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¥y & 880 Paulo military tribunal on March 25, 1970, for
tha crime of "publicly preaching subversion of the politieal and social
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order." He was immediately sentenced to k4 1{2 years and is cm-rgntly
gerving that term, pmd.ing appeal.

Prado's trial and conviction, partigularly the severity of the sentence,
sent a shock through the Brazilian intellectual community. There is
fear that more might follow. (Prado's lawyer says he now hasg a second,
similar case with Antonio Carlos Callado, a journalist) The Embassy
understands the New York Times has printed a letter from several
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American latinamericanists protesting Prado's con¥iction. We are also
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informed a move possibly is afoot to escalate the intermational
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campaign, using this ineident to embarrass the Brazilian Govermment,
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by buying full page advertisements in the New York Times, and possibly
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other American and European newspapers, for pratest M:[‘E-iﬂnn nigned
by members of the academic world. ;
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Caio Prado Jr., 63 years old, was, until his. enn'vi'ctiun, ami.uis
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Professor in the Law School of the University of S&o Paulo. Ori
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reputation in Economics, Sociology, and History, as these diseiplindg

apply to Brazil., Several of his books have been translated into 5

English. Many in the academic world consider Prade among Brazil's 4
finest imtellectuals. Even such extreme conservatives as Miguel

Reale (thought by most in the profession as Brazil's finest philo-
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sopher), while acknowledging Prado's orthodox Marxist biss, acknowledge

Action Taken;

that he is alsgo a first class philosopher.
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graduated in Law, Prado later branched out and now enjoys an ir.\:t:ecmuﬁim]a
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:  1in the Sao Paulo State Legislature as a re:preqmia?tiw of the PCB but
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..{}f Bruills aer!Lcma" &uthﬂrn, Pra.dn is one n:f the o, .or three nost widely
read. Even in thme works mttan while a PCB member, Prado seldom adhered
to the "Party Line", insisting that traditiomnal Marxist dogma was inappli-
‘cable to the situation in Brazil, His most recent work, "The Brazilian

. Revolution", is basically sn attack on the Brazilian Commmist Party -
its oportunism, and inconsequence given the realities of Brazil. This

book, and mogt of Prado's works, are still on Iruhlif.: sale in Brn.'.r.ll deg-

pite hi: mnvicticm. ARG G Eain : .

Calo Prado was convicted of pruching and :lﬁei*hi‘n.g suhvernion, a crime
under the Natiomal Security Lews The circumstances are that in 1967,
two student repurtern for Revisao, the Faculiy of Philosophy Journal of
the University of Sac Paulo,. erviewed Prado. Tt was not until late
1969, two years after pu]}J_‘lt:a‘.tion of the interview, that Prado and the
two student reporters were arrested under charges of having violated
the security proviasions of Institutional Act N?5, issued in December
1968. They were convicted on the basis of the contents of the inter-
view, which the Government prosecutor claimed was "dedicated to the gﬂa.l
of subverting the existing political and social order of the country. "

Caio Prado's lawyer, Heleno F:r'-a.gum::-, raised two major points in defense:

1) Tt would be ludicrous to claim that Prado's intent, in permitting
himself to be interviewed, was to "incite" anyone to arned combat or
subversicn. The magazine interview, particularly when it is known that
one's words are auh;]ect to change and molding by a Journal's editers, is
hardly the vehicle for "inciting" revolution in the manner envisioned by.
the National Security Law. Prado was doing nothing more than expressing
himself in a legitimate university forum, the student review, in a manner
consistent with his role as a professor. To claim otherwise, that he
was issuing instead a cry for armed revolution, 48 negated by the very
contents of the article, which actually demonstrated "the impossibility

of violently assuming power in Brazil,"

2) The Government wae attempting to vomvict Prado under the provisions
of a 1968 Decree Law that was not on the bocks at the time the alleged

crime was commiticd in 1967.
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