

conspirators is to support or to split
the party center headed by Chairman
Mao, to execute or to sabotage Chair

man Mao's revolutionary line and

policies"; and "we have to resolutely
carry out . . . Chairman Mao's pol
icy."

This indicates that there are party
members who not only express doubts
about Mao's line but actively op

pose it.

The same editoriai charged that "Lin
Piao lashed out at the 'May 7' road,
slandering cadres' going to take part
in physical labor as a 'disguised form
of unemployment.'" Cadres who op

pose this iabor program are thus

branded as supporters of Lin Piao.

The army, especially high-ranking
officers who gained considerable
strength during the Culturai Revolu
tion when they were used by Mao to
beat down the ruling faction, was it

self seen as a threat to the party cen
ter headed by Mao. For this reason,

in early January a large number of

commanders in important military

areas were transferred, and some were

stripped of their additional duties as

party secretaries or chairmen of rev

olutionary committees. While this

weakened their power, it also in
creased their dissatisfaction and op
position. Today's campaign is also

aimed at these people.

Mao wants to push again the "Three

Red Flags" line. The essence of this
line is to ask the people to tighten
their belts to save for the country

while engaging in hard physical la
bor to produce more wealth. Any pol

icy contradictory to this line can be

branded as "taking the capitalist

road." The above-mentioned editorial

denounced Lin for allegedly saying

that the working people only think of
"daiiy necessities" and (on New Year's

Day) greet each other "May you be
come rich." This denunciation attempts

to use the current struggle to press
working people not to pursue immedi
ate goals and not to demand improve

ments in their living conditions. Those
who do can be branded followers of

Lin Piao.

One of the measures to carry out

the "Three Red Fiags" iine is the send

ing of educated young people to settle
in the countryside. A major aim here
is to increase the labor force in the

countryside. But it also serves the pur
pose of scattering discontented and
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militant youth in isolated and remote
rural and mountain regions, so that
they cannot crystallize into an uncon
trollable opposition.

In our opinion, encouraging young

7 7

MAO: Wants youth to learn from the
peasantry, not from workers.

people to engage in necessary physi
cal labor should be intended to raise

their enthusiasm for socialist construc

tion. This requires that their efforts

be voluntary. They should never be

forced to go to the countryside, as

they are at present. This has made

a great number of youth dissatisfied,
even to the point of becoming deiiber-
ate slackers. Many became rebellious.

(Much information uncovered during
the Cultural Revolution has sufficient

ly revealed this sort of reaction from

the youth.)

Forcing youth into the countryside

not only does not help agricultural
production, but also wastes human

resources. Many of these educated
young people could be trained to be

come scientists, engineers, and tech

nicians, who are greatiy needed in a

country beginning to be industriaiized.

Sending them to the countryside is a

waste of human material that is harm

ful to the development of the coun
try.

From the viewpoint of youth learn
ing from experience with the most ad
vanced and most revolutionary class,

they should be urged to learn from
the working class, not the peasantry.
By calling on youth to learn from
the poor and middle peasants rather
than the workers, the COP displays its

own backwardness while creating a

false justification for forcing young

people into the countryside.
The above-mentioned editorial said

that "Lin Piao . . . slandered educated

young people settling in the country
side as a 'disguised form of reform
through forced labor.'" This charge
is another pressure on youth to obey
the party's directives, since if they re
sist going to the countryside, they can
be called fellow travelers of Lin Piao.

In the period immediately after the

opening of the anti-Confucius cam
paign, some superficial results seem to
have been achieved. The Chinese press
claims that under the slogan "grasp

revolution, promote production, and
promote work," industrial production
in many places has surpassed the level
of the same period last year, the peas

ants are hastening the spring cultiva

tion, and many educated young peo

ple want to settle in the countryside.
These reports only confirm our analy
sis of the real aims of the campaign.
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Folk Song Revival in China

Evidence of the thriving folk culture of
China's minority nationalities is presented
by a recent issue of Chinese Literature
(Number 4 of 1974), published in Peking.
Examples of the distinctive national cul
tures of the Tibetan and Yi peoples are
provided in folk songs of these two mi
nority nations. Here are the final stanzas
as transcribed by Chinese Literature

From ninety-nine hills we choose the
the whitest camelia

To weave a snow-white hata

And long to ride off on rosy clouds
To present this scarf to our dear
Chairman Mao!

— a Tibetan folk song

Today every one of us is a fine singer
We sing all over nine hundred and
ninety-nine hills

Yet we cannot sing all our praise, all
our love for Chairman Mao.

— a Yi folk song



Japanese Imperialism Today:
Still Within Washington's Orbit

Reviewed by Ernest Harsch

Washington's role in the rebuilding
of Japanese imperialism following its
defeat in the second world war was

even more striking than the similar

U.S. efforts to save the shattered cap
italist economies in Europe. From the
first year of the U.S. occupation un
til the present, U.S. imperialism clearly
dominated, charting the direction of
Tokyo's early economic expansion,
working out a division of labor with

Tokyo in Washington's efforts to con
tain and roll back the Asian revolu

tion, and to a certain extent helping

"Japan, Inc." realize its "economic mir
acle" of the 1960s and early 1970s
— while at the same time trying to
keep Tokyo's renewed economic
strength subordinate to its own over

all interests. In Japanese Imperialism
Today, Jon Halliday and Gavan Mc-
Cormack competently explore this

symbiotic — and sometimes antagonis
tic—relationship between the two im-
peri alisms.

The alliance between Washington
and Tokyo began immediately after
the Japanese surrender and was made

possible by the wartime destruction of

Japan. But in the postwar Asia of na
tional and anticolonial upsurges,
Washington needed more than a weak
junior partner; it needed to help the

Japanese imperialists get back on their

feet so that they could do their share in
protecting capitalism in that area.

"America had begun to turn and
crack down on the Japanese working-

class movement as early as May
1946," write Halliday and McCor-
mack, "less than one year after the

start of the occupation. By 1948 the

U.S.A. was already actively seeking
out a way to restart Japanese industry

at full pitch, and this process was

already under way in 1949, fuelled
by Washington's hostility to both the
Japanese working masses and the Chi

nese Revolution, which were the two

determinants in the process." The out

break of the Korean war in 1950

further accelerated this process.

Under U. S. guid ance, the recovery

of Japanese industry occurred first in

the area of arms and munitions pro
duction. The armaments industry was

switched to full production in 1951

to help Washington's intervention in
Korea. In the two decades that fol-

Japanese Imperialism Today, by
Jon Halliday and Gavan McCor-

mack. New York: Monthly Re
view Press, 1973. 257 pp. $3.95,
paperback.

lowed, especially with the escalation
of the Vietnam war in the mid-1960s,

Tokyo developed a series of sophisti
cated weapons designed for warfare
in Asia: tanks capable of underwater

use in the paddy fields of Southeast
Asia, hovercraft vehicles for swamps

and jungles, small flying boats, and
a new infantry rifle especially designed
for the smaller Asian soldiers in Wash

ington's puppet armies.
In the years 1964-1969 (with the

single exception of 1967), U.S. De
fense Department expenditures in Ja
pan were higher than in Vietnam, re
flecting the strategic role of Japan as a
staging area for Washington's mili
tary interventions into Asia.

Tokyo's part in Washington's coun
terrevolutionary schemes was not lim

ited to the purely military. Citing the
efforts of Secretary of State John Fos

ter Dulles in the mid-1950s to pro
mote Japanese investment in South

east Asia, Halliday and McCormack

remark: "The scheme only makes sense

in the light of America's comparative
[economic] weakness in the area. In

spite of the massive imperialist mili
tary activity in the area, South-East
Asia has not been a major area for

investment by the U.S.A.: in 1967
only 2.3 per cent of U.S. direct over
seas investment was in South-East

Asia. From America's point of view,

Japanese capital was welcome in the
area to help tie down reactionary re

gimes." The Japanese imperialists, of

course, were more than eager to ac

commodate Dulles's scheme.

The year 1965 marked a signifi
cant leap in Tokyo's reexpansion in
to Asia. With Washington heavily in
volved in Vietnam, it put considerable

pressure on Japan "to share the costs
of policing the area." In that year
Tokyo's relations with Seoul were
"normalized," the Sukarno regime in
Indonesia was overthrown by U. S.-
and Japanese-backed generals —which

soon led to the division of Indone

sia's vast natural wealth between

Tokyo and Washington—and Japa
nese investment in other Asian coun

tries began to accelerate. By 1969
Tokyo was the dominant foreign in
vestor in Thailand and held signifi
cant interests in South Korea, Taiwan,

Malaysia, Indonesia, Singapore, and
Hong Kong.

Since Japan has few natural re
sources of its own and the rapid ex
pansion of Japanese industry required
vast amounts of raw materials that

could only be obtained abroad, gain
ing control over these resources was

considered by Tokyo a matter of vital
importance. This was particularly evi

dent in its moves to acquire new

sources of oil, the Japanese market

having been dominated by U.S. oil
companies since the U.S. occupation.
Tokyo's recent moves in the Arab

East, the occupation of the Tiaoyu

Islands near Taiwan, which are be

lieved to have vast oil fields, and the

efforts of Japanese capital, along with
Gulf Oil, to gain oil concessions off

the coast of South Vietnam, all un

derline the "new" aggressiveness Japa

nese imperialism can display when its
interests are at stake.

According to Halliday and McCor
mack, the high rate of capital accumu-

Interconfinental Press \



lation in Japan —exemplified by the

escalating number of mergers and the
growing strength of the zaibatsu, the
giant industrial and financial monop

olies—was made possible by a gov
ernment-industry cooperation greater
than in any other advanced capitalist
country. The authors also note that

since 1965 Japan has had "the heavi

est based industrial economy in the

entire world," which lays the basis for

its increased competitiveness on the

world market and for even greater

expansion in the future.

The renewed Japanese competitive
ness—particularly in the U.S. domes-

JOHN FOSTER DULLES

tic market —prompted Washington to
tighten the reins on its junior partner.
The "Nixon shocks" of 1971 —the 10

percent surtax on imports to the United

States and the cutting loose of the dol
lar from the gold standard, which

led to a revaluation of the yen — did
not seriously affect Tokyo's economic
expansion, but did indicate that Wash

ington was still calling the shots.

The increase in the prices of oil by
' the U.S. oil giants, however, was a

much more serious blow to Tokyo,
and many Japanese economic experts
predicted a significant slowdown in the
expansion of the Japanese economy.
Once again Washington reasserted its
hegemony.

"Certainly a sector of Japanese cap
italism wants to shake off the Ameri

can yoke," write Halliday and McCor-

mack. "But the indications are that

Japanese capitalism is still essentially

subordinate to U.S. imperialism, and

that the signs and signals of 'inde
pendence' are more shadow than sub

stance. Moreover, it must be repeated

that, while Japanese imperialism is

a real danger to the peoples of Asia,
including the people of Japan, U.S.
imperialism is the main enemy, and is

itself largely responsible for the res
toration of Japanese imperialism and
Japanese militarism."

While a continuation of joint ven

tures by U.S. and Japanese concerns,
particularly in Asia, is in view for
the next few years, the seeds of con
flict remain and will continue to af

fect political developments throughout
Asia. □

The Situation in Portugo
[The following is an editorial that

appeared in the June 14 issue of
the New York revolutionary-socialist
weekly The Militant]

For the past month, the eyes of
working people throughout the world
have been on Portugal. The on-the-
scene reports by Gerry Foley that The
Militant has printed, as well as ac
counts in the capitalist press, have
testified to the strength of the popular
upsurge touched off by the fall of the
Salazarist dictatorship on April 25.

The replacement of Premier Caetano
by the Spinola regime was a calcu
lated move by sections of the Portu
guese capitalist class, in the face of
the tenacious resistance of the peoples
of Mozambique, Angola, and Guinea-
Bissau and the Cape Verde Islands,
they finally decided they had no
choice but to try to establish some
kind of neocolonial relationship with
the African colonies in place of direct
rule.

But the need to get rid of the 48-
year-old Salazarist dictatorship en
tailed big risks for the Portuguese rul
ers and big opportunities for the
masses of working people.

With the end of the long decades
of stifling totalitarian repression, the
masses went into motion. They poured
into the streets, rejoicing in the per
spective of democratic freedoms and
determined to make this perspective a
reahty.

In the celebrations throughout Por
tugal, the masses began going into ac

tion to gain a few elementary im
provements. Hundreds of thousands
of workers went out on strike when the
bosses resisted their demands for high
er wages. Rank-and-file soldiers and
sailors joined in the mass demonstra
tions and solidarized with the strug
gles of the workers for a better life.

Challenges are being raised among
the populace to some of the deepest-
going prejudices and forms of repres
sion bred by class society. Women are
demanding equal rights. Banners
have been raised for the right to di
vorce. Homosexuals are demanding
their rights and recognition of their
dignity as human beings. The sepa
ration of church and state, a key dem
ocratic demand in the long struggle
in Portugal against obscurantism and
authoritarianism, is once again being
advanced.

Spinola faced the problem of how
to contain this popular upsurge, the
logic of which is clearly to challenge
the basis of the capitalist private-
property system. To succeed in this,
the generals needed help. They needed
the support of political forces trusted
by the workers. Bidding for this role
were the Communist Party, the larg
est of the organizations enjoying the
confidence of the workers, and the
smaller Socialist Party.

The CP and SP eagerly took posts
in Spinola's coalition government,
giving full support to this capitalist
regime and siding with Spinola
against the rising popular movement.
The Portuguese Stalinists deliberately
set out to sabotage the wave of strikes
and undermine the mobilization of the
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SPINOLA

With full backing and, no doubt,

prompting from Moscow, tbey have
told the workers not to move into

action for their demands, but to sit

back and wait, trusting in Spinola
to safeguard their interests at the pres
ent time, and eventually to grant some

concessions.

Parallel to Russian Revolution

This situation in Portugal is remind
ful of the situation in Russia in 1917.

In Russia there was a similar awaken

ing of the masses, the first consequence
of which was the downfall of the hated

tsarist regime and an attempt by the
bourgeoisie to set up an alternative
regime to maintain capitalism. And
there was a similar betrayal of the
masses by the majority party in the
workers movement, the Mensheviks,
who supported the bourgeois alterna
tive to tsarism.

After the overthrow of the tsar, the

Mensheviks leaped at the chance to
form a coalition government with the
liberal capitalist politicians. The Por
tuguese Stalinists aped the Mensheviks
in groveling for portfolios from Spi
nola.

In taking responsibility for the cap
italist coalition government set up in
Russia, the Mensheviks had to op

pose the demands of the Russian
workers and peasants for bread,
peace, and land — demands the cap
italist government could not grant

The Mensheviks told the workers

and peasants they should wait io press

their demands and that the present

"stage" was one of "consolidating de
mocracy" rather than fighting for so
cial needs. The Stalinists are echo

ing this Menshevik policy in Portu
gal today. The same Stalinist-Men-
shevik policy of supporting a cap
italist government led to defeat in
Spain in the 1930s and in Chile last
year.

Example of the Bolsheviks

The policies of the Bolshevik Party
of Lenin and Trotsky in Russia in
1917 offer valuable lessons for the

struggle in Portugal.

The Bolsheviks explained that the
capitalist government could not grant
the pressing demands of the masses,
which could only be won by the work

ers and peasants establishing their

own government and carrying out a

socialist revolution.

As is the case with revolutionists

in Portugal today, the Bolsheviks Were

a small minority in the Russian work

ers movement at the time of the Feb

ruary revolution. The first wave of
popular upsurge brought to the fore

the old parties, whose authority
among the workers stemmed from

past work in the underground. But
the Bolsheviks had confidence that

new experiences in the class struggle
would soon teach the workers that

the Mensheviks did not represent their

interests.

The Bolsheviks demonstrated in ac

tion how to overcome the political
obstacles that stood in the way of
the Russian masses. The example is

instructive in light of the broad paral
lels with the unfolding Portuguese rev
olution.

Three main areas should be noted:

Out of Africa Now!

The first is the country's involve

ment in the African wars. Although

Russia in 1917 was engaged in an

inter imperialist conflict, while Portu

gal has been waging a war of co
lonial aggression, the parallel holds

in many ways.

One of the main reasons the masses

switched their allegiance from the Men
sheviks to the Bolsheviks was because

the Bolsheviks consistently pressed the

struggle for an immediate end to the
war.

The Mensheviks refused to get out

of the war because of their commit

ment to the coalition government with

the capitalists and landlords, who in

sisted on defending the imperialist In

terests of Russian capitalism.
Similarly, the Portuguese Stalinists

are now providing a "left" rationale
for Spinola's maintenance of Portu

guese troops in the colonies while he
tries to extract as many concessions

as possible out of the African libera
tion fighters.

Portuguese workers, sailors, sol
diers, and students — with African

workers in Portugal in the forefront-
are already raising the demands: Im
mediate and unconditional withdraw

al of all Portuguese troops and police
forces from the colonies! Immediate

independence for Angola, Mozam
bique, and Guinea-Bissau and the

Cape Verde Islands!

The working unity, now visible in

embryonic form, between the workers,
soldiers, sailors, students, and urban

poor can take clearer shape as dem
onstrations for an end to the colonial

wars gain impetus in face of Spinola's
persistence in a neocolonialist "solu
tion."

The soldiers still forced to remain

in the colonies are certain to view

this process sympathetically and to
link up with it. That was also part
of the logic of the Russian revolu
tion. This process would also give
a big impulse to the intertwined na
tional liberation and class struggles
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in the colonies.

The rank-and-file soldiers and sail

ors, who are directly affected by the
wars and who have the capacity to

bring them to an abrupt end, will be

strongly inclined to resist any reneg

ing by Spinola on his promises to
bring peace. Many will want to as

sert their democratic rights to hold
assemblies to discuss the government

war policies, and to demonstrate

against the wars and against the send

ing of new troops to fight in Africa.

No Support to Provisional
Government!

The second area in which the Bol

shevik example is instructive con
cerns the government. Spinola's cap
italist coalition government is cast in

the same mold as the coalition gov
ernment between capitalist parties and
workers parties in Russia in 1917.

The Stalinists have merely covered
the reality with their particular label,
"people's front government," or Spi
nola's label, "government of national

salvation."

In 1917 the Bolsheviks said, "This

is not our war, but a war serving
the imperialists." And they added,
"This is not our government, but a
government of the capitalists and land

owners." They refused to give such a
government an ounce of political sup
port or take any responsibility for its

actions.

Against the Mensheviks' coalition
with the capitalist forces, the Bolshe-

'  viks called for a united front of work

ers parties. Even when they were a

minority in the workers councils, the

Bolsheviks called on the Mensheviks,

who had a majority, to form agovern-
ment excluding all capitalist parties,

i  In this way they exposed the treach
erous policies of the Mensheviks and

won the political confidence of the

workers.

A parallel approach obviously holds
for Portugal today. The logic of the
popular upsurge itself can generate

'' sentiment in favor of the CP and SP

ending their support to the Spinola
government and taking the road to

socialism.

The Bolsheviks called for rapid elec
tions for a constituent assembly to
draw up a new constitution, as against
the Menshevik line of foot-dragging
on such elections while they shored
up the capitalist provisional govern-
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ment.

Democratically conducted elections

to a constituent assembly are urgent

ly needed now in Portugal. Why
should the masses have to wait for a

year, as Spinola proposes, while his
self-appointed provisional government

moves against the workers movement
and refuses to bring Portuguese troops
home from the colonies?

In Portugal today the CP has wide
support. Why, then, does it not at
once get together with the other work
ers parties and form a government?

V

CAETANO

What does Spinola represent, apart
from elements of the Salazarist regime
the people have repudiated? Why
should the workers be asked to subor

dinate themselves to this fascist-trained

general and his backers among the
monopolists and landlords?

Need for Soviets

The third area in which the Russian

revolution offers a prototype well
worth studying in relation to the per
spective in Portugal concerns giving
effective organizational form to the
mass struggle.

When the traditional workers orga
nizations proved too narrow to mo

bilize the required forces, in view of the

scope of their struggle, the Russian
workers — first in 1905 and again in

1917 — organized broad councils (the
Russian word was "Soviets"). These

included all workers, unionized and

nonunionized, as well as all allies of

the workers—the unemployed, the
peasants, and the soldiers and sailors.

These councils were completely demo
cratic. Because of this, they were able

to centralize the struggles of all the

layers allied to the workers and unite
their fighting capacities against the

capitalists.
Already the Portuguese workers

have taken some steps in this direc

tion. In many factories workers have

held assemblies on the job to dis
cuss how to defend, utilize, and ex

tend the new freedoms. They moved

swiftly against the officials appointed
by the Salazarist regime in the gov
ernment-controlled unions, calling for

the establishment of free unions.

Clearly, it is but a small step from
this to organizing regular assemblies

and interlinking them through coun

cils. And just as clearly, these as

semblies and councils would soon be

come the central arena in which the

workers and their allies would dis

cuss all the burning economic and
political questions now facing them,

and organize to solve them.

Through such councils, for example,
the workers could press for greater
and greater control over production

and distribution where the capitalists

proved unwUlmg or unable both to

continue organized production and

provide a living wage for their work

ers. This would provide the best an
swer to Spinola's charges that strikes

mean anarchy or disruption of the
economy.

Importance of Leadership

On the politicai level, the utter un-

reliablity of the Communist and So

cialist parties, the treacherous nature

of their class-collaborationist policies,

and the need to replace them can be

come apparent to many working-class

militants. This would create favorable

conditions to organize a new leader

ship genuinely committed to fighting

for the interests of the oppressed and

exploited.

Here again the Russian revolution

offers immense lessons, the main one

being the example set by Lenin in



constructing the Bolshevik Party.
By the sweep of their response to the

downfall of Salazarism, the Portuguese
masses have already set a new exam
ple for the workers of the world —

not least of all in Francoist Spain.
Will the Portuguese masses now re

peat at the opposite end of Europe

the pattern seen in Russia in 1917?

It would be hazardous at this point

to say that it is inevitable. But the

potential is there; and the perspective

that is implied is such as to make

Portugal a source right now of the

greatest hope and inspiration for revo

lutionists everywhere. □

'Woe to Revolutionists Who Make a
Revolution Only Half Way'

[The following is the text of the
speech given to a united-front meet
ing in Lisbon May 19 by Ernest Man-
del. An article describing the meet
ing appears elsewhere in this issue.
The translation is by Intercontinental
Press.]

Companeros,
First of all, I would like to apolo

gize for my inability to speak your
beautiful language and for the fact
that I will have to speak in Spanish,
which I speak very badly. But I hope
you will be able to understand some
of the things I am going to say in
Spanish.

It is a great joy for revolutionists
of my generation, after seeing the fall
of Hitler and Mussolini, to be able to
speak in a Lisbon liberated from fas
cism. This is one more confirmation

that the history of this century is not
going in the direction of fascist bar
barism but in the direction of socialism
and communism. It is a warning to
the hangmen of the Chilean and Bra
zilian military that they will suffer
the same fate as the Gestapo and the
fate the PIDE [Portuguese political
police] must suffer today.

It is no accident that the liberation
struggles of the peoples of Mozam
bique, Angola, and Guinea-Bissau
contributed decisively to the fall of
fascism here. For twenty years the
center of gravity of the world revo
lution shifted from the Western coun
tries to the countries of Africa, Asia,
and Latin America. Throughout this
period when imperialism was relative
ly stable in Europe and North
America, the struggles of these peoples
helped crystallize a new revolutionary
vanguard in the advanced capitalist
countries, a vanguard capable of re

suming the struggle for socialist revo
lution in the West.

For this reason, certainly, as well
as for historical reasons, the unity
of interest, the need for international
solidarity among the workers, among
the exploited, it is an unavoidable
duty for the workers and the revolu
tionary youth in Western Europe to
support unconditionally the struggle
of the peoples in the colonies, to sup
port this struggle until they win un
conditional, immediate, and full inde
pendence, and to fight today to stop
another cent, another soldier, another
ship from being sent to support the
colonial war. To fight for the release
of all the prisoners in Africa, for the
immediate withdrawal of the Por
tuguese troops from Africa, and for
the immediate and unconditional inde
pendence of Angola, Guinea-Bissau,
and Mozambique.

The new upsurge of workers' strug
gles in Western Europe that began in
May 1968 has today widened the in
ternational revolutionary struggle.
This fight is no longer limited to the
countries of Africa, Asia, and Latin
America. The upsurge of workers'
struggles in the countries of Western
Europe puts the socialist revolution
on the agenda once again in these
countries.

Not only have we seen enormous
strikes involving miilions of workers:
10 million strikers in France, 15 mil
lion strikers in Italy, 5 million strikers
in Great Britain. We have seen factory
occupations. And not only has the
European working class refused to
pay the price of the structural crisis
of capitalism, the cost of inflation and
unemployment, but the workers have
raised more radical demands signi
fying that they no longer accept the
authority of management in the fac

tories, the authority of the bourgeoisie
over the economy, and the authority
of the bourgeois state over society.

The British miners demonstrated this
during the winter by refusing to sub
mit to the laws of the Conservative

government, refusing to accept the
wage freeze, and creating a situation
in the country that in fact forced the
Tory government out of office.

This, along with the fact that
broader and broader struggles are de
veloping for workers' control and that
many workers are looking for general
political solutions, indicates that a pre-
revolutionary situation is ripening in
some countries on this continent. But
still more important than the more
radical demands being raised are the
more radical forms of organization
that are being adopted now in many
cases by workers in Western Europe.
More and more strikes are being led
democratically by strike committees
elected in general assemblies, strike
committees that are beginning to es
tablish coordination among them
selves on the local level, on the re
gional level, and in some instances,
already on the national level.

These facts announce a more fun
damental turn in Western Europe; they
prefigure the rediscovery by the West
European workers of the real meaning
of socialism. The European socialism
of tomorrow will be based on the
rule of workers' councils, on the ad
ministration of the factories and enter
prises by workers' councils, which will
be democratically elected and will meet
in national and international as

semblies, planning their own economy
and demonstrating that if the working
class is capable of producing all mate
rial wealth, it is certainly capable of
administering the wealth it produces.

What has been happening in Por
tugal since April 25 fits perfectly into
the general framework of theimpetuous
rise of workers' struggles throughout
capitalist Europe. The Portuguese
bourgeoisie, in crisis because of its
colonial war, the crisis of its system
of political rule, in crisis because of
the need to reorient its investments
and its finances, sought a tactical solu
tion. The impetuous irruption of the
masses into the political scene forced
the bourgeoisie to change its plans,
to base itself on the reformist forma
tions, on the Socialist party and on
the Communist party, in order to try
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to hold back the mass upsurge and

channel it toward class-collaboration

ist aims, toward national construc

tion.

But events every day show that it
is impossible to find a common inter

est between the workers and the cap
italists, to find a common interest be

tween the poor and the rich, between

the exploited and the exploiters. The
working class must win and defend

its full organizational and political
class independence. It must rely only
on its own organized struggle and

place no confidence in the Provisional

Government, which is not its govern
ment but a government of class col

laboration.

The tragic example of Chile shows
that democratic freedoms cannot be

defended, that a return to fascism can

not be prevented, by collaborating
with the bourgeoisie. We must remem
ber the classic words of the great
French revolutionist Saint-Just "Woe

to revolutionists who make a revolu

tion only half way. They only dig
their own graves." Listen, companero
leaders of the Socialist and Communist

parties. 'Woe to revolutionists who

make a revolution only half way.

They only dig their own graves."

Beware of those who talk about

democratic freedoms only when they
argue that elections must be post
poned. Just as it was in 1944 in

France and Italy, it is necessary to
demand the immediate abolition of

the fascist penal code and the recogni
tion of the unconditional right to strike,
to demand the abolition of all the

institutions of the fascist period and
their replacement by organs elected
by the masses. If you wait three or
four years, the danger is that there
may be no more Communist or So

cialist ministers in the government but
that the fascist penal code wUl remain,
as was the case in Italy. The mobiliza
tions of the masses and the strikes

of the workers must be extended and

generalized to win the immediate de

mands of the working class.
But the unconditional and intransi

gent defense of the interests of the

working class does not contradict in

any way achieving the broadest pos

sible united front of all the oppressed,
and we must defend the unity in action
of the industrial workers and workers

on the land, of white-collar workers,
of soldiers, sailors, of oppressed

women, of rebel youth; all this great
mass is the decisive force that can open
the way for the only solution to the
historic crisis of Portuguese capitalism,

the road of the socialist revolution,

the creation of a socialist Portugal

in the framework of a socialist united

states of Iberia and a socialist united

states of Europe.

The Fourth International and its

Portuguese organization, the Liga
Comunista Internacionalista, are in

favor of closer, more intimate unity

in action of all revolutionists who op

pose in day-to-day struggles the line
of the reformists, the line of class col

laboration, the line of maintaining the
capitalist system and the bourgeois

state, and who do so in the name

of struggle for the socialist revolu

tion, the struggle for power to the

workers and masses of toilers. In this

unity in action, the companeros of

the Fourth International, the compa
neros of the Liga Comunista, will de
fend their whole program, the whole

program of revolutionary Marxism,
which extends from democratic slo

gans and the immediate demands of

the masses, such as the 6,000 escudo

minimum wage, the forty-hour week
and four weeks of vacation at full pay,

to the principal transitional demands
such as the sliding scale of wages,

workers' control over production, the

demand that the parties that claim

to represent the working class break

from their coalition with the bour

geoisie and struggle for a workers'
government.

In these struggles a great effort must

be made to give impetus to the crea
tion of organs of self-organization of

the working masses. In this context
will spring up tomorrow the work
ers' councils, the nuclei of a real work

ers' government.

We are not yet in a socialist revolu
tion. We still have to prepare the way
for such a revolution; we still have to

take into account that after decades

and decades of a fascist regime, the
masses have reformist illusions. They

still have partial confidence in the re
formist parties. They still have to com

plete their experience with this. In all
their tactics, revolutionists must com

bine unity in action of the working

class with calling for no confidence

in any class-collaborationist experi

ment.

If we act in this intelligent and tac

tically astute way, if we act in such
a way that we can convince ever
broader layers of the working class

of the correctness of the revolutionary

line as opposed to the reformist line,
we will be able in the months and

years ahead to advance toward a so
cialist revolution, toward the victory

of the socialist revolution in Portugal

and in Europe. Workers of All Coun
tries Unite! Workers of All Countries

Unite! Workers of All Countries Unite!

Colonialist Attack in Cape Verde

[The foilowing is the text of a leaflet
handed out in Lisbon by the African stu
dents occupying the former Procuradoria
dos Estudantes Uitramarinos. They orga
nized a demonstration at the airport to
greet one of the victims of a repressive
attack in Cape Verde, but the plane
carrying the wounded person was diverted
to a hospital outside Portugal. Transla
tion is by Intercontinental Press. ]

Last night. May 19, there was a clash
in Praia, Cape Verde, between the popula
tion and elements of the colonialist army.
Several persons were wounded, three or
four seriously. One of these was sent im
mediately to Lisbon and is to arrive today
at 7:25 at the Porteia airport.
Similar incidents, in which one person

was killed by the police, had also occurred
when the political prisoners were released

from Tarrafal.

A climate of extreme tension prevails
in the city of Praia because of the presence
of the colonialist army of occupation.

Since April 25, the population of Cape
Verde has shown its support for its legiti
mate representative, the PAIGC, com
memorating Amilcar Cabral and de
manding the independence of Guinea and
Cape Verde as one country. The Pro
visional Government has only mentioned
independence for Guinea, trying to divide
two peoples united by their history and by
their struggle.
These events show clearly that the Pro

visional Government is using every
means, including murder, to achieve its
objectives.
The workers and students from the col

onies in Portugal, as well as the Port
uguese workers, soldiers, sailors and the
rest of the Portuguese population, must
take a firm stand for immediate withdraw-
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al of the troops and immediate and un
conditional independence for the colonies.
We must support the peoples struggling

in the Portuguese colonies as well as their
representatives who have been fighting
thirteen years for the independence of these
colonies and the end of colonialist oppres
sion.

Immediate and unconditional indepen

dence for the colonies
Immediate withdrawal of the colonial
army

Long live the independent republic of
of Guinea and Cape Verde

Unity of Guinea and Cape Verde
Long live the PAIGC
Long live Frelimo
Long live the MPLA □

Portuguese Soldiers Call for Holt to War
[The following letter was published

in the June 7 issue of the mass-cir
culation Portuguese illustrated maga
zine Flama. The translation is by In
tercontinental Press.]

We are taking this means to let you
know that almost all of the soldiers
and officers in Guinea-Bissau have
followed the events that have taken
place in our country with an intense
feeling of involvement, even though
we have often been unaware of many
of the facts — the newspapers that do
reach us arrive late.

Although we are prevented from par
ticipating in all that is going on, we
have seen the great changes that have
taken place in such a short time. There
fore we appeal to you for your help,
which can be decisive for us at this
time.

We do not want our families to for
get about us; we want them to realize
that they cannot remain silent while
their sons, brothers, and husbands are
going off to this war, being killed or
mutilated in it, and losing the high
moral values of our peoples in which
you have educated us. You cannot
remain silent while we serve out our
long terms of duty in a hell of pri
vation, humiliation, and useless sac
rifices that cannot be justified.

So, those of our relatives who read
this should use every means available
to them to demand that the war be
ended without delay so that we can

When You Move...
Don't count on the post office forward

ing your intercontinental Press! It's
against their rules.

Send us your new address. And in
plenty of time, please.

return at last to be with them; so that
we can see our homes again, where
there is love and happiness; so that
we can see our friends again, who are
now united in a more genuine unity
than has ever existed. What we ask
you to do is what we expect from
you as your sons, brothers, and hus

bands.
We call on you to join with the

mothers, fathers, brothers and sisters,
and wives of our friends and com
rades in our country, in our villages,
our towns, our cities.

We call on you to form committees,
to form groups to raise a loud out
cry and to demand, together with the
glorious Junta de Salvacao Nacional
and the nearer units of the patriotic
armed forces, the immediate end of the
war and our immediate return.

Any of our loved ones who read
this should call on the Junta de Sal-
vagao Nacional (loudly enough to be
heard) to withdraw our troops im
mediately.

With affection and great concern,
we end: "The people united will never
be defeated."

Soldiers in Guinea-Bissau

Soldados Portugueses Piden
que se Acabe la Guerra

[La siguiente carta fue publicada
en la edicion del 7 de junto de la
revista ilustrada portuguesa Flama].

Queremos, por este medio, darles
a conocer que lamayoriaabrumadora
de los soldados de Guinea-Bissau he-
mos vivido ansiosamente los aconteci-
mientos que ban tenido lugar en nues-
tra tierra, aunque desconocemos mu-
chos hechos, puesto que los diarios
llegan aqui con varios dias de atraso.

Si bien no podemos participar en
todo lo que esta sucediendo, si nos
damos cuenta de los grandes cambios
que se ban verificado en tan poco
tiempo. Por eso pedimos su ayuda,
que puede ser decisive en estos mo-
mentos.

Queremos, principahnente, que nues-
tras familias no nos abandonen, y
comprendan que no pueden seguir ca-
llando mientras sus hijos, hermanos
y esposos seguimos en esta guerra,
muriendo, siendo mutilados y per-
diendo los elevados sentimientos mo
rales y humanos de nuestro pueblo
y en los que ustedes nos educaron;
viviendo por mucho tiempo en un
infierno de privaciones, humillaciones
y  sacrificios inutiles que no tienen
ninguna justificacion.

Por eso, familiar que estds leyendo

esta carta, debes pedir por todos los
medios a tu alcance que se pare in-
mediatamente esta guerra, para que
podamos regresar con nuestras fa
milias; para que regresemos a nues-
tros hogares, donde hay amor y ale-
gria; para reunirnos con nuestros a-
migos que, ahora mds que nunca,
estdn unidos. Esto es lo que debes
hacer, y esto es lo que esperamos
de ti tus hijos, hermanos y maridos.

Pedimos que se unan todas las ma-
des, padres, hermanos y mujeres de
nuestros amigos y camaradas en toda
nuestra tierra, en la aldea, el pue
blo o la ciudad.

Formen comisiones, formen grupos
que griten bien alto y que, junto con
la gloriosa Junta de Salvacion Nacio
nal y las unidades mhs cercanas de
las patrioticas Fuerzas Armadas, pi-
dan que se ponga fin inmediatamente
a la guerra y que regresemos todos
nosotros.

Querido familiar que nos estds leyen
do, envia cartas, telegramas, haz 11a-
madas telefonicas, usa todos los me
dios de que dispongas; pide a la Junta
de Salvacion Nacional (pero grita,
para que te escuche) que ordene el
regreso inmediato de todas las tropas.

Con am is tad y emocion, el pueblo
unido jamas sera vencido.

Soldados de Guinea
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