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195 Adems St., Apt. 14G
Brooklyn, NY 11201 March 11, 197y

Jear Yaok,

This will eonfirm my resignation from the Guardian, whioh I
made to you by phone on Mareh 3.

As a eharter subssriber to the Guardian and a long-time staff
writer, I am not tendering my resignation lightly.

Sinee I phoned you about my resignation, i bave given serious
eonsideration to retraoting it, because [ still believe that the
Guardian does serve the anti-imperialist cause, albeit the Guardian
has been drifting and shifting since irwin Silber's resignation:as
Bxecutive Bditor last VUetober.,

Before 1 go into the substance of my resignation, I wisn to.
state that I was wrong in raising my voice to you on the phone yes-
terday, when I ocalled to say that I would only meet with you to
disocuss my possible return to the staff on two conditions.

The oonditions were that the Guardian publish the full text
of Wilfred's Pebruary 12 resignation from the Juardian and a state-
ment by the former Guardian olubs on their view of how their sepa-

ration from the Guardian eame to pass.

However, in thinking through my resignation, L was always
fased with the seriese of reasons that led to 1%. :

une of those was¥Pour deliberate distortion 6: wilfred's
resignation.

That distortion was a eoverup of your role in what Wilfred in
his resignation wrote was "suppressing mmerous baskground and on-
she-spot reports, based on my month-long visit to Vietnam last veocem-~
ber, soncealing from the Guardian readers that i had visited the
frontier areas of both Aanpushea and China.®

It 4s my eonsidered opinion that you deliberately withheld
those reports and distorted others, which Wilfred detalls in his
Pebruary 11 letter to you that aecompanied his resignation, for s
politieal purpose, That purpose was to ¢t down any positive re-
ports Wilfred wrote about the Vietnamese, Stimuse as you said on:
many oocasions, you tilted toward the Pol rot regi.e in its barder
elashes with the Vietnamese. | , ,

It is also my considered opinion that your ; th
your Pebruary 28 Viewpoint of profound friendship for ®ke vietnamese

are a sham.
As ¥Wilfred notes in‘his five-page «etter, you eould have

picked up the phone and called him or Diesk Hird. both Guardian staf-
fers who had recently beea in Vietnam, to cheax on the ascuracy of
the wild sharges in the January Radical Forum that "100,000 [Viet-
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namess/ party members have been removed from the party® and that
Madame Binh ... is in jail or under arrest.”

As wilfred notes in his letter: "You gave him /a member of
the China-oriented Revolutionary Workers He;@qutrtor three-quar-
ters of a pags of spaece -- without any referance to his qualifica-
tion in writing abhout Vietnam -- for the most horrendous undocumen-
ted ebarges and unjustified implieations without sheeking with your
own well-qualified staff ocorrespondents...You cannot dodge editorial
or moral responsibility by glib proviso that the paper has 'serious
reservations about the tome and subastanee of the Forum's overall
view of Vietnam,'"

You were roundly taken to task at the Guardian staff meeting
by me and others for what you called giving people the right to say
what they wished because readers eould judge whether they were
right or wrong. It was pointed out to you that there was no attri-

bution for any of the charges that you let go by.

That nonsense on your part was merely a ecover for deliberate-
ly leaving those lies in ths article because they would tend to
sast doubt on the Vietnamese,

Another Vviewpoint you wrote guve China an out for its attack
on Vietnam, saying that thetension between them was "an inevitable
sonsequence of Vietnam's invasion of Kampuehea.' Why don't you
Jstop professing friendship for vietnam and tell the readers whieh

side you are really on?

Purther proof of the sham of your friendship is the way you
handled two large demonstrations and an indoor rally oalling for
China to get out of Vietnam. The first demo, two days after China's
attack on Vietnam, some 1000 people demonstarted in New Xork City's
worst snowstorm of the year., You reported it in a sentence along
with other demos in other sountries. The sesond demo, of 2000
people one weku/ later, was given two paragraphs,

An indoor mass meeting at whioch a representative of the Viet-
nam UN Mission spoke and answered questions, on March 10 in New York
City, wasn'’t eovered by the Guardian. The Guardian didn't even ask
its offieial photographer, Ueorge Cohen, who attended the rally,

to get a pioture of the event,

Those violations of the Guardian's general practices are not
accidents. The ,1n my opinion, are due to your deliberate poliey
of playing down thing favorable to the Wietnamese.

I could of eourse also mention the big build-up you gave to
the statement by sorth XZorea attacking Vietnam for "invading Kem-
pushea.” I haven't seen any criticism by the Guardian of the North
Koreans for not saying anything about the Chinese attack on Vietnm,

Une of the other ineidents that contributed to my resignation

was your refusal to publish the mimority position on_J ha,
whieh was followed by the leaderahip's ati even stop stalfl mem-

bers frum signing a sover letter supporting a statement on the isasue.



I-received a -hsne 6all at nome on Mareh 2 from ddonna, who
tried to nump me adbourl-wno. ;- on and. off the staflf, wWere g oifg Lo
.sign g eoyer letter to..an analysis. by 4rwin Silber tzat differs
from the Guardian ppsjition g doutcdast Asia, ~ I learned that
Irwin was 3)ao salled about tnls mater,-wnlon Was npné oI tne
Jnardian's business. LT s®ems tnat the wuarGiah noW Teely tnat
it owns its 3talf pody and asoul.

A major reason rfor my resignation grows out of a_series of
ineidents in connection wWith your sebotAge.of the :artf-biilding
movement by your relfusali vo deal honestly with tne five Juardian
elubs, which are now inaepenaent,

The issue ¢f party-building hids been of great ooneern to me,
Since I resigned from the Communist Party im 1950 besause it beeame
reformist, I have been looking forwapd to the building of a noore- .
formist, nondogmatist new vanguard party, that could lead the work-
ing elass and its allies in the overthrow of eapitalism, o

- I believe that you, whom . don't ecnsider to be a idarxist,
pulled the wool over the eyes of the staff by pretending for months
that you were seriously dealing with the five clubs to fina a solu-
tion to the rolitical and organizatioral questions oconcerning

party-building.

But that was all s coverup {or your-preconceived idea that
the Suardian ehould use the plubs as it wished,. and break them up
if, they didn’t do 3he bidding of. the Juafdisn, Doliticaliy and oir~
ganizationaliy, wbthout thelr ‘even having &’ say in the matiter,

You tipped your hand in a secret memo, gy, 20, 1978, to ‘vhe

‘Hh CLLY- Torodl. qwherr yoar gk dte Uesuming: we. seside to

W orf Yaddiorg 1970 b Pydait rosérning smi derpening sandian

e MY huWe JOITe tolighn JLeltiasbntibeiy coaridd o driade o
RS 1Qron outes oddiesviald ,q arehiaie: allule, M8y e sband

$ohe’ B cel Finr I gren s,y I biriak: oirxibhoyddll Pag: b

Fow ublhsh Jﬁ&ﬁw ian ! -,,!l?- £ politicdl and
mirganigational proppsass. i %h!, P _:I.éa.hn o’ﬁ@h’é elubs to ocarry
wlt, -bafore the .alubs even had a chanee to-discuss them,

Ir

In a principled and ocourageous aot, Irwin then resigned as
Executive Editor besause he wouldn't be a hypoeri.e and support
your proposals, .Then you refused to publish in the Guardian his
political and organizational proposals.

On your proposals, whioh weron't being aecepted by any party-
dbuilding forees, you had "Letters to the Editor" written by Guar-
dian staff writers to shore up your positiony

But the five clubs, after eonsiderable discussion, rejeoted
your proposals and aecapzed, in great measure, Irwin's position,
which he had made available to thenm,

You stonewalled, refusing trwevem permit discussions of the
Marsiatidmnindotc PRPATE: PrOLANE of Sy She; Ahube, $o the Juardian, and
wnd; L o ' Aot it Rakied 3 TEaE: ok igtan T bk e



Portunately, because of their uvorrect political and organizations’
orientation, the oclubs were able to sonsoiidate their foroes anr _row
as Marxists during thelr discussions of your anti-Marxist position,
#rwin's Marxist position afd the club interehanze of documentss

Although there was an agreed-oin soparatlanﬁrrom the Ghiardian,
the slubs did mot dissol¥e ss you predicted (and I believe, hoped) .
They are now active Marxist-Lenimist olubs, doing well ‘and y#bpartng

for their National Leadershi p_Conference, .. am proud To be & miﬁ%qr
_of the New York Club. Unfortunately, you are still stalling abdut
publishing the olubs' views .on the. rsasons.for .the separation.

One other inocident that-1 Just ean't :forgel was the srasa ra-
cist handling by the Guardian leadership of the out~and-out praclst in-
cident of van's sesret opening of Fran's personal letter .and .seeretly
making a xerox sopy of an enclosed invitation to a PSP conference,

Your distortion of Wilfred's resignation, whish 1 mentioned
earlier, was also intended to impugn the integrity of one of the world'
most respected, esourageous, honest people's journalists. He gave the
Guardian 22 years of dedisated service; in fact, kept the paper alive
for many years., Now you repay him wit., stomids.

On Pebruary 6, when you asked me to intercede and have Wilfred
hold up his reaignatiou until he reseived a letter from you, you told
me you feared his resignation would seriously affeat the fund arive.

I phoned him, He reluctantly agreed, saying ha didn't trust
you. { relayed this information to you,

Then you saw fit to write a notice distorting his reasons fo:
resigning. Wilfred esalled me on February 23, two days before he left
for Kampushea, and registered hls anger about the distortion.

now‘history will %reat this unfortunate incluent: ds dpen to
question., While" % hol¥ ho*DridIC fior: His wrtd g Qor ETRmN kfred s
esertainly Wwuerved to have tils 'S gt o publiaeat xel amatler ml,

eourse.

i believe it is in g:a best interests of Yhe Gumrdixn, its
staff, its readers and sustainers, to p ﬂ‘ W‘
even at this lggevdate. i also baliovonﬂiy§n;t the ng‘ e
of alk eanosfned -fon the (us sh the ry rdian olubg'
version of W;ewm% parazfon . mrﬁvf% y Raffidh, a
statement long overdue,

;koaigned from the Guardian bsouuse 1 couldd mo.longar StAFy oL
ig view of " all the insidents 1 have cited, To have done 8o vould have
been a betrayal of my lifetime of revolutionary aetivity and an act
of hypocrisy.

4 pesign with sadness for the loss of sontaet witia the many
wonderful, ‘hgrd-working, dedisated and eonssientious peqplo with whom
I worked on the Guardian staff for many years. ;

Regretfully,

Lbe 4. cu&ﬁ»(

Abe Weisburd



WILFRED BURCHETT
JOURNALISTE - ECRIVAIN

Jack sSmith, |
Managing Bdisor,
The Guazéian,

33 West I7th Stiest,

DeRr Jagk,

I never dremmed I would have to write you 8 letter sueh as this,
I zeeived youss of Fad, 6 and 1'¢ hettex 58y 28 the outsst that
vhat you wiite only ecafirms the ¢ozrestaess of ny decisisn to
zesign, I had considered doing a0 severa)l tines over the past
yeurg = wvhaa factuslly incerzrect insertinas were made in my
a:t:!u- oA Portugsl for jastance - and the corrections I asked
for VWaere not nade, I 1t Lt pase bectuse I tho that She
Guazdian waa doing a good Job in okhe: arems, A I falt it 2
wuld de letting dsna thousands of fiae people who suppoztel and
sustajined the paper, I have aovw taken the izrevocubdle step =» Aftes
22 yeirs ~ only beceuse I am conviaced thet (t 4s the Ghardian
which sver the past months, me desh 1At ing 100 rendecs Gown &M
I can not permit my amme to b dssociated with Rhia,

In the amme of "even-handedness® how can you possidbly s
secialist Viet with its Hmense contzidutisas % the Zevelut-
fonary emuse in the sime acales with PFol Pot'’s Xampucheh Gad
pretend there is & balaace, Can halg & century of exemplary
sovolut {anasry activity - adaired 2y progressives and revelution-
azies a1l over the world, and taken &8 & wodel vherever pesple
take to arms for asticaal l1ideration = be eguated by almset feur
yezrs of the primitive fascist dictatozrship of Pol s COA you
senlly mno 8 Poel Pot with a Mo Chi Miah oz & Pham Van Deng?
"Tide v tell® 1s a pretaxt for zefusing to agcept reAlity, To
‘have suppressed wy tackground articles to the Vit -
China dispute, and later my articles from the spot in Vietamm, s
te de seen within this coantext, You kept the zetl facte of the
:g;n::: from Guazdian renders, They deaexve Dstter of you

You writes "We respect your independence - sven vhen we doa't
happen to Bgree with its sutoome, rmug I thiak you should
Zespect ours & 1ittle more.,® The crux of the matter is thet X
have kept mine Dy Zesigaingy you lave compromised your'’s by yous
handling of the Vistam-Kampuched=China situntisn, You have iet
down your zenders precisely on the question ocn which you md
duilt yeur main nost 80144 support, You seen to cohlides it
2 coacession that you ®"published & helluva lot of Buréhett,..."
dncluding my ®article oa Kampucheh dased on the intexview with
prenier Pham Van Dong,® Ia fact it wes your haadling of that
intervien, the eltmination of introductery nu!;:yh. the

ive article and phota abeve it, which was " the f£imm)
straw uqz,d-eum tn quit,

93, Routs des Gardes - 92190 Menden - France - Télphorn (Paris) 626.36.78 - mmm&
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The title was nisleading: *Vietnam links internal, external
difficulties” and the sudstitute for my opening PAragraph was even
:{o 80, Readers can appreciate the difference, My lend was as

lowss

Pollowing a month-long visit to Vienam during which I visites
the froatier areas with Camdodia in the Mekeng Delta and Tay
Ninh province in the south, smul the frontier with China {n the
extreme North and had extensiveo discusaions with many of the
country's leaders, I had 0 second meeting with prime ministes
Pham Van Deng, Four 4ays earlier there had been a2 diviajon-
sized attrck by Pol Pot's forccs into Tay Ninh province aad
two days earlier I had beoa witaness to the extramely tense -
situst ioa Building up iz the Lagnson FPase arek - the traditicami
8l Chiness invasion route from the NHorth, The Vistnmmese
People’s Aray had boan withirswn from important coastguction
pro jects all over the country and o lzrge part of it was
digging into defeasive positisax along the cxtensive northem
freatier, My main question to Pham Von Dong was whether Vietamm
oould handle 2o predblcas with Kampuchén, defend its freatiers
with China and naintain its rhytha of socialist resoastguction.

®This is an alseslutely capitil questien,®, he zeplied,

The version as pudblishod in the Gunrdien in its issue of
Jaauary 33, was as followas:

During &8 recent pocth-lcng visit to Vietnam, I had the
opportunity to talk with Prime Minister Pham ¥an Doag, Our
Dec, 27 conversation came ia the midst of Vietam's escalating
conflict with both China and Kampuchea, Just two wesks latex,
Kammpuchea®s Pol Pot régime wolild de forced out of Phacm Pemh,

The point of departure for the interviev was the effect of the
axternal problens on Victaem'sg intarnal recoastructiocn, From
theze we dincussed many quostions,

My main question .,....{continuas as adove).

n
My fourth parngraph opased as followss

I zeminded the primé minioter that ea the last occasion- we had
met (in late April I°77) he had suggested that I come;back in
eight een_mogths or mo ‘And gather material for a new boek
written within the codcept of+ VIZFAAM « PROM'WAR TO PEACEI
Presh from my etperiencde of Cambodian artillery fire in,Dong
Thap anéd Tay Ninh provincea, and dborder clashes with Chinma,

I saids "Bt I £iné that you arec again at war,® His face
elouded, ®The ides of war ¥ti11l haunte mes.o”

The Guardian vernion, amits this' paragroph and sudstitutass

Prime Ministexr Pham then turned to the question of theytlashes
with Chinra and Xehpuchea, "The ides of war still haunts me....

Thete were othar large cuts, Wt I have cited enough to refute
the impression that you give thot the 7 or 8 articles of Aaine on

the Vistam-Xmmpuches guestion were adegquately covezed in your
versiocn of mv interviey with prime minister Phim Van Doag., Incid-
entally, 1t 43 not my habit to refez to the Vietnamese prine minimium

miaister as"Prenier Pham,.®



iq Lamd,

.

That you preferral to fiaoni-page from New York yeur version
of what was going or, cullad fxom the Establisiment press, to
zepoIts Aand analysco 2rom your owa correapondent wais 8 detrayal
of the wost s0lid section of your readerahip, I have lettess from
Goardian readers - ocne of which I aent you - frem the USA, Deamizk,
S Sweden and Australia -~ 85 well s amerous telephene uih grem
the UsA, demanding to kncw why I was not explaining things, And
this from renders whe @id not even know that I was one of the few
Jourmalists in the vozld oa the epot wvhen the Key cvents vere

3

taking place, I occuld ge: published in nt
ast {n the G\wmzdian, Ia and raris., The
BEC twice Intarviawcd me, the (Austza Swediszh, Danish
ReMSpapers and radis, Afx ie used the repozts which ysu
alzendy had in your hac o the cover stozy CAMBODIAy THE

-SECOND LIBKRATION, Pour pages of my reports with an insext W

oditer Stmon Malleys *Yea, It’s a Lideratisn®, Thiyt issue woA She
Journal a&kied preatige in Africa - as I know from remctions at
the Napute Conferante, Sevexal African countries docided to
recognise the nev Phca Penh government selely on the hasis of
that artiele, But the Guardian, Ry peper resained sileat in ¢
amme of *even-handednecs®! .

in the
-Iz-undp:wuyathomuofw\uMﬁ::-yn-

Van Dong interviaw, Iatt I weuld have resigned alse girst

seen what you published on page 22, of the same Jun, issue,
wzitten dy a certain Oary Hans jexgen, descrided as a mender of She
Revolt icaary Werkess liesdguarters, There was 2 damaastrable lie
in o paragzaph, bt Pothered to pick wp the phone and
check with Richard Ward, wvho had been ia Vietnmm 4n May-June I978,
or myself win had deea there during the whnle moth of Decemdex,
You. . gave him three quurtezrs of 3 page of space, without any

.zefexence to his qualificetions in writing about Vietamm, for the

moet Jorzendous wMdocumented charges and uajustified implicatisas
witiowt checking with your own well-qualified staff cerrespoandmts.
This {s an unpardenadle vislat ion of professional ethies, You
eannst dodge editorial er moral responsibility by the ¢glid

ptovise that the paper lms "serious reservitisns absut the tene
and sudetance of tho £ (Radical) figm Forum's overall view of

Vietamm, "

I will net waste space hexe with a point-by-point denial eof
verything that Hanc jergex says - except that thaere F. sex fous
floods in Vietnam 12zt year which devastated about 2) perceat of

‘the zigce crops. I will content n!;:: with dealing with one of

the three specific chcxges that y leading figures MMve either
besn Taeved frzen lcadership (of the Vistazmese Commmist. pasty)
or sharply demtod, incluling Truong Chinhy the lesdorship of the
is practically chaent from 1lea ding positions, é¢ither &a the

or the govermment and Madmme Nguyen Thi Binh is reperted
B¢ in jail oxr uner house arrest,® Allowing for the fact thas
the Guardian ia post-dated by a fev days, I had Be¢n back frem
vietaam for over three weeks vhen that story vas set W, It you
d4i€ not dothexr te check,

In fact T had three mostiags with Mudmme Nguyen Thi Biah
{including one dinner together). At the time the Guardian came
B the delegation of Socinlist Vietnmm st the
-

M'ﬁ énce of Nen-Aligned countries, I listened to Trueng
(still aeiber of the Commumist party’s Peiit aad Chairman

inh ) :
of the £tanding Cammittes of the idatiocnsl Assemblyp delivex &
hour key report to the epaming sessisn 'of the lat ) m-);;’.
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en Decamberx 22, last, At that-mesting, incidentally, I met al}
the key-fagures - excegt "Uncle” Ho -~ that I had ndwa for a

of a.ecentury, Just by meeting them, ik struck me oace
again:that sowhere in the world is there & Mrty or a Governm@t
with sueh a- zecord of Muutt& and cohesion of lemdership,
Let ths Guardian ask Hans jexgen’ name cne mander of the Vistnamese
Conmunist Party ox the goverrmelit of the Socialist Republic ef
Vietnmm ‘who has been "purged®, or ane mamdbet of the NLF leadershipy
who is "absent from leading positions®, Before ishing, chegk
with Richard Wwaxd er myself, By the time you ished the '
Hans jexgen abauxdity, you had in your hands my intexvige with
former head of .the MLF, Nguyen Huu Tho, fwow Vvice-president of the
Soecialist Repuhlic, refut the adsurd lies and slanders which
-yo published in t‘u nmme of “"diversity®, .

I must alse touch en & delibezate falsification (also in fawour
ef Pol Pot) in the hindling of my fixst repezt en the MAputo
Conference, Obwiously I hive my original telexed text and the
telex- exchange with Kared, Kazen's stery en page 1 of the Fed,

7, issued reports that ®the states reprasested first resolved to
seat delegates f£ram deth the Fol Pot and RIUFMS forces as noa-
voting ohservers” and that it was eveaxtimally decided to"sest

the aways of the Pol Pet govermment as asn-veting odeesvers® (See
ABASEEt to My StOry 0N P.24.) This gives the impression that the
Pol Fot delegates were given the sime stitus as other "obsesvers®,
This was not the case, &8 is cleaxr from my tert, All odsecvers I
such coaferenees are "non-voting®, bhut the Pel ot delegation was
act parmktted to aspesk, This, a8 Kiren must have kaown, Was
erucially important in viev of the Pol Pot and Peking threats
that they would g Vietaam expelled from the lon-Aligned Move-
ment, Karen tried €0 get me to coafim ~ in the telex exchange -

- that KIUFNS would have deen in the same position aa the Fol Pot
delegat ion had t.hz turned up., In fact Mapute was the last appeax-
ance of Pol Pot delegates &t & don-Aligned Conference, Thay wWege
act even invited to thb opening reception given by Samora Machel
and when the conference ended Pann Nouth asked &0 remain in
Mosambigue for a "lang rest®,

To zeturn to a fev other points in your letter, (0f course you
gained nothing by "taking an independent position en Kmmpuches®,
Hew ©an you take aa "independent” position between revolutiog and
countex= avolttion, between & socialist and a fascist pégime., You
put en blinkers and refused to face up to reality. I cannot
believe that you took this line in the intecests of wvhat was
"melinicnlly beneficl® fer the resders. In any CAse e you ~ 8ad
I mean the coordinating Miteau or editerial board - qualified to
decide what 18 "politically beefical®?. If I mm zesiguning and
making a total dreak, it ia because I could not lodk many of ,
those resders and sustainess whom I personally know in the face
I 1t my nmme onatiaue to be associsted with the Guardian, Nor
oould I 144X my Vietnamese conrades in the 2ace, I can loek say of
ny valued Cambodian comrades in the face -~ 4f apy of them
Burvived - bectuse they will understand that, just as I supported
‘their first lideration from len Nol, se I supported their sesond
-1ibecution fxom Pol P,

VRt oy sl b i P e iy
hings w Hou ° e azre s _ reheasible,” YoUu let
Vietaam down §4 one 0f the menents ©f het greatest need, it at
the smme time urged me to try to arrange Guardian tsurs theré.
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You have succeeded in arranging same tours te Cuba, bdut you deleted
from my report on the Maputo Conference, the friendly comments

by Samoza Machel about Cuba and the satisfaction that the aext
Non-Aligned Summit will be held {n Navana, This refereance wvas of
particular significance, in view df the offorts by some rightwing
African astates and others (a) te have Cuba expelled frem the
Nen-Aligned Movement (») to prevent the next sumit from taking

place in Havana, What gg you trying to 497 "Rua with the harze
and hat vith the hounde?*

m-ag PuBlish this letter Oor Mot, s you think best, 8 &%
lemst I thiak it should be read to the Coordinating Committes, I
enclose another short lettex of formal resigaatisn and I regurd all
matezrial that you are holding unpublished at the last Sssue of
Fehruary as deing at my dispositiscn for pudblication elsevhese,

With deep Zegreta,
Yours sincerely,

W, 0. uzchett



Mareh 10, 1979

To the Guardian staff:
On Marsh 7 ikonignod from the Guardian stafrf,

This letter is a statement of why, in some half-dosen abrupt
words, I have ended a relationship of whieh I have been enormously
proud for several years. Uf eourse, the desision was not at all
abrupt.

The ronaénl are based on the Guardian handling of the
Burshett resignation. I am {n torment at the thought of being
assooiated with it,

Por one thing, it was eruel. In the distortion of his
reasons, the Guardian announsement struek at those very sharae-
teristiocs that journalist Burehett was =- justly =-- most preud of.

Another faotor is that the diastortion debases the Guardian.
If the reasons Wilfred stated in his letter of resignation have
no validity, they should de refuted. If they have little valiaity,
they should be explained. If they are valid, that should be
acknowledged, Aeknowledgment of fault is usually diffieult --
less 80 for Marxists =-- but produstive and honorable.

Wilfred was with the Guardian a long time: he says 22 jyears.
Por mueh of that time, it would have been imposasible to think of
the Guardian without him. And so, to treat his resignation appar-
ently easually is a disserviee, not only to him, but also to
Guardian readers.

Wilfred Burehett was not merely a sorrespondent for a rather
small, although influential, anti-imperialist weekly and a writer
of a multitude of mostly non=best-selling books. He is a world
rigure, respested by numerouggovernment offieials, eminent jour-
nalists, movement leaders, revolutionaries, as well as thousinds
of "lesser folxs." Many of theﬂfﬁuve deeided disagreements
with his views,

Because of that respeot, to whioh in many eases love is
added, the truth about Wilfred's resignation will beeome known.
The Guardian's astion will have reduced the Guardian's eredibility.
An iaportant weapon e«= for the Guardian is one -sueh =- 0f the
anti-imperialiat movement will thereby have been blunted, ‘

in sorrow,

Wu/ e

Yeborah Weisdurd



An open letter to Guardian staff members

This letter is prompted by some staff members' asking me why I
resigned from the staff and Jack Smith's refusal to even note in the
pages of the Guardian that uvebbie and I resigned,

It is prompted also by vebble's and my warm feelings toward
most of the staff members. In addition I believe that it's important
to place the reasons for my resignation in the context of what I be-
lieve t» be a detc»is.fation of the politics of the Guardian.

The G pardian's role as the mnst important anti-imperialist
newspaper in the U.S. is important to me as a communist because it
nbjectively cortributes toward socialist consciousness, It is unfor-
tunate that the Guardian, which was on the road to becoming a con-
sciously Marxist-Leninist newspaper which could have helped immeas-
urably in building a new Marxist-Leninist party in the U.s., saw fit
to break with the clubs and abandon the conscious role it could have
played in party-building.

Jack apparently did not see the dynamic between building a new
Marxist-Leninist party and building the Guardian. Because of that, he
sought to control the clubs rather than to move with them toward
party-building while at the same time building the Guardian.

That accounts for Jack's taking an opportunistic position
toward the clubs, as noted in his Aug. 20, 1973, memo to the Guardian
Clubs Committee saying, "Assuming we decide to go ahead on making
1979 a 'year broadening and deepening Guardian clubs,' we may have to
be tough....It's entirely possible that half our people may drop out
«ssolikewise, entire clubs may dissolve, If that's the price we
have to pay for progress we should pay it."

Prozress toward what? Not party-building. Not buifding the
Guardian,

Unfortunately a majority of the staff went along with Jack's
proposals, 1 am convinccd that had Jacx supported Irwin's proposals
a majority of the staff wo:ld also have done so. DLiscussing the situ-
ation later, a staff member indicated to me that many of those who
supported Jack's proposals did so out of lpyalty to him rather than
loyalty to principle.

S0 now we have the Guardian out of the orbit of party-building,
to*which it had dedicated itself. Barbara, unfortunately, tried to
ﬁfﬁce the blame for the clubs' rejection of Jack's proposals on Irwin,
as when she said to Barry Alterman: "Irwin is trying to take over
the Guardian."

History will honor Irwin for his principled resignation as
Executive Editor, Had he not resigned, he would have been a hypocrite,
because he would then have been forced to put forward proposals which
he didn't beleive in, HMoreover, that would have isolated him from
the clubs.

Instead, Irwin took a principled position and was able to help
give the clubs the kind of leadership that resulted in the historic
conference that recently set up the National Network of Marxist-Lenin-
ist Clubs. The NNM-L Clubs have as their objective working with other
party-building forces for the rectification of the general line of the
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U.S, communist movement and the reestablishment of its communist
party. I am proud to be a part of that effort.

It's very unfortunate that Barbara, reflecting the position of
the Guardian leadership, asked Barry Alterman at the March 23 meeting
of the New York Club on Indochina, "Why are you fucking around with
this club shit?" 1Is that the way the Guardian is cooperating with
the clubs?

This is reslly sad. Meny of the dedicated staff members who
are in a sense new to the communist movement have had their political
potential blunted by following Jack's opportunistic leadership.

This resulted in a hostile attitude toward those who disagreed
with Jack's proposals, which resulted in the almost unbelievable
secret opening and copying of Fran's letter by Dan., People to whom
I've spoken since I resigned just can't believe that that racist inciu-
§8€) AOr that the leadership tried to downplay it; nor that Ben said
to me when I wanted to bring charges against Dan before the CC, "Why
don't you let fran fight her own battles? Why are you making this a
big thing?" 1It's hard to believe that anyone who considers him/her-
self a communist would say I was "making a big thing" of one of the
most crass incidents of racism I have witnessed within the movement

in more than 50 years,

While my resignation was prompted by several incidents that took
place since Jack started to stonewall on answering the clubs' rejec-
tion of his anti-Marxist so-called party-building proposals, the two
that pushed it over the brink were the distortion of Burchett's resig-
nation followed by a call to my home from Donna. She phoned me -- and
I later found out, Irwin =-- to pump me about who on and off tne Guar-
dian staff were going to sign a covering letter for Irwin's pamphlet
on Indochina,

To me this was an inquisitorial attempt to get me to finger
people, Moreover, to invade my privacy to ask questions meant to in-
terfere with my right, and that of others, to take actions on our own
about our position on Indochina -- after the Guardian refused to pub-
lish it -- was tantamount to the leadership's saying, "We own you
body and soul."

As to Burchett's resignation: Jack lied when he said that Bur-
chett resigned Jjust over differences with the Guardian on Indochina
Burchett's resignation and his accompanying 5-page letter clearly ahaw
that he resigned because the Guardian distorted his position, sup-
pressed numerous articles on Vietnam-China-Kampuchea and actually
changed the meaning of what he wrote.,

Jack called Burchett a hypocrite for agreeing to write for ITT,
which took a position against Vietnam's invasion of Kampuchea, after
he resigned from the Guardian for similar reasons. But as I've de-
tailed above, that is not & true statement of Burchett's reasons. He
agreed to write for ITT after being given assurances that his articles
would not be tampered with. I hold no brief for his writing for ITT.

Jack's brainstorm to take the offensive against Burchett ana
attempt to impugn his reputation resulted in his distortion of Bur-
chett's resignation. And then he tried to hide even the distorted
story by burying it at the bottom of p. 22, not having Burchett's name
in the headline. Obviously, Jack wanted to cover up Burchett's
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charges against him and to keep Burchett's resignation from hurting
the fund drive.

But I believe that, with this opportunistic scheme, Jack betrayed
the Guardian, its readeré@nd its staff.

I asked in my resignation that Jack publish Burchett's resigna-
tion and a statem:nt by the clubs of their view of their separation
from the Guardian, He hasn't., He has also treated vebbie and me as
non-peo>le by not even noting that we resigned, let alone publishing
our resiznationg or a4 digest of the reasons we gave.

Jack did this for the same reason he distorted Burchett's resig-
nation: to hide the trutn from Guardian readers. bVebbie and 1 are
not non-people., We are proud of lifetimes of revolutionary activity.
We each resirned from the Communist Party many years ago for principled
reasons, We also resigned from the Guardian for principleda reasons.
Since Jack refused to even notify the readers that we resigned, we have
started to circulate our resignations to as many people in the move-
m=nt as possible, alonz with Burchett's resiznation and five-page
letter to Jack.

The Guardian has fallen victim to a "hide everything that might
hurt the Guardian" disease, That's opportunistic. That also accounts
for vennis! asking staff members not to vote for Fran for the CC be-
cause she "threatened" to take the issue outside of the Guardian.

F~an had said that unless the issue was satisfactorily settleu, she
would ask the Puerto nican Socialist Party, whose letter to her was
the letter of the secret opening and copying, and other such organi-
zations not to send mail to her at the Guardian.

voes the Guardian have the right to publish articles attacking
racism when it refuses to publicly discuss charges that the
ovening of the letter was a racist act and that the leadership's role
in the incident was racist -- and threatens staff members who want it
discussed publicly?

One of the many reasons for my resignationis that I couldn't
live with the racist manner in which the letter-opening was handled.
Some weeks before I resigned I met with Donna; after a long discus-
sion, I suggested that she arrange a meeting witn any non-staff move-
ment person in whom she hau confidence, to present the issue of the
letter in her own w2y, with me present. I would accept thne outside
verson's judgment as to whether the incident was a racist one.

Donna asked me if I had someone to suggest. I suggested Black
author John Killens, a friend of the Guardian, as someone we both
would have confidence in.

Donna didn't feel that way, it seemed. She didn't sugzest any-
one else; her answer stunned me: "I don't have to go to someone like
Killens," she said. "I accept Jack and Karen's position on what
racism is." I suspect that there would have been an attack on me by
the leadership is I had reported to the staff that I considered hepr
answer to be racist.

Unless the Guardian becomes honest about this incident, and
apologizes to Fran publicly for its racist attack on her, I will, to
the best of my ability, explain the issue honestly and in a principled
manner to the movemcnt. Whatever I may publish, the .Guaraian will
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receive a copy, so that it cen combat anvthing I say.

Why hasn't Jack given copies of Burchett's resignation and
letter and Debbie's and my resiznations to members of the staff, in-
stead of telling the staff they are available if asked for? It's
really a sad commentary on the state of arfairs at the Guardian
that & staff member asked me to send a copy of my resignation to his
home instead of to the office,

Debbie and I urge all members of the staff to take a prlncipled
stand: to demand that Jack publish Wilfred's resignation, & digest o r
Debbie's and mine, and the truth about the issue of the opening of
Pran's letter, I recognize the difficulties entailed; but you will,
each, be judged accessories to Jack's oprortunism if you do not find
a way to take a principled position,

I trust that the staff, including the CC, will recognize the
applicability of what Debbie says in her resignation.

With the warmest feelings and coiradely best wishes to friends
on the .staff,

Yours for a Marxist-Leninist Guardian,

&,

Abe



STATEMENT by ABE WEISBURD

Regarding Wilfred Burchett's and Abe and Deborah Weisburd's resigna-
tions from the Guardian

Dear friends:

vack Smith, Managing Editor of the Guardian, not -only distorted
the resignation of Wilfred Burchett, but did not even mote that my
wife, Deborah Weisburd, and I also resigned from the staff following
Burchett's resignation, let alone publish our resignation letters.

Smith, in so doing, treated Burchett as an outcast and Deborah
and me as non-people,

o identify myself to those who do not know me: A charter sub-
scriber to the Guardian in 1948, I served as a staff writer for some
eight years, until 1 resigned on March 3.

Just over eight years ago, Wilfred ourchett, who had been with
the Guardian some 1i years, was absolutely essential to the uuardian.
But at that time he wrote a letter to the Guardian from Prance that
he could no longer continue his career as a journalist, for he had to
move to Bulgaria. The reason the move was necessary was financial.

In rrance, he, his wife and their three children were resident aliena.
The family had no social insurance; as an alien, his wife could not
get work as a teacher; the bills were much higher than could be met
with his »80 a week from the Guardian plus some other small amounts.

In Bulgaria, her native country, Vessa Burchett could find employment;
he would write books. But with headquarters in Bulgeria, it would be
impossible for him to function as a journalist.

The Guardian was in crisis. Was there a way, the Guardian
asked me, to keep Burchett functioning as a journalist? In the gro-
cess, the Guardian could be saved. I thought a solution imperative,
not only because of the Juardian's need for Burchett, but also because
of his unique contribution to the sntiwar movement.

And so-I took a leave of absence from my regular Jjob, came into
the Guardian full time and founded the Wilfred Burchett Fund. The
Pund raised enough money to pay Burchett $200 a week and pay up some
of his accumulated debts. Asked to join the Guardian staff as a writer,
I retired from my regular job and have been on the staff untilsmow..

In 1977, I served as a co-coordinator of ‘the Wilfred Burchett
Support Committee, which sponsored Burchett's U.S. national.tour.

Deborah; over the past eight years, has been a steddy volunteer
on proofreading, except when she was a part-time or full-time employe
in the editorial department or on Guardian China tours.

The distortion of Burchett's resignation (Jack Smith would
probvatly have hidden that resignation completely, but just couldn't)

Ligiiefig

was 'd¥med at hiding the reasons for the resignation and at impugning
Burchett's reputation. In fact, Smith called Burchett a hypocrite
because he agreed to write for In These Times, Smith's rationale for
that evaluation was his (Smith's) own statement that Burchett resigned
because of "differences' on the China-Kampuchea-Vietnam issue,

Smith lied when he made that -staliement, Ke had been told in
neo.uncertain terms on the phone and "in Burchett!s resignation and in
his:dosompanying letter (HBoth encloséd) that surchett was resigning
because the Guardian cut and disturted tis articles, and actually
changed some by removing what Burchett wrote and inserting what was
writtey in major press reports.

surchett told me that he agreed to write for ITT after receiv-
ing assursnces that his articles would not be altered without his
permission. I hold no brief for HKis writing for ITE.

In my resignation, I asked Smith to publish Burchett's short
resignation. (3ee other side]l Smith has not seen fit to do so.

1. believe that Smith has been taking the Guardian, the most
important antirimpemjalist newspaper in'the country, down a blind
allsy since irwin..#&ilber's principled resignition as Bxecutive
Editor last October.

I appeal to all those interested in the Guardian's future to
demand that Smith publish Burchett's resignation and digests of Debomah's
and mine, And also to fulfill its promise to publish the statement
by the former Guardian clubs, now the National MNetwork of Marxiidte

&Ziﬁ::df}n“?h as to their view of what causedtheir separation from
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Because of irrecoacilarle policy differences, esvecially over
the aature and background of tha Vietdam~Kampuchea-China problems
which 'led'to the Guardian supprfessing .aumerous tackground and
oa-the~spot reports, based oa my month-long visit te Viepaam mm
last Decambex, concealing from Guazdian readers that I had
visited the frontier areas with both Xampuchea and China, I am
resigning fIom the Guardian as fiom February 28. I Iequest ‘that
my name be removed from the masthead as from that date.

_After 22 years of almost weekly cooperation, this was not aa
olsy decision to make, I say goodbya to thousands of fine
Guaxdian readers and sustainers with.deep emotions, great
veluctancs. After deep seaxching of my heart and mind I had to
come to the conclusion that I could no longer serve then as I
had done in the past,

Yours faithfully,

Ww.G,Burchett

Message o our readé¢rs

- Wilfred B ummmmmmmm
\00 lca?mlu 17. the Geardisn said it was “seserving judgment for the time
being™* MmemmmmmmupMMh
-each side’s position. The Guardian also ras important taxts from both sides aad Radical

\“ : - Forums from readers arguing for either Vietnam or Kampuches.
‘ ‘ I» Burchett’s view, Vicinam deserved deserved full support and Kampuches deserved nome,
." Ha is of the opinion that the Pol Pot Phaom Pesh geverament is counterrevolutionary
mmmmmmhmum.‘c Withis the soatest
L" of pusting its own views forward, the Guardiaa was got uawilling to publish Burchett’s
Mmudnomm .86 it bas done in the pest over ‘such questions ai
Portugal, .**Eurocommunism'’ “MMMMM-M

mmﬁuuwmme. however, that be said he
ﬂrmnum.mmm’ucmwm position on the
[ 1

which appesrs in this issus. We learmed from other sources that Burchett
mmammmwmmmw"mu
without justification if s invasion of Kampuchea.”

in notifying its readers of the resignation of Burchett, the

Guardian on-Pebruary 28 printed a "Message to our readers” without
using Burchett's name in the headline. srinted at the bottom of:
page 22, even this deliberate digtortion was missed by a numbepr

of

readers, . Was that the intention? Note that tha article doesnt

mention a written resignation.

In a five-pags letter to Manazing Editor Jack Smith accompanying

bis roml resignation, Burchett wrote:

fact, it was your handling of that {nterview /with Vietnam's

Pulio Van vong/, the elimination of wmy introdustory paragrsph,
the provoocative artipgle and photo above {t, which was the final
strav in =y decision to quit.*

In the lnttor, Burohett cites nny other deletionsa’dnd distortions.
After lisrning of the ‘Guardian's refusal''to print his resigna-

tion, he authorizea me to release the resignatipbn and the .letter.
For copies: Abe Weisburd, 195 .Adams dt., Brooklyn, ¥.X. 11201
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