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ANALYSIS

Tanaka—A Casualty of Japan’s ‘Watergate’

By Ernest Harsch

Former Japanese Prime Minister Kakuei
Tanaka was arrested at his home on the
morning of July 27 and hauled to a cell at
Kosuge Prison in Tokyo. He was jailed on
suspicion of violating the foreign exchange
and currency laws for having accepted an
estimated $1.7 million in bribes from the
American Lockheed Aircraft Corporation.

Tanaka is the highest Japanese govern-
ment official to be arrested since 1948. His
downfall testifies to the depth of the
political crisis that has rocked Japan for
six months as a result of the Lockheed
scandal.

In February, Lockheed officials testified
in Washington that they had paid out a
total of $12.6 million in bribes and “com-
missions” to Japanese business and politi-
cal figures between 1958 and 1975 in order
to consummate sales of Lockheed planes to
Japanese airline companies and to the
Japanese military.

These revelations sent shock waves
throughout Japan. While government
official after government official denied
any knowledge or involvement in the
affair, thousands of Japanese poured into
the streets to demand a full investigation
and the naming of the “gray officials” who
took the payoffs. The trade unions played
an important role in these protests, bring-
ing out an estimated 3.5 million persons
for the May Day demonstrations, which
protested, among other things, the govern-
ment’s cover-up.

The regime of Prime Minister Takeo
Miki—and its allies in Washington—have
tried to keep the scandal under control. But
the popular uproar over the affair eventu-
ally led to a series of arrests of figures who
were already widely believed to be in-
volved. Since Tanaka was prime minister
from 1972 through 1974, when one of the
Lockheed deals was concluded and anoth-
er initiated, suspicion naturally fell on him
as a leading participant.

Other arrested “big rats” included Yo-
shio Kodama, an ultrarightist mobster
who helped bring at least three prime
ministers to power; Hiro Hiyama, former
chairman of Marubeni Corporation, dJa-
pan’s third largest general trading com-

Summer Schedule

This is the last issue of Intercontinen-
tal Press before our summer break. We
will resume our regular schedule in two
weeks with the issue dated August 30.
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pany; and more than a dozen other
business figures.

Besides Tanaka, a number of other
central leaders of the ruling Liberal
Democratic party (LDP) are thought to be
implicated, including LDP General Secre-
tary Yasuhiro Nakasone. The LDP is the
only significant bourgeois party in Japan,
and the Lockheed crisis has become an
important factor in undermining its credi-
bility. Within weeks of the Lockheed
revelations, public support for the LDP
plummeted from 40 percent to 15 percent.

Although recent Japanese history is
dotted with dozens of scandals, nearly all
of them were successfully swept under the
rug. But today there is a new element
involved. In the wake of the Lockheed
affair and the American Watergate scan-
dal, which had a deep impact in Japan, the
Japanese people have begun to see the
necessity of piercing the veil of secrecy
surrounding the operations of big business
and the government. They are beginning
to demand their “right to know.”

The LDP government realizes the dan-
ger of this development to its continued
rule. That is why it is doing everything it
can to prevent a full disclosure of the
government's involvement in the affair.
Tanaka may have been chosen as a
scapegoat to mollify this mass sentiment.

Shortly after Tanaka’s arrest, Miki
outlined his goals in a nationwide tele-
vised speech. “We must survive this trial,”
he said, ‘“‘regenerate the Liberal-
Democratic Party and restore the people’s
confidence in the conservative party.”

Australian Workers Set an

The first nationwide general strike in
Australian history took place July 12.
More than half of the entire Australian
working class participated in the strike,
called by the Australian Council of Trade
Unions (ACTU) to protest the Liberal
government’s moves to dismantle
Medibank—the national health-care plan
established by the previous Labor govern-
ment.

In an article in the July 15 issue of
Direct Action, a revolutionary socialist
weekly published in Sydney, Jim Mcllroy
described the impact of the strike:

Around the country basic industry was
brought to an almost total standstill. Transport,
both in the public commuter sector and in the

The American imperialists share Miki’s ~
goals. At every step in the unfolding of the
Lockheed scandal, Washington has tried
to prevent or postpone the disclosure of
additional details. The documents that it
agreed to give to Japanese prosecutors
were turned over on the condition that
only the names of officials actually
brought to trial could be made public.

Besides protecting its Japanese imperial-
ist allies, the White House is intent on
keeping the role of the American govern-
ment in the scandal from coming to light.

A few weeks after the initial Lockheed
revelations, American reporters disclosed
that the Central Intelligence Agency had
had a “working relationship” with Koda-
ma, Lockheed’s chief influence peddler in
Japan, since the late 1940s and that the
CIA funded a number of Japanese ultra-
rightist groups as well as the LDP.

Revealing that some of the Lockheed
bribes had been transmitted through a
New York-based firm of international
money dealers linked to the CIA, Tad
Szule commented in the April 10 issue of
the New Republic that “Lockheed, who
had been paying fees anyway to the
Japanese to sell planes, would have been a
perfect channel for the CIA to move funds
secretly to people like Kodama.” And
through Kodama, it should be added, to
officials like Tanaka.

For American imperialism, such secret
dealings are the norm. Washington main-
tains similar relations with bourgeois
regimes throughout the world, from the
Christian Democratic government in Italy
to the dictatorship of Park Chung Hee in
South Korea. Secrecy and back-room
maneuvering are essential aspects of
capitalist functioning, both domestically
and in the realm of foreign policy.

The increasing demands for the “right to
know” by the Japanese and American
people—as a result of the Lockheed,
Watergate, CIA, and other .cvelations—
thus strike at the very foundations of
imperialism’'s methods of rule. =)

Example

industrial and commercial area, was almost non-
existent in most major cities. In the two biggest
cities, Sydney and Melbourne, there was hardly
a bus or truck on the roads. No trains ran
anywhere in the country.

Warehouses were largely shut down, the
waterfront was silent, and all scheduled flights
from airports were cancelled.

Although the capitalist press attempted
to minimize the impact and significance of
the action, Mecllroy pointed out that
“yictory on the Medibank issue, especially
if the Government can be forced to drop all
plans to introduce a Medibank levy, will be
a vital first step in the defence of living
standards overall. It would open the way
to a new confidence in the face of [Prime
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Minister Malcolm] Fraser’s coming horror
Budget and the Liberals’ wage-cutting
schemes.”

ACTU President Bob Hawke, who called
the strike action as a result of heavy
pressure from the ranks of labor, has
indicated his hope that the July 12 general
strike will be the last such action. “But if
Hawke and the ACTU leadership are
really serious about saving Medibank from
the Liberals’ hatchet,” Mecllroy noted,
“then the answer lies in immediately
stepping up the campaign, not putting a
stopper on it."”

All over the world workers are facing
attacks on their standard of living. The
Australian working class has taken the
first step toward the type of struggle
needed to defend their basic interests.
Their action can serve as a powerful
example to others. O

The CIA in a Corner

George Bush, the director of the Central
Intelligence Agency (CIA), admitted in a
sworn affidavit July 16 that the U.S.
government’s top spy agency has been
carrying out illegal surveillance of
members of the Socialist Workers party
(SWP) ‘outside the United States. Tech-
niques used by the CIA include burglaries,
wiretaps, and the use of hidden micro-
phones.

When asked by reporters, a CIA official
refused to say whether the agency still
conducts burglaries against U.S. citizens
overseas. However, the CIA is fighting a
move to have Bush's testimony and the
accompanying documents made public.

“It is apparent that disclosure of the
documents would reveal CIA sources and
methods,” one U.S. attorney said. Would
this be a problem if the “sources and
methods” were no longer in use?

The information that has been pried out
of the CIA so far has come to light as a
result of the legal suit against government
surveillance and harassment filed by the
SWP and the Young Socialist Alliance.
The reluctance of the CIA to reveal the
extent of its operations and details about
them was indicated by the fact that Bush’s
affidavit was classified “top secret.” The
agency demanded that only the judge see
the affidavit and the documents accom-
panying it.

However, the documents were so heavily
censored that U.S. District Judge Thomas
Griesa complained that he was unable to
determine their significance. Meanwhile,
the SWP is continuing to push for the
release of all the documents on the CIA’s
criminal activities and assaults against
democratic rights.

The CIA made headlines again when
government sources leaked the news July
26 that lawyers for the Justice Department
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were recommending against prosecution of
CIA agents involved in an illegal mail
opening program. In view of the develop-
ments around the SWP suit, which has
also uncovered the illegal opening of mail
directed against SWP members, the gov-
ernment leak was probably not coinciden-
tal.

Justice Department lawyers reasoned
that since there was “evidence of Presiden-
tial knowledge” of the illegal CIA opera-
tion, “a continuum of Presidential authori-
ty” had rendered the mail openings legal.

Given the difficulties Nixon ran into
with the argument that he could set
himself above the law and justify illegal
actions in the name of “national security,”
the editors of the New York Times felt

obliged to point out that “this notion [of
the Justice Department] amounts to the
assertion that Presidential knowledge of a
crime is sufficient to revoke the operation
of the law. . . ."

The American ruling class is caughtin a
contradiction between its need for secrecy
concerning its use of international
thuggery, and its need to rebuild the
confidence of the American people in
capitalist institutions. Up to now, the
American imperialists have been unable to
solve the crisis of confidence created by the
Vietnam War and the Watergate revela-
tions, and indications are that the SWP’s
suit will continue to unearth more informa-
tion about the crimes of the U.S. govern-
ment. O

Black Students Boycott South African Schools

Black high-school students in South
Africa, whose protests ignited the massive
Black rebellions in June, are continuing
their active resistance to the white minori-
ty regime’s racist rule. Despite the Vorster
government’s widespread arrests of young
Black militants, the students have
launched a boycott that has been particu-
larly successful in Soweto, a Black city of
more than one million persons near Johan-
nesburg.

On July 26, the fourth day after the
reopening of the schools, the 256 schools in
Soweto were closed at midday because
most of the 250,000 Black students in the
city had stayed away. Although large
police units were patrolling the area and
additional forces were on alert, students
also staged demonstrations at some of the
schools.

Pretoria claimed that attendance in most
other townships was normal, or close to it.
But protests were nevertheless reported in
at least nine Black townships in widely
scattered areas. According to the Johan-
nesburg Star, at least thirty schools were

hit by protests in a period of ten days.
These continuing actions are testimony
to the growing militancy among young
Blacks and to the depth of their hatred for
the apartheid regime. International solid-
arity is needed to defend their struggles
from Pretoria’s attempts to crush them. O

Corrections

In the speech by Reza Baraheni
(“Free Mustafa Dzhemilev and All
Other Political Prisoners!”) in the
August 2 issue of Intercontinental
Press, the line saying, “We speak two
dialects of the same, archaic, Uralic
language,” should read, “We speak two
dialects of the same Altaic-Uralic lan-
guage. . . ."

Also, in the article by Marilyn Vogt
(“New York Meeting Demands Release
of Dzhemilev”) in the July 12 Intercon-
tinental Press, the name Mibeyyan
Altan should have been spelled Mij-
beyyin Altan.
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More Facts on a Stalinist-type Frame-up

Healy Caught in the Logic of the Big Lie

By Joseph Hansen

The First Twenty-Six Articles

The April 19, 1975, issue of the Workers
Press! carried the first of a series of seven
articles signed by the “Political Committee
of the Workers Revolutionary Party,” the
British sect headed by Gerry Healy.? The
articles purported to deal with *“Security
and the Fourth International” I was
singled out as the main target.

The series evidently did not satisfy the
authors. The seven articles had proved to
be duds. This ought to have been no
surprise. Who is interested in the opinions
of a nameless and faceless committee on
such subjects as “Pabloism,” Hansen’s
alleged ‘“‘revisionism,” the categorical
imperative of constantly combing your
own organization for agents provocateurs,
and whether the brutal way in which Tim
Wohlforth and Nancy Fields were treated
proved Healy to be a Leninist rather than
a candidate for psychiatric examination?

A second series, intended to be both
quantitatively and qualitatively superior,
began in the August 14, 1975, issue of
Workers Press, ending in the September 9
issue. The series consisted this time of
nothing less than nineteen articles bearing
the impressive signature of the “Interna-
tional Committee of the Fourth Interna-
tional.”® Healy’'s American followers re-
published the nineteen articles as a booklet
of 138 pages entitled Security and the
Fourth International—An Inquiry Into the
Assassination of Leon Trotsky.t

The central accusation leveled in the
series, as formulated in the introduction to

1. Workers Press folded up, the last issue
appearing February 14, 1976. It was replaced by
a new publication, the News Line, the first issue
of which was dated May 1, 1976.

2. In an advertisement for a rally in London,
published in the first issue of the News Line,
Michael Banda is listed as the “General Secre-
tary” of the WRP. Healy is listed as only a
member of the Central Committee. The meaning
of the shift, however, remains obscure.

3. Whether the “International Committee of the
Fourth International” and the “Political Com-
mittee of the Workers Revolutionary Party”
actually consist of two different bodies is
dubious. The “International Committee” may
consist of only one person—possibly CIliff
Slaughter. The writing style of the two commit-
tees is identical.

4. Available for $2.25 from Labor Publications,
Inc. 135 West 14 Street, Tth floor, New York, NY
10011.
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the booklet, was as follows:

“The IC [International Committee]
charges Joseph Hansen and the Socialist
Workers Party to which he belongs, with
criminal negligence in relation to the
security implications of the death of
Trotsky and the tasks of revolutionary
security in relation to the defense of the
Fourth International.”

In an article “On Healy’s
‘Investigation'—What the Facts Show,”
published in the November 24, 1975, issue
of Intercontinental Press, 1 answered the
key allegations made in the two series of
twenty-six articles.

For instance, the “International Com-
mittee” asserted in the September 9, 1975,
issue of Workers Press that Max Shacht-
man had “raised questions about Sylvia
Franklin before ex-Stalinist Louis Budenz
made public her GPU role in Cannon's
office. But although he pressed the leader-
ship to conduct a security commission, his
request was pushed aside. Cannon went on
with a GPU bug on his phone and a
Stalinist agent as his secretarial aide.

“Was this because Hansen was applying
his anti-Trotskyist theory that it is better
to have a spy in the organization than to
take notice of ‘personal suspicions’?”

I proved that this was a tissue of lies and
slanderous insinuations. In the same issue
of Intercontinental Press in which my
reply appeared, I reprinted an article by
James P. Cannon entitled “An Answer to
Budenz’s Latest Frame-up” that was first
published in the August 28, 1950, issue of
the Militant. In the article, Cannon reports
on the inquiry conducted by the Control
Commission of the Socialist Workers party
in response to a “tip” received in 1947
“purportedly emanating in the first in-
stance from circles close to the FBL.”

Among other things, Cannon said:

“The investigation conducted by the
Control Commission at that time estab-
lished that the ‘information’ given to
identify the accused comrade as to her
biography, her previous occupation, and
her personal life, was false. It was evident
to us then that the accusation was based

either on mistaken identity, or was a
deliberately planted story designed to
create a spy-scare in the organization.

“The Control Commission rejected the
accusation and exonerated the accused
comrade, who had fully cooperated with
the investigation, answered all questions
put to her and supplied the Control
Commission with all the data relating to
her biography and previous occupations,
which were subject to verification.”

In the same article, Cannon pointed to
one of the “established principles of the
revolutionary workers’ movement”; name-
ly: “A ‘spy scare’ caused by planted
‘disinformation’ can do a hundred times
more damage than any spies by undermin-
ing the confidence of comrades in each
other and disrupting the comradely collab-
oration which is necessary for fruitful
work.”

Neither Healy, his Political Committee,
nor his International Committee has
answered this exposure of their lie about
Cannon’s “silence.”

They have compensated for it by shout-
ing all the louder about the “guilt” of
Sylvia Caldwell (Franklin), as if what
Cannon said about the perjurer Budenz
meant nothing. Thus they reveal their
hostility toward James P. Cannon, one of
their principal targets, and their readiness
to accept a slander that first emanated in
the FBI and was later spread by Budenz, a
former Stalinist who switched to the camp
of the American political police.

Again in reply to the gross slander that I
had a “familiar relationship” with “an
FBI agent who was operating under
diplomatic cover at the American Embas-
sy,”® I proved that if the charge were true,
then it could be lodged with greater justice
against Trotsky because of his association
with the same official (Robert C. McGre-
gor, an aide to the American consul in
Mexico City). Thus the FBI smear, while
ostensibly aimed at me, actually struck at
Leon Trotsky.

On this, too, Healy and his committees
have failed to answer up to now. Their
need for more time is understandable.
After all, they have had only since last
November to think it over.

Three Cases Like the Hotel Bristol

I did more than show that their slanders
necessarily involved slandering Trotsky. I
proved that they had used frameup

methods. I listed three cases that anyone
interested in the truth can easily verify by
checking the references:
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1. A statement that appeared in the
December 7, 1953, issue of Labor Action,
the newspaper of Shachtman’'s Indepen-
dent Socialist League, was doctored up to
read: “When it comes to normal polemiciz-
ing against opponents there are all sorts of
comrades who can undertake this task, but
when Cannon wants to sharpen things up,
with a real dirty below the belt job, all eyes
on the committee turn automatically in the
direction of Joe Hansen.”

This item, an attempt at character
assassination, was a rehash of words
written by a bitter enemy of the Socialist
Workers party twenty-three years ago. The
rehash appeared for the first time in an
article by “G. Healy National Secretary of
the Socialist Labour League” in the
September 10, 1966, issue of the Newslet-
ter. Healy said the source of the quotation
was “a member” of the “SWP leadership.”

The venomous quotation, along with the
lie about its source, was repeated in the
April 25, 1975, issue of Workers Press in an
article ironically entitled “Hansen’s Cam-
paign of Slander.”

2. In the same 1966 article from which
the above quotation and lie about its
source were taken, Healy put words in
Cannon’s mouth that Cannon did not and
could not have said:

“‘Eventually’, said Cannon, ‘we cannot
avoid discussion so your task Joe is to
poison the political atmosphere inside the
SWP against the SLL so that when we
have to discuss our members will be dead
against them.’

“By implication he was saying: ‘Never
mind about principles and truth. We're
pragmatists like President John F.
Kennedy, so we do what is “best” to
preserve ourselves now.'”

Whatever the final judgment of the
literary critics may be concerning the
merits of this piece of fiction, it does offer
an illuminating insight into the mind of
the author. Healy projects his own reason-
ing onto the devil he has created and
accuses this fictional character, “Cannon,”
of doing what he himself did in poisoning
the political atmosphere in the SLL
against the SWP.

3. In the April 23, 1975, issue of the
Workers Press, the Political Committee of
the Workers Revolutionary party slan-
dered Bala Tampoe as “associated with
the Central Intelligence Agency.”

To place me in association with Bala
Tampoe, and thus—in accordance with
witch-hunt logic—in association with the
CIA, Healy's committee said that “Hansen
wrote, ‘Mr Robert McNamara, president of
the World Bank, appeared to be very well
briefed on the Ceylon situation,” He was
indeed—by, among others, one Bala Tam-
poe, Hansen’s man on the island.”

I showed that the quotation about
McNamara was taken from the February

5. See Workers Press, September 6, 1975, or
Security and the Fourth International, pp. 93-95.
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14, 1972, issue of Intercontinental Press. I
proved that I did not write it. The original
source was the Ceylon News, and that
paper ascribed it to a ‘“‘senior western
diplomat” in Colombo.

With the exposure of such frame-up
practices, the entire structure of lies and
slanders collapsed. For the question at
once arose, Why did the authors of the
twenty-six articles decide that they had to
include outright fabrications? The answer
was as obvious as the question: because
they felt that their concoction was so
implausible that it required falsified
“proofs” like these to put it across.

They were correct in their calculation—
provided they could get away with it. But
they lost the gamble. And while they may
have thought that it would not make much
difference if a few bits like these were
exposed as frauds, they failed to foresee
what would happen to the credibility of

An Expert

While I was writing my reply, George
Novack, then on a lecture tour that took
him to the West Coast, wrote a short piece,
stating his opinion of Healy's charges.
This was published in the December 8,
1975, issue of Intercontinental Press under
the title, “Healy’'s Frame-up Against Jo-
seph Hansen.”

“During my political career,” Novack
said, among other things, “I collaborated
not only with Trotsky but with Joseph
Hansen and Gerry Healy. I have been a
close associate and literary partner of
Hansen's since we jointly wrote the intro-
duction to Trotsky's last work, In Defense
of Marxism, in 1942. From 1951 to early
1953 I worked on a daily basis with Healy
in England. I know both men well.

“From this personal experience and
direct knowledge I believe I am as quali-
fied as anyone living on either side of the
Atlantic to judge the probity of both men
and assay the charges Healy has leveled
against his former associate. I may cite a
further qualification. Since the Scottsboro
case in 1931 I have been involved in
defending civil liberties and labor’s rights
in a series of cases here and abroad too
numerous to itemize. The best known are
the Tom Mooney Case, the Moscow Trials,
the Minneapolis Case, the Kutcher Case,
and currently the SWP suit against the
FBI, CIA, etc. As aresult I have learned to
smell the frame-up of a militant from miles
away and have time and again organized
movements to defend the victims on a
national and international scale. As an
expert on frame-ups of all kinds, I feel well
equipped to render a verdict on this one. It
stinks to the heavens.

“Apart from the total absence of a shred
of evidence Healy can bring forth, to
anyone who has known Hansen at the
closest range for decades, it is a psycholog-
ical impossibility that he could be an agent

their “evidence” and argumentation as a
whole when it became known that they
were using frame-up methods.

For a well-known example of the logic
they overlooked, one can point to what
happened to the concoctions in Stalin’s
frame-up trial of Zinoviev-Kamenev in
Moscow in August 1936 when a few small
details in the “evidence” were shown to be
lies. Defendant Holtzman testified that he
had met Leon Sedov in 1932 in the lobby of
the Hotel Bristol in Copenhagen and had
been taken by Sedov to see Trotsky, who
gave him “terrorist” instructions.

It was proved that Sedov was not in
Copenhagen at the time. It was further
proved that the Hotel Bristol, along with
its lobby, went out of business in 1917.
Small details—but Stalin was never able to
overcome the exposure of the fabrications
included by the GPU in the script written
for Holtzman.

Opinion

of the Soviet secret police or the FBI. On
the other hand, I know that Healy is quite
capable of spreading false reports about
his opponents for the sake of factional
advantage, especially against those who
tread upon his ego.

“In my judgment Healy is in this case a
shameless liar, an unmitigated rascal, and
a political hooligan. I state this, less to
exculpate Hansen and Cannon, who do not
need my defense, than to characterize
Healy for what he has shown himself to
be. In all my experience I have rarely seen
so odious and flimsy a frame-up as this
spicy dish he has concocted.

“His stupid calumnies against Hansen
and Cannon are as detestable and un-
founded as Stalin’s accusations against
Trotsky and Sedov in the Moscow Trials.
Why does he refrain from including Dobbs
and Novack, who were equally involved
in and responsible for planning Trotsky’s
security—or are we being reserved for a
second round?”

Novack’s statement was a staggering
blow to Healy's frame-up. In the world
Trotskyist movement, no one has had as
much experience as Novack in exposing
frame-ups and defending victims of them.
He was a key figure in the efforts that were
finally successful in finding asylum for
Trotsky in Mexico, and he played a central
role in organizing the International Com-
mission of Inquiry into the Charges Made
Against Leon Trotsky in the Moscow
Trials, which was headed by John Dewey.

In the American radical movement as a
whole, Novack is a well-known authority
on civil liberties and defense of victims of
the class struggle, whose advice and
participation are sought in all kinds of
cases in the struggle on this front.

Novack’s considered statement on the
Healyite concoction was thus certain to
carry great weight in circles reaching far
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beyond the Trotskyist movement. Still
worse from Healy’s narrow factional
viewpoint, knowledge of Novack's judg-
ment could spread among the ranks of the
WRP and the ranks of sister groups in
other countries. The consequences could

include fresh questioning and even criti-
cisms. These would have to be met with
expulsions that might prove to be even
more damaging than those that have
affected the Healyite movement in the past
couple of years.

Healy's Second Round

Several alternatives were open to Hea-
ly’s two committees. They could have held
a joint session—even if it meant simply
counting the same persons twice—to dis-
cuss what to do now that the frame-up
practices, for which they were responsible
as leaders, had been exposed. If their main
concern was the interests of the world
Trotskyist movement, which they profess
to uphold, here are some possible lines of
action they could have considered:

1. They might investigate the ghost-
writer, if one had been employed to put the
material together in readable form, and try
to ascertain what his or her anti-Trotskyist
associations or connections might be. An
honest public report of the findings could
help redress the damage done by the
falsifications.

2. In case members of the two top
committees were the authors, these
members might be investigated to
determine who cooked up the fabrications
and why. Again, an honest public report of
the findings would open an honorable way
out.

3. If all of the members of the two
committees had participated in forging the
material, at least a part of them—possibly
a majority—might agree that a frightful
mistake had been committed. A public self-
criticism (with due space allotted for
minority views on the question) would go
far in making amends.

These alternatives were rejected, if they
were ever considered. Healy and his
lieutenants are not concerned about the
interests of the world Trotskyist move-
ment. Their own narrow interests, as they
conceive them, come first. In place of
seeking a way out that would have helped
to rehabilitate the reputation of the WRP
in left circles, they decided on a “second
round"”—as Novack had anticipated.

This course was the same in its logic as
the one that engulfed Stalin when he tried
to overcome the effect of the exposure of
his frame-up in the first big Moscow trial
by escalating the lies and staging more
monstrous frame-ups.

How Making Novack an ‘Accomplice’ Further Exposed the Frame-up

The first of a new series of seven articles
by Healy’s literary team, the “Internation-
al Committee of the Fourth International,”
appeared in the January 5, 1976, issue of
Workers Press, The members of the
committee evidently wanted to demon-
strate that they had spent the Christmas
holidays in productive labor, for they
dated the article “January 1, 1976.” By
way of season’s greetings, they entitled the
first of the new series “ACCOMPLICES
OF THE GPU.”

The title referred to a pair caught by the
Healyite network of investigators:

“After painstaking research in Europe
and America, the International Committee
presents an irrefutable indictment of both
men and calls for a public inquiry along

6. An eighth article, “Open Letter to the SWP,”
was signed by Harold Robins, bringing the total
to thirty-four in the three series. The Healyite
press has published additional articles repeating
the themes of the three series, plus a parallel
series denouncing Alan Thornett of the Workers
Socialist League in Britain as a “renegade,” and
still another series denouncing Tim Wohliforth
and Nancy Fields in similar terms because they
joined the Socialist Workers party in the United
States.
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the lines of the Dewey Commission of 1937
with a tribunal including worldwide repre-
sentatives of the Trotskyist movement.”

The two “accomplices of the GPU” were
unveiled as “Joseph Hansen” and “George
Novack.”

The opening paragraph of the irrefutable
indictment” reads: “We accuse Joseph
Hansen and leaders of the Socialist Work-
ers Party (USA) of deliberately covering up
GPU murder and penetration of the
Trotskyist movement for the purposes of
spying and disruption.”

Thus, in the pattern followed by Stalin
in the Moscow trials, Healy sought to cover
up the exposure of his frame-up practices
by doubling his previous lies and extend-
ing them to cover the entire leadership of
the Socialist Workers party. The geometri-
cal progression of the big lie was under
way.

It is obvious why the frame-up artists
decided to elevate George Novack to the
position of “accomplice of the GPU.” As
an expert witness, he was guilty of
publicly testifying that the facts showed
Healy had concocted a frame-up against
Hansen. In accordance with the technique
of the big lie, the best way to dispose of
that authoritative testimony was to

scream in all keys that Novack, too, was
an “accomplice of the GPU.”

Consequently from January 1, 1976, up
to the present time, the Healyites have
campaigned in their press, in leaflets, in
posters, and in rallies that Novack—like
Hansen—has served for “35 years” as an
“accomplice of the GPU,” his function
being to remain “silent” about activities of
the GPU in the Trotskyist movement and
to block investigation of them.

With two exceptions, the Healyite
sleuths cite no new “evidence.” They
simply add Novack’s name to some of the
items they had previously charged against
me (allegedly preventing a “full-scale
inquiry into the security at Coyoacan,”
defending Cannon’s secretary Sylvia Cald-
well against her slanderers, defending
Trotsky's martyred guard Robert Sheldon
Harte), all of which I answered in my
article “On Healy’s ‘Investigation'—What
the Facts Show.”

The two new “crimes” chalked up
against Novack were as follows:

1. In his statement condemning Healy’s
frame-up, Novack mentioned participating
in work to save the lives of socialists in
Western Europe from the Nazi butchers.
The efforts were quite successful. Nonethe-
less, one of the refugees who received aid,
Novack said, was a GPU agent, a fact the
committee had no way of knowing at the
time. The agent, Zborowski, was later
exposed. He was deeply implicated in the
assassination of Klement, Sedov, Trotsky,
and perhaps others.

Pointing dramatically at Novack, Hea-
ly’s committee screamed in chorus:

“We accuse George Novack and Mrs
David Dallin (Lola Estrine) of admitting
the GPU spy MARK ZBOROWSKI into
the United States and re-integrating him
into the top levels of the Fourth Interna-
tional although he was gravely suspect,
and then suppressing this fact for 35
years.”

Admitting Zborowski into the United
States? Isn’t that charge rather wild?
Neither the State Depart