AN OBSGURE MYSTERY

“THE SUAREZ CASE?¥

“An obscure mystery”. This headline from I’Aurore of
May 24th concisely sums up the affair of the kidnapping of
Balthasar Suarez last month, and the events following his
liberation, inasmuch as it is possible to piece together these
events from the press and the police files.

Even though on the 22nd May everything seemed clear:
both police and press were unanimous in declaring the nine
arrested to be: “the kidnappers of Blathasar Suarez”. Not
a detail was missing; in fact “they were followed at every
step by the police” (I’Humanite, May 24th). “A fine catch”,
crowed the Parisien Libere of May 23rd, and ‘public opinion’
heaved a sigh of relief in gratitude to the police. The director
of the judiciary police in Paris explained with evident self-
satisfaction: “the kidnappers of Mr. Suarez were known to
thepolice even before they struck” (France Soir, May 24th).
Concluded the commentators: “The Spanish Anarchist
Groups, infiltrated by the police, seem likely to break up”.
(France Soir, May 25th).

However, only two days later the ‘commando of kidnappers’
(France Soir, May 25th) had turned into mere ‘pathetic
supernumeraries’ (I’Aurore, 25-26th May). A police operation
having covered half of France, begun as we are told in April
under the direction of commissioner Ottavioli, head of the
Crime Squad, seems to have served more to fabricate big
headlines in the papers rather than to establish any proofs.
And as I’Aurore pointed out as early as May 24th (!) “if the
police had in fact identified and located the kidnappers, would
they have let C.M. Vadrot meet the banker with them?”

What are the accusations? Against five out of the nine
(Octavio Alberola, Ariane Gransac-Sadori, Jean Helen Weir
arrested in Avignon; George Riviere and Annie Plazen,
arrested in Toulouse), receiving a large sum of money;
2,500,000 francs (approx. £250,000) in cash found in
Avignon, and 680,000 francs (approx £68,000) at Peyriac
(in the Aude region), in the house of Riviere’s friends. The
former five maintain that they didn’t know what was in the
bags they had been given. As for Riviere’s friends, Pierre
Guibert and Daniele Haas, they are apparently guilty of
having allowed friends into their home.

But most important of all is the question where did
those three million-odd francs, ‘the ransom recovered’
(I’Humanite, May 23rd) come from? Thus we have seven
people convicted of receiving money which has not been
proved stolen or extorted from anyone at all. As if this were
not enough, the smae charges are leveled against Anne and
Lucia Uturbia, arrested in Paris, in whose flat nothing sus-
picious has yet been found — only that ‘they seem to be at
the centre of this affair.” (France Soir, May 24th).

All these contradictions are only reflections of a much
deeper one: so as to stifle a political action, the authorities
emphasise the “‘sordid” aspects, of “pure gangsterism”
(France Soir, May 6th) of the affair. The family and col-
leagues of Suarez insist on his “apolitical’” nature. The
authorities pretend that the kidnappers didn’t make known
their “political” demands. ““Nevertheless”, remarked,
I’Humanite on 6th May, “the presence of Spanish police
agents, specialists in political affairs, working side by side
with the French agencies, seems to refute the theory of a
mere act of stupid gangsterism”.

Before Agence France Presse received the first communique

from the International Groups of Revolutionary Action (GARI)

claiming responsibility for the kidnapping, we had already
been told, thanks to the attention of the Director-General of
Security in Madrid, that it was an action of the anarchist
group called ‘Primero de Mayo’ (Journal de Dimanche, 5th
May). And the press gave chase to Octavio Alberola, a

“dangerous desperado” (France Soir, 25th May); “a man
who governments prefer to see on the other side of their
frontiers, because they can always expect him to be hatching
some bad plot or other.” (I’Aurore, May 6th).

Arrested in France and expelled on the 19th April, Alberola
had in fact returned without asking permission from the
authorities, who had used him as an opportunity to make a
goodwill gesture toward Franco’s regime. Alberola knew
Lucio Uturbia, a Spanish political refugee like himself. The
Uturbias have been pictured as receivers and link-up connec-
tions. Chantel and Arnaud Chastel committed the crime of
knowing the Uturbias, which made it possible to accuse them
of having allowed Suarez to be sequestrated in their flat; this
on the strength of a telephone number and a grotesque
statement by the banker himself, who claimed to recognise
the flat by the ‘feel’ of the entrance ramp and . . . . the
sound of the street!

For the first seven people charged, contradictory proofs,
for the other four, none at all. And no-one should be sur-
prised at the attempts made to transform what is obviously
a political affair into a simple crime: this avoids the risk of
a mobilisation of the French Left — eternally and sentimen-
tally anti-Franco — which would de-mask the ever more
intimate collaboration that goes on between the French and
Spanish authorities.

Furthermore, it is evident that a regime based totally on
the cult of Money, Law and Order, must repress with the
same energy banditry, terrorism and subversion in all
domains. To quote Mr. Lecanuet, symbol of the ‘new
enlarged presidential majority’, “a firm but humane
justice; in particular, I will come down hard on anything
concerning drugs, violence, kidnapping and the taking of
hostages.” (Le Monde, June 12th).

The fact of their being libertarian militants, or else
Spanish refugees in France, has been the only pretext for
the arrest of these people. Others have received strange
‘visits’, connected in fact with veritable secret perquisitions:
the Suarez’s ‘sumptious flat’ was not the only place visited
by the Spanish Security Police.

It is time to denounce the repression of French libertarian
circles by the Spanish and French police, to denounce the
system which offers up Alberola and other imprisoned
comrades as gifts of ‘entente cordiale’ to the regime which
murdered Puig Antich and so many other militant workers;
to demand the end of this masquerade of rigged justice and
the liberation of our eleven comrades.

THE SITUATION AT PRESENT

The Juge d’Instruction has now gone on holiday, as have
most of the lawyers, and no immediate developments are
expected until after the summer break.

The British Black Cross have organised legal support for the
arrested comrades and a legal adviser briefed by us and in
conjunction with the French defence team will attend the
tiral. He will be particularly involved in the defence of Jean
Weir but he will also act on behalf of the entire defence
team. A Belgian lawyer will also be part of the defence team.

The British Black Cross urgently request that all Black
Cross groups throughout Europe — and elsewhere — attempt

to send a legal observer to the tiral which is expected to
begin in October.

Women:

Ariane Gransac-Sadori, Jean Helen Weir, Anne Urtubria,
Annie Plazon, Daniele Haas, Chantel Chastel:—

Fleury Merogis, 9 avenue des Peupliers, 91700 St.
Genevieve des Bois, France.

Men:

Octavio Alberola Surinach, Lucio Urtubia, Pierre Gilbert,
George Riviere, Arnaud Chastel: —

1, avenue de la Division Leclerc, 94261 Fresnes, France.
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