T H E B 1 € T A P O RS BEZIXI P

P R OLETAURTIA AT

X R EMULIN

BT B B A VD & R A CUX

On the Abandonment of the Dictatorship of the Proletariat
and the "Polemics" which it Arouses
in the Intornational Apparatus
of the Kramlin

- ——

Translated from "La Verite", Organ of the Central Committee of the
Organisation Communiste Internationaliste

(For tho Ro-Construction of the Fourth Intornational),

for Novomber and Dacamber 1977, issues 578 and 579

Fobruary 1978

—— T —

Price
TEIRTY

Pance

Printod by voluntary labour, publishad, for tha "Bullatin Group" by
Sam Stacay, c.o. 22 7illshaw llouso, Crooksido, Deptford, London, S.E.8



.

isendndnils o

{
i {
i3 3
TR J
] i
0 pPRTS §
NS o
bis 1y
< 1
"k i
s i
.

B
1.
P

RN |

-

»

3

~
n



ON THE SUBJECT oF

T H ¥ ABANDONMENT OF T HE FICTEATORANITY

0OF THE PROEEETARIAT

AND
T H'E "WOLEMICS" WHICH 1P AROUSES
IN THE INTERNATIONAL APPARATTUS

oF THE KREML IN:

THE PITCTATORBEILIP OF THE PROLETARTIAT
AND THE

KREMLIN BUREAUCRACY
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By Michel Lancray: from "La Verite", Organ of the Central Committee of the Organisation
Communiste Internationaliste (for the re-construction of the Fourth International),
November and December 1977, issues nos. 578 and 579.

1. The Question is an Urgent Ong Today

Eight years have passed since the Organisation Communiste Internationaliste adopted the
theses of its 17th Congress, which defined the period which opened in 1968 as that of the
imminence of the revolution.

In the years which immediately followed, events verified that all the political, economic
and social processes were resulting in new alignments. The mole of the revolution, of
which Marx spoke, dug numerous tunnels in the course of the weeks between the end of
summer 1970 and winter 1971.

In Jordan, in September 1970, the butcher Hussein hurled his troops against the Palestinian
masses. The banner under which the massacre was effected was that of the Rogers plan to
liquidate the Palestinians, which was drafted jointly by “ashington and Moscow.

The heroic resistance of the masses of workers and peasants took on very precise forms:

n, ,.despite the calm on the surface at Irbid, a genuine revolutionary activity was
developing behind the scenes. In every street the partisans had set up popular com-
mittees to take the place of the administration. These committees in turn elected rep-
resentatives to the committee of the district. These latter, which were made up of
commissars of the partisans as well as of the leaders of the people of Irbid who sup-
ported the Palestinian cause held meetings each evening to discuss such subjects as



the future organisation of the city and the preparations to be made to defend it. Though
their structure was like that of the locml soviets which the Bolsheviks formed in the
early days of the Russian revolution, these committees seemed to have arisen more or
less spontaneously in response to local events without any obvious influence from
Moscow or Peking. Before I left Irbid a 'Congress of the People' was convened in the
middle of the city and decided to prevent any pro-government officials from entering

the city and to resist any attack by the Jordanian army."  (Newsweek", 27 Sept: 1970)

In December 1970 the working class rose up at the two extremities of Burope, in Spain and
on the Baltic, against Franco who wanted to murder "Izko and his comrades" and against
Gomulka who wes brutally attacking the living standards of the Polish workers.

Once again, in Poland, observers noticed the characteristic facts:

"In the outbreaks in December the Polish city of Szezecin wns trensfommed into a

genuine workers' republic where all power was exercised by the strike committee...

The city was entirely paralysed by a general strike which broke out on Thursday, Dec:
17... They set up a strike committee which took into its hands all power in the city,
all the functions of the orgnns of the party ~nd the loecal authority. A workers'
militia, fitted out with arm-bands, was set up to prevent in particular the machines in
the factories from being destroyed." ("Politika", a Yugoslav newspaper quoted by "Le
Monde", January 2, 1971)

In the same month of January 1971 there began in Bolivia the movement to nominate delegates
to the Popular Assembly which came into activity during the spring. It developed directly
from the masses of workers, peasants and students and expressed concretely, for the whole
of lLatin America, the resurgence of organisms of soviet type.

In Jordan, Bolivia and Poland alike the strugele for power sees the re-birth of the soviet
forms of organisation of the proletariat.

And it was precisely against them that, two years later, was brought about the Holy Alliance
of imperialism with the Stalinist bureaucracy, in Chile. In Chile, the functionary of

the Stalinist bureaucracy, Etienne Fajon, declared when he came back from Santiago on
September 1, 1973, three weecks after the coup d'etat:

"Certain mistakes which were made were not resisted soon enough with the necessary vigour.
The occupation of the factories by the workers, a correct memsure of political defenceat
a particular moment when the counter-revolution is going over to the attack, was trans-
formed in certain cases into seizures of enterprises which had nothing to do with the
nationalisation programme,"

Fajon gets angry with the peasants as well as the workers, because the pemsants occupied
lands in an ™unconstitutional” way., He prostrates himself before "maintaining discipline
in the armed forces", when the soldiers and sailors rose up against their officers.

Three weeks before the coup d'etat, while the army under the leadership of the defence

minister of the government of popular unity, Pinochet, was polishing up his armaments
against the workers, the Stalinist Fajon was indicating the most important problem:

"There are certain economic theories which were stressing the destruction of the old
structures",

The :O}d_StrEchres“

The old structures that he meant are the structures of bourgeois society =nd of the
bourgeois state. The new structures =re those which the workers sand peasants of Chile
were installing in the factories and on the soil.

The massacre of the Chilean workers came about a few months after the Paris agreements
about Vietnam were signed., U.S, imperialism had the active support of the Kremlin
bureaucracy and of the Chinese bureaucracy in obtaining the agreement of the government
of the democratic republic of Vietnam to the division of Vietnam into two parts and the
recognition of the compradore government and state of Thieu. It demanded that the gov—
ernment of North Vietnam compel the preople of the North and the South to give up the
revolutionary war. The fictitious "third component"”, which in reality did not exist,
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was a total invention, in order to concenl the acceptance of the maintenmnce of the Thieu
regime.

But at the very moment in sutum 1973 that the counter-revolution was scoring these points,
a goeat turn was taking place in international relations. One after another there were
brusque plunges of the political crisis of the bourgeoisie in London, Lisbon and Paris,and
these resulted in changing the relation of forces in the class struggle throughout Europe.

In Britain the Heath govermment stoked everything when the miners rose up against its policy
of freezing wages. The elections were called to stop the strike but, in anticipation, they
encouraged it. The elections swept out the Heath government and brought to power the leaders
of the Labour Party, impotent ns they were.

The row which was caused by the fall of the conservative government, which all the bourge-
oisie were watching, confronted as they were with the threatening economic werisis, resound-
ed all over Burope. The leaders of the Labour Party tried to convert the working-class into
"the tail of the capitalist class, its extreme left wing", as Engels said, foreing it to
trade the strike for the "democratic", parliamentary order. They failed, Parliament sub-
mitted to the strike.

In January 1974 it was the drivers of the trains in the Lorraine mines who opened the new
road in France. All other things being equal, and especially the desire of the trade union
leaderships to obstruct class-actions, an element of conflict was changed there also. The
drivers went further, imposed the united front of their organisations and won.

The Political Bureau of the 0.C.I. traced the connection between these events and declared
on February 1, 1974:

"The whole business started with the determination of a few hundred drivers of coal-
trains to improve their grading. They believed that they were capable of imposing the
satisfaction of their demand by their own strength., This aspect is important and must
be stressed. They imposed the strike on union leaders who did not want it. The lead-
ers tried to get them back to work by arguing that the employers would lock the miners
out, because coal would block the mines up. They made sure that the movement went on
until they won complete victory... The determination of the miners and the drivers in
in England gives a glimpse of what the determination and the will for struggle of the
French workers... From then on, the tendency within the working class to grasp the
problen of unity in order to impose it for purposes of struggle became more and more
urgently necessary. In other words, we are drewing near = situation in which the
working class is going to break the bolt, the policy of the apparatuses, which stops
them from going forward."

Two months later Georges Pompidou died. These processes which were going on in the working
class revealed themselves powerfully in the strike of the bank employees. These were the

strongest factor in accentuating the crisis of the French bourgeoisie, the impotence which
paralysed all the bourgeois parties.

The precarious agreement between the fractions of the bourgeoisie round Pompidou blew

apart. An irresistible force seemed to be lifting up the tops of the regime. The institu-
tions of the Fifth Republic, the authority of which had received a mortal blow in the refer-
endum of 1969, rested on their cleim to represent and to unify the disparate interests of
the groupings within the ruling class, were now the object of the rivalry of these group-
ings.

One and all, whether they were trying to pull to pieces the leading party of the bonapart-
ist institutions or whether they were defonding its positions in the state, all were lead-
ing these institutions to destruction.

At the top and at the bottom of society, the leading figures in the revolutionary crisis
were taking up their positions. The coup d'etat of April 24, 1974 was to rise from the
surmits of the Salazarist state, which was torn apart by contradictions. Those who started
it had no other aim, when they replaced the Salazarist dictatorship with a military dictat-
orship, than to preserve the corporatist structures of the state. The military revolt was
quickly brushed aside by the proletarian revolution. The generals and admirals who headed
one government of nmational unity after another, and whom the bourgeois, ~ocinl-democratic,
Stalinist and leftist press did their best to paint up in red, found spreading round their
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feet, from the factories to the workers' districts and from the workers' districts to the
barracks, committees of delegntes, committees by which the exploited masses, workers, sol-
diers and students, were trying to replace the dislocated state apparatus with another ad-
ministration, which wns in contr~diction to the "old structures".

To take up an expression which Trotsky used, beneath the first nation was arising a second.

Indeed, we have to zo back to Trotsky to analyse in its most general form the common under—
lying factor in all these manifestations of working class struggle since 1968:

"Antagonistic classes exist in society everywhere, and a class deprived of power inevit-
ably strives to some extent to swerve the government course in its favour. This does
not as yet mean, however, that two or more powers are ruling society. The character of
a politieal structure is directly determined by the relation of the oppressed classes
to the ruling class., A single government, the necessary condition of stability in any
regime, is preserved so long as the ruling class succeeds in putting over its economic
and political forms upon the whole of society as the only form possible...

The political mechanism of revolution consists of the transfer of power from one class
to another. The forecible overturn is usually accomplished in a brief time. But no
historic class lifts itself from a subject position to a position of rulership suddenly
in one night, even though a night of revolution. It must already on the eve of the rev-
olution have assumed a very independent attitude towards the official ruling class;
moreover. it must have focused upon itself the hopes of intermediate classes and layers,
dissatisfied with the existing state of affairs but not capable of playing an inde-
pendent role, The historic preparation of a revolution brings about, in the pre-revolu-
tionary period, a situstion in which the class which is called to realise the new social
system, although not yet master of the country, has actually concentrated in its hands

a significant share of the state power, while the .official apparatus of the government
is still in the hands of the old lords. That is the initial dusl power in every revolu-

2 "
tiam. ("History of the Russisn Revolution" Vol: 1 Chapter IT, "Dual Power", pp 223 -
4, Gollancz edition)

Lenin also époke, on April 9, 1917, about the situation of dunl power, and asked what was
the nature of the "Second Government":

MWhat is the class composition of this second governnent? It consists of the proletarint
and the peasantry (in the uniform of the soldier). What is its political character? It
is a revolutionary dictatorship, that is to Say, a power which rests directly on a rev-
olutionary act of violence, on the direet initintive from below of the popular masses

and not on ? law promulgated by a centralised State power.," ("Collected Works", Vol:
XXIV p. 28

Lenin was to come back emphatically to this aspect of the matter in his polemic against
Kautsky:

"The revolutionary dictatorship of the proletariat is a power which is won and maintained
by violence, which the roletariat exercises over the bourgeoisie, a power which is not
limited by any law." ?"The Proletarian Revolution and the Renegade Khutsky")

In the chapter which Trotsky devoted to the general experience of past events from the
standpoint of a Marxist and = historian, Trotsky specified:

"It may seem as though this theoretical enquiry hes led us away from the events of 1917.
In reality it lends right into the heart of them, It was precisely around this problenm
of twofold power thnt the dr-matic struggle of parties and classes turned. Only from
theoretical height is it possible to observe it fully and correctly understand it."
(ibid page 232)

The common features of the moverents by which the world proletariat has celebrated in its
own way the centenary of the Paris Commune of 1871 demonstrates beyond the slightest shadow
of doubt that the new period of the world revolution places on the order of the day the
dictatorship of the proletariat, the stake in "the dramatic struggle of parties and classes".
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The proletariat goes forward from the positions which it has conquered over the bourgeoisie
in each country and over imperialism on a world scale.

The comprrdor government of Thieu existed only when it and the state and the ammy were sup-
ported directly by the presence of U.S. imperialism in Vietnam, because the revolutionary
waer had undermined and fragmented the comprodor bourgeoisie of Vietnam which was already
extremely weak. The army and the administration of Thieu were armed to the teeth and in the
terrs of the Paris agrecments were in a position to wipe out the resistance of the masses of
Scuth Vietnam and of the F.L.N.. Yet they were rotten to the marrow and collapsed two years
later like a house of cards, opening an enormous political void which the bureaucracy of
Nerth Vietnam hastened to fill, for fear that the masses would occupy the empty political
arena.

The vital centres of impcrialism in Burope have become still more decisively important with
the collapse of imperialism in Vietnam, with the amputation of that decayed stump, the mil-
itary clique of Thieu, as well as the shock-waves in the {ragile bourgecis states in Africa,
Asia and Latin America which followed.

The struggle has taken different forms in Spain, France and Italy, because the historical
develiopment differs between countries, but the general conclusion camnot be avoided. The
ruling class is no longer able 'to put over its economic and political forms upon the whole
of rfociety as the only forms possible'. In the fires of the class struggle, the 'single
government, the necessary condition of stability in any regime', will be swept away.

The Polish workers are s*anding up to Gierek. The latter not only cannot decisively ensure
the vower of the bureaucracy, but the short and violent confrontstion of June 1976 was sett-
led 'to his disadvantage. There too, as well as in U,S.5.R. and in China, the 'single govern-
ment' is under threst.

To be a revolutionary roquires at the very least being able to recognise the revolution when
it comes. To recognise its features we have only to follow the examples in front of our

eyes of the forward march of the working class towards the 'second government'. These are
sometines embryonic and sometimes developed, but the dictatorship of the proletariat is on
the order of the day., Its victory depends entirely on the construction of the world party of
the dietatorship of the proletariat, the Fourth Intermational. The programme of the Fourth
International is rooted in the fundamental theoreticul acquiaitinna of Marxism, in particular
Lu *ha auestion of the state ard of the dictatorship of the proletariat.

2.  The Universal Significance of the 'Consiiiution of the Comrwne'

Lt e T - —-— -
— - el e i e —

The French Comrunist Party orgenised in Paris on March 30th, 1977 a debate on the theme of

'The Communists and the State'. There were nany militants there to deferd, though formaaa,
the objective of the dictatorship of the proletariat.

Several days,l=ter this interesting passage appeared in 'L'Humanite', from the pen of Clause
Prevost (who had aiready distinguished himself by his attacks on the students after 1968) :

"But there were hardly any references to the history of our country fru: dhe andicnee.
People talked, to be sure, about the Paris Comrmne, but as Marx wrote about it. They
talked not about the event but about a text from which it would seem that the world was
turned upside down and that it alonc could retronctively bring the event into existence.
But, you know, we must say over and over again, the strategy of the French Corrmnist
Party cannot be understood if we do not relate it to the past of the nation, to its un-
ique charncteristics and to the class struggle in France for the last two centuries."

This is only one aspect of the compaign since the XXII  Congress of the P.C.F. of the mum-
erous Stalinist theoreticirns, who are putting their servile pens to work to hail the amazing
discovery of 'Soeialism in the colours of France', from 'Cahiers du Commmisme' to 'Nouvelle
Critique' by way of 'France Nouvelle!.

The flunkies like Prevost are suggesting more and more insistently the simple idea that
Marx after all was a German wasn't he? Would not his theoretieal work have some Teutonic
aspects which would invalidate his conclusions?

Pierre Juguin has contemplated the texts of Marx in the retroactive light of the XXII
Congress and reached this opinion:
s



"Is it an accident that Marx's argument in the Critique of the Gotha Programme is not

021¥ g"theoretical one but is alo based for Gemmany on the reality of the Bismarkian
state?

You have to be careil about these Germans... and don't talk to us about &l i
Juquin has settled the matter: M i

"In 1917 in Europe end cspecially in Russia, to wish to rcach sccialisn without the die-
tatorship of the preletariat meant not wanting to reach socinlism. In France in 1976
we compare the reality which we know to the reality which Lenin knew, and reached the
conclusion that to insist on the dietstorship of the proletariat at all costs would on

our part, for us French people of teday, mean not wanting to reach socialism." ('Cah-
iers du Communisme' July - August, 1976)

We shall see tha? this policy of 'socialism in the colours of France', which has nothing
whatever to do with socielism has none the less a great deal to do with the colours of

Prence, that is the colours of the French bourgeoisie, the men of Versailles who murdered
th:¢ Communards.

te must now go back about a hundred years, and will then come to the more recent aspects of

the struggle which the Stalinist bureaucrats have been carrying on for decades against the
drctatorship of the proletariat.

'T}> imputation' of the hepresive Organs of the State
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Morx angrily remarked in the 'Critique of the Gotha Programme' that the CGerman workers'
party showed in this programme that:

"Instead of treating present day society (and this holds for all future society) as the
basis of the State, it treats on the contrary the State as an independent entity,
possessing its own intellectual, moral and free foundations".

Engels defined the State as 'this power, born out of socicty, but which raises itself above
it and becomes morc and more alien to it'. Marx spol®e of theFrench bourgeois State in
1871 as 'a parasitic excrescence which feeds itself at the expense cf society and paralyses
the free movement of society', in 'Civil War in France'.

The State unceasingly strengthens itself as a more and more alien entity, as an excres-
cence in order to adapt itself ever better to its coercive functions 23 an instrument of
the ruling classes against the oppressed masses.

Falsifiers and revisionists have always 'corrected! Marxism in the following sense: of this
alien body, the State, they make a neutral organ which is no longer an instrument of the
ruling class, but an administrative apparantus servicable to the whole of society and cap-
able of being passed from hand to hend, from 'right' to left!, ete:.

The universal historical significance of the Commne is contained in its first decree:
'"The suppression of the standing army nnd its replacement by the armed people'. It is
about the 'amputation', to use Marx's word, of the repressive organs, the bourgeois state
and the creation of 'the State of the armed workers', of which Lenin spoke.

This State which replaces the bourgeois State, this State of a different nature and a dif-
ferent type was outlined by Marx on the basis of its conception by the Commune in the 'Con~
stitution of the Commune'.

That constitution would have restored to society all the forces which had hithertq/ggg%rhed
by the State:

"Ye are not talking any more about a Stote which is spread over society 'like a membrane'
and 'clogs up all its pores', about n state which frecezes up the manifestations of soc-
jal life continually in bureaucrntic control from above. The 'legitimate functions' of
the workers' State are 'entrusted to the legitimate servants of society'.

Parliamentary trickery is abolished, Consider any parliamentarian country you like. .o
the real business 'of tre State' is done in the corridors, ia the departments, in the
chancellories and the general staffs. In the parliaments they do nothing but chatter,
for the sole purpose of duping 'the cqmm#éxeopla'" (Lenin, State and Revolution.)



The Constitution of the Comrmme utilises universal suffrage 'in the same way as individual

suffrage serves any other employer who is looking for workers for overseers and for manag-

ers for his business. It is a well known fact that companies, like 1ndiv%dualﬂ, when real

business has to be done, generally know how to put the right man in the right place, and if
they once make a mistake, know how to correct it promptly'.

This 'low cost State' has been proclainmed by the bourgeoisie in its time to get the revolu-
tionary people to follow it. By definition it cannot be the State of t@e exploiting minor-
ity. It is the State of the clmss of producers who, in their own practical struggle ag-
ainst the cepitalist class have separated their interests from those of that class and haYe
formed themselves as an independent class with its own State institutions, a State which is
'no longer a State in the truc semsc' (Engels to Bebel, 28 March, 1875).

The Constitution of the Commune is thus not based on a parliamentary organism but on.an
'active body, executive and legislative at the same time' and its officials are 'strictly
accountable'.

This is the new State, the workers' State, which took the place of the bourgeois tasarist
State in October, 1917. What is specifically Russian about this first workers' State is
not the fact that it is the dictatorship of the proletariat. Precisely in this respect,

a victorious commune, it reaches back to the defeated Communc by drawing from it the univ-
ersal lessons of the proletarian revolution., What is 'Russian’ about the first workers'
State is that it combines the legacy of backwardness with the most revolutionary politiecal
regime in history. This combination meant that power was easier to take in Russia, as
Lenin said, but harder to hcld than in the more developed countries,

All the proletarian revolutions of this century develop spontaneously towards this Constit-
ution of the Corrume, this revolutionary dictatorship which relies on 'the direct init-
iative of the popular masses fron below and not on a law'. A1l of them go forward to a
certain point on the rosd of the 'amputation' of the repressive organs of the bourgeois
state, on the Constitution of the Comvmne and 'towards the State of the armed workers!'.

This is what happened with the workers' militiss in Spain in 1936. This happened in Italy,
in France and in Greece when the bourgeois States collapsed at the end of the war, This is
what happened with the workers' councils in Germany in 1918 and it was to prevent this
happening in 1945 the 'victorious' imperialists and the Stalinist burcaucracy hastened,when
Hitler fell to spread a nmilitary 'membrane' over German society nnd to toar it in two.

This is what happened in Hungary, with the Central Council in Budapest, and in Poland in
1956. '

The presence in Bolivia in 1971 of the P,O0.R. (Wbrkers' Revolutionary Party) enabled the
nasses to take a number of steps towards national centralisation and 'organising the unity
of the nation', as Marx says, on the bases of the Constitution of the Commune.

This is the universsl significance of the Paris Corrmune which was analysed by Marx in May,

1871. When Marx ~nd Engels several years later took up the struggle against the leaders of
the German socinl democracy, the question of the State and of the dictatorship of the pro-

letariat was at the centre of the discussion.

3+ Bocial Democracy agninst the Dictatorship of the Proletariat
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The bitter struggle which Lenin carried on from 1914 onwards against the renegades who led
the Second Internntional to treachery and to playing the role of agents of the imperialist
butchers is certainly better known than that which preceded it, that of Marx and Engels
against opportunism within the German Socinl Democratic Party. The criticisms by the foun-
ders of Marxism of the Gotha and Erfurst Programmes are the most celebrated manifestationg
of their struggle agninst adaptation to bourgeois society among the heads of the workers'
parties notably on the question of the State.

Marx's 'Marginal glosses on the progranme of the German Workers' Party' - that is to say
Marx's criticism of the programme which emerged from the fusion of the Eisenachers and the
Lassalleans were drafted in 1875 but not published at the time. Wilhelm Liebknecht delib-
erately confronted Marx and Engels with the Gotha Programme as an acoemplished fact, acting
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as he frequently did, to judge from the letters which passed between the exiles in London
and the leaders of the German party. To accept the proposals and slogans of Lassalle re-
mained in Engels' werds 's disgrace for our party'. Marx and Engels were able to avoid pub-
licly denouncing the progrorme hecause:

:..the asinine boursgeois papers took this prograrme quite seriously, read into it what
it does not contnin and interpreted it commumistically. The workers seen to be doing
the same. It is this circumstance alone which made it possible for Marx and me not to
dissociate ourselves publicly from such a programme. So long ns our opponents and like-
wise the workers view this prograrme as embodying our intentions we mey allow ourselves
to keep quiet about it." (Letter from Engels to Bebel, October 12, 1875.)

A1 Murx's 'marginal glosses' constantly return to the problem of the State, even when they
are not trenting it specifically. Thus the critician of the 'just distribution of the pro-
ceeds of labour', the phrase loved by Lassalle, was Marx's starting point for discussing
;;ﬁe society which will emerge fron capitalist society'. This society is the one in which
e proletariat 'stil th i ies' (pnge
pro A i1l needs the State to repress its adversaries’ ( 1s to Bebel,

March 18 - 29th, 1875).

This society bears 'all the marks of the old society fron within which it has emerged'. It
needs the State of the State of the dictatorship of the proletariat to get rid of them. It
is founded on a general law which Marx said is always 'in principle... bourgeois law, even
though principles and practice are no longer in conflict'.  This 'bourgeoois State without
a bourgeoisie', as Lenin was to eall it, recognises the principles of 'equality' of bourgeois
1aw for what they are, founded in fact, like all law, on inequality.

Tt uses the political power as = lever to change the real foundations of society, to go for-
ward to the higher phase of commmist society in which in particular 'work will not only be
a means of life but will itself become the first need of life'.

The rolling phrases of the Lassallean Gotha Programme, on which according to Marx and En-
gels, the Eisanachers had capitulated, with all the notions about 'equality' and 'distribu-
tion', were good only for concealing their extreme caution in talking about the concrete
ways of destroying the bourgeois State, about the dictatorship of the proletariat, about
the collective appropriation of the means of production.

"Vulgar socialists... have followed the bourgeois economists in the habit of considering
and treating the distribution as something independent of the mode of production and
hence in presenting socialism as primarily revolving around the question of distribu-
tion."

The question of the State again arises when the Gotha Progranme calls for 'the creation of
producers' co-operatives with State aid under the democratic control of the working people.
These producers' co-operatives are to be called into being in industry and agriculture on
such a scale that the whole socinlist organisation of the whole of labour will result'.

1A 1nst rermant of shame', said Marx, 'induces them to put State aid - 'under the femocratic
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He adds thet these 'working people’ about whon the Lassallesns talk, 'in presenting the
State with demands such as these is expressing its full awareness of the fact that it
neither rules nor is mature enough to rule!' Here the struggle against the Yself =manage-
ment' fiction was already beginning.

Marx criticised the linking of the word 'people' and tState' which will not bring us 'a
flee-hop' nearer the problen pf the proletarian revolution. He clearly defined the object:

"Between capitalist and comvunist society lies a period of revolutionary transfommation
from one to the other. There is a corresponding period of transition in the political
asphere and in this period the state can only take the forn of a revolutionary dictator-
ship of the proletariat."”



'A Fissure between the German Party ~nd 7 ~ialist Science'
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These 'marginal glosses' were not published until sixteen years later. Marx was already
dead. The German Werkers' Party w-s nt last discussing the revision of its founding pro-

grame.

The sharpness of the political struggle which the Party leadership round Licbkmecht car-
ried on from January, 1891 sg-inst the publication of Mirx's docwient can be judged from
these few extracts from Engel! letters. According to the Party leadership, Marx had been
wrong to counterpose openly the dictatorship of the proletariat to the hash in the official
programme about 'the frec Stntse'. Engels wrote to Sorge, on Februsry 2, 1891:

"You have read Marx's article in Neue Zeit. Right away it aroused great anger among
icism is particularly s#imed at him and it was le who, along with the pederast Hassel-
mann begot this bad prograrvio. Imagine the initiel tcrrur of these people who up to
now would not let tlic tonrrdes' criticise then except with extrene delicacy, when they
now see themselves treated bluntly on this question and their programme denounced as
pure absurdity."

The parliamentary group of tle party drafted a public declaration disavowing Marx's notes
as 'this weapon agrinst ourselves thus put into the hands of our adversaries'!

"The great indign~tion of the social democratic group on the subject of the publication
in Neue Zeit of Msrx's lctter about the prograrme..." (Engels to Sorge, March 4th,

"Liebkmecht would ncver have willingly agreed and would have done everything to stop it
being printed...” (Sngeis to Bebel, May 1st, 1891.)

"Since you have tricd to prevent the publication of the article by force and sent a
warning to Neuc Zeit, threatcning that if this happens again the party could take

of the press by the party will spvear in a peculiar light."

Engels accused the prrty leaders of using the methods of Bismark and acting like 'Pruss-
ians' in their own party, and went on:

"EBven a weak tension, ~nd all the more a fissure between the German Party and German
Socialist Science would all the same be a misfortune and an unparalleled disgrace."
(Engels to Bebel May 1st, 1891.)

Marx had died only eight years before =ud Engels was still alive and in the fight but al-
ready Marx's text which counterposed the revolutionery dictatorship of the proletariat to
the demand for socialism 'by state aid' was being denounced as 'a weapon given to the en-
emy', in the leadership of the Gemman Socinl Democratic Party ~rd especinlly its parlia-
mentary group!

The 'fissure' cf which Engels spoke, between Marxism, the struggle for the dictatorship of
the proletariat, and the party leadership was truly a breach.

When Engels undertcok the criticism of the new programie which was to be presented at Er-
furt he immediately identified his principel target when he he rejected 'the unceremonious
passing over of the old slop into the socialist society'. He said thot the political de-
mands had the great wealmese thot 'wc do not find in them precisely what ought tc have been
said':

"The things must be pushed more to the front. The opportunism which is beginning to
spread in a large part of the social denocratic press proves clearly today how nec-
essary this is...Peoplc now want the party to recognise that the present legal order
in Germany can suffice for all its demanda to be brought about by the peaceful road.
They are convincing themselves and the party that 'society today as it develops is
going little by little towards socinlism' without asking themselves whether that means
that society is not obliged to come out of its o0ld social constitution and to blow up
this 0l enwelopg with 28 much violencc aa a lobster burstg its 6ld shell,”
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Yet again the concrete problems of the destruction of the bourgeois State, and in this in-
stance the slogan of the democratic republic in Germany were nanoeuvred out of sight. En-
gels warned again and again:

"A policy of this kind can only lead the party in the long run down a wrong road. You
are putting to the front general abstract political questions and thereby concealing
the most pressing gquestions which will force themselves on to the agenda with the first
political crisis.”

Engels centres his criticism on the concrete question of the democretic Ttepublic which he
defines as 'the specific form of the dictatorship of the proletariat':

"This abandomment of the future of the movement, which they are sncrificing to the pres-
ent, all this is perhaps done with the best of intentions. But it is and remains opp-
ortunism. ‘'well meant' opportunism is perhaps the most dangerous of all."

This text was not published until ten years later. After Engel's death, the leadership of
Social Democratic Party buried itself more and more in 'the transitory interests of the
day, the chese after ephemeral success', in brief, the 'sacrifice of the future to the
present', to the point that his 'pressing concrete questions' presented themselves twenty
three years later on the agenda with the outbreak of the imperialist war.

Lenin traced beck this fundamental opportunism on the question of the state, and hence of
the dictatorship of the proleteriat, in the light of the betrayal of August 1914, if we may
put it that way. We fird in chapter VI of 'State ~nd Revolution' all the milestones of
this 'vulgerisation of Marxism'. Kautsky avoided or omitted constantly the question of
the state in his works whether in 1899, 19C1 or 1909. He talked about the 'conguest' of
the state, which opens tne door to all kind of ambiguities. In 1912 Kautsky's polemic ag-
ainst Pannekoek led Kautsky to pronounce agninst the destruction of the state when he was
directly confronted with it. As Lenin quoted in 'State and Revolution':

"Up to now, wrote Knutsky, the opposition between Socisl Democrats and anarchists was
that the fommer wented to win state power while the latter wished to destroyt it."

The passage which Lenin quoted perfectly exposes the complete collapse into opportunism of
the social-democratic leaders in 1912, two years before the events which were %o 'write
the concrete gquestions on the agenda':

"The role of the mass strike can never be to destroy the state power; itsonly object can
be to make the government give way on some specific question, or to replace a govern-
ment hostile to the proletariat by one willing to meet it half way... But never under
any circumstances, can it lead to the destruction of the state power; it can lead only
to a certain shifting of the balance of forces within the state power... The aim of

our political struggle remains, as in the past, the conguest of state power by winning
a majority in parliament and by raising parliament to the level of nmaster of the govern-
ment." (Quoted by Lenin in 'State and Revolution', chapter VI, from Kautsky's book,
'The Premises of Socialism').

This was the political condition of the man to whom Fngels had written twenty years earlier
thet, in order to advance towards socialism, it was necessary 'to blow up this old envelope
with as ruch violence as a lobster bursts its old shell'. Such is the psychology of the
bureauerat who counterposes the 'shifting of the balance of forces within the state power'
to the class struggle. From 1875 to 1917, therefore, from Marx and Engels to Lenin, the
question of questions from which 'tensions and fissures' and then necessary splits arise
within the workers' movement is that of the destruction of the state and of the dictator-
ship of the proletariat. And we can certainly surmarise the Marxist position in the words
of Emile Bottigelli in his 1949 preface to Marx's 'Critique of the Gotha Programme' in
'"Bditions Sociales' published by the Corrunist Party of France.

10,
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The opportunisn which rnvaged the Second Internntional and destroyed it as a revolution-
ary orgarisation, incidentally stimulated anarchist and anarcho-syndiecalist theories. They
aimed at the destruction of the bourgeois state but replied with confusion of silence to
the problem of the tr=nsition from one society to the other whichk was posed by Marx.

Lenin pointed out th-t Engels described the anmarchists' iden of the atolition of the state
n8 confused and not revolitionery, He counter-poscs the nanglé fron which Marx snd Bngels
attacked the anarchists to that of the officisl socis] democrncy. He contrests such form~
ulations as 'Have these gentlemwn over seen @ revolution? A revolution is certainly the
most guthoritariaa thing there is..., The victorious party must maintain its rule by means
of the terror which its om's inspire in the reactionaries', to 'we accept the state, the
anarchists do not'.

The Third International did not have sufficient tine to win the amarchist militants to the
nacessity for the dictatorship of ths proletariat, starting from its conviction of the
necessity to destroy the stete with which it correctly opposcd the social chauviniste.

Fifteen years later the rovolution and the civil werfin Spain gave practical confimmetion
of the theoretical gulf which ynwns in anarchisn betWeen the desfruction of the power of
the bourgeois state and the ezercise by the prolétariat of its own power., Those who do
not ain consciously at the dictatorship of the proletariat can only dream about destroying
the bourgeois state but cannot seriously aim at it.

Trotsky frequently described anarchism in theory a8 nothing but libernlism pushed to its
extreme. Here 1s the report, of the meeting on July 19, 1936, when the workers' militias
were covering Spain, between the Catalan representative of the bourgeois state and the
anarchist leader Abad de Santillan. It comes from Abad de Santillan's book, 'Why We Lost
the War':

"Luis Companys, the President of the Generalitad summoned us to a meeting to find out
what we were intending to do. We arrived at the seat of the Catalan govermment with
our rifles in our hands, without having slept and without having shaved for several
days.,. Several members of the goverrmment of the autonomous region of Catalonia were
shivering with fright with white faces during an interview at which As caso was not
present. The governmentnl npnlace wne surrounded by the body-guard of the fighters who
had escorted us. Companys congratulated us on qur victory. We alone could have imposed
anything we wanted, could have declared the Generalitad to be abolished and have in-
stalled in its place the true power of the people.

But we did not believe in dictatorship when it was exercised against us and we did not
want it when we could have exercised it to the detriment of others. Thc Genermlitad
was to reamin, with President Campanys at its head, and the popular forces were to or-
ganise themselves in militiss to continue the struggle for the liberation of Spain.”

The bureaucratic degeneration of the first workers' State emables social democracy to
identify the hideous mask of St=linisw with the dictatorship of the proletariat. This is
another incidental reflex effect. When 'midnight sounds in the century', the dictatorship
c¢? the proletariat is opposed, within the ranks even of the revolutionary class, by the
corbined efforts of the leaders of St~linism, of social democracy =nd of anarchisn.

4. Stalinism Against the Dictatorship of the Proletariat
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Trotsky underlined in 193¢ %hc degeneration of “the first woricers' state. He went back to
the explanatory remarks of Lenin on what ﬁam‘?gﬁ;xd Engels had said about 'the withering
away of the state', which justifies the forrwla of Engels that 'it is no longer s state in
the proper sensc': #

"It has not even begun to wither amway, but worse, it has becowe an spparatus of coer-
cion without precedent in history, :

Far from being repl:ced by the amed people, the amy has formed a ceste of privileged
officers at the top of which W narshals have appeared, while the people 'exerting
their dictatorship with amma' find themselves denicd in U.S.S.R. even the possession
as so rmuch as a dagger,”

11.



The Inevitable Necessity for a Privileged Minority
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Trotsky goes back to and deepens the analysis of Lenin when he takes up 'the dual character

of the Soviet State', and at the same time expressed his 'regret' to the scholastics that
the reality does not fit their schemas: ;

"The workers' state, the State of the dictatorship of the proletariat, has the task of
of preparing for its own abolition., This task results from its primary function but
none the less is obsolutely of its essence. The degree to which it can carry out this
derived task ennbles us to verify in a certain sense how successful it has been in
executing the dominant idea of constructing a society without classes and without mat-
erial contradictions. Bureaucratism and harmonising society are in inverse proportion
to each other". ('Revolution Betrayed') And Trotsky also said 'The policeman will be
the master of man to the extent that man has not sufficiently become the master of
nature,!

The problen here is to draw out all the conclusions from the famous principle which Marx
laid down in 1875:

"Law can never raise itself above the economic regime or the cultural development con-
ditioned by this regime,"

Lenin went on to explain that, when we say "law", we are saying "an apparatus of repression
imposing its norms".  Such, therefore, is the dual character of the Soviet State. It is
socislist to the extent that it defends collective property in the means of productiom. It
is bourgeois to the extent that the distribution of goods takes place according to capital-
ist standards of value with 21l the consequences which flow from this fact.

But "the duality of the functions of the state cammot fail to reveal itself in the structure
of the state". "If the state of the armed workers is completely consistent with its pur-
poses when it is a matter of defending socinlised property against counter-revolution, it

is completely inconsistent with its purposes when it is a matter of regulating inequality s
in the sphere of consupption. Those who have no property are not inclined to create priv-
ileges and defend them. The majority cannot show itself to be concerned about the inter-
ests of the minority. The workers' stete has to defend 'bourgeois law' ~nd finds itself
obliged to create an organ of 'bourgeois' type, in short to go back to the policeman and
give him a new uniforn."

The classless society presupposes that democracy is suppressed by the absorption of the
state into society, so that a society is reached which administers itself, without any

need of a guardian or of a 'special power of repression', even though it be directed ag-
ainst a minority.

The Soviet democracy is the lever or,as Trotsky calls it, the 'stimulator' of production.
Tt organises the state or rather, in Lenin's words, 'the semi-state', which is the workers'
state., When the workers' state encourages and stimulates everybody to produce as much as
they can, so that the producers are their own salvation, the workers' state 'cannot avoid

having recourse to the methods of renumeration for work which capitalism has elaborated,
while it modifies and mitigates then'.

In other words when militants influenced by bourgeois or Stalinist propaganda demand
'guarantees' against burcaucratic deformation in the workers' state, as they often do, it
amounts to denying in an idealistic way what Trotsky called in 'Revolution Betrayed', 'the
inevitable necessity of forming and maintaining a privileged minority, as long as it is not

possible to ensure real equality', along with the necessary transitional period of dictat-
orship of the proletariat.

Trotsky explains that after the seizure of power, bureaucratic tendencies to stifle society
will appear everywhere, even in the most developed capitalist countries. They will do so
t6 the same extent as this semi-state is necessary, this semi-state which, while it en-

ables the most democratic political regime in history to exist, is none the less - a democ-
racy.

People who recoil from the absence of supra-historical 'guarantees' against bureaucracy,
idealists, are showing the same petty-bourgeois fear of the practical necessitics of the
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revolution ns the anarchists show., The anarchists demanded that when the workers had once
taken the power from the bourgeoisie they should lay down their arms instead of defending
that power by their dictatorship. Marx attecked them for this.

That is not where the key to the problem is to be found. On the one hand, 'the poorer is
the society which is born from the revolution, the more severely and unrelentingly this law
ot show itself, the more brutal will be the forms which the bureaucracy must adopt and
the nore dangerous to the development of socialism it will become'.

On #% oth.r hand, this law cen only be directly counteracted, especially, by the develop~
reet of the revelution on the international seale in the advanced capitalist countries. This
woeulidl permit a gigantic lemp forward of the productive forces. It would reinforce the
'sngielist tendencies' in the scomi-state, those which drive it to its own extinction. The

end f 'the struggle of all agsinst all' means the end of all necessary coercion, even dem-
ogr-*ic coercion.

Tren »nd only then will it become possible to speak of liberty in cormunist % rms and not
in the terms of the cnpitalist, the hurcaucrat or the petty-bourgois, who cannot imagine
that liberty can exist without a noliceman to gurrantee it.

"In a more advenccd phese of communist society, when the enslaving subjugation of indiv-
iduals to the divisior »f Iabour, and thereby the antithesis between intellectual and
physical labour, 7°s disnpreared; when labour is no longer just a means of keeping
alive but has becone itself a vital need; when the all-round development of individ-
uals has also increased their productive powers and all the springs of co-operative
wealth flow more abundantly - only then can society wholly cross the narrow horizon of
bourgeois right and inscribe on its banner, 'From each according to his abilities, to
each according fo his needs'," (Marx: 'Critique of the Gotha Programme')

The Stalinists A§a3nst the Dictatorship of the Proletariat and the Workers' United Front
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The isolation of the Russian Revolution and the delay of the West in coming to the help of
the first proletarlan dictatorship, than%s to the treachery of the social-democratic lead-
erships, have had a drammtic result. What the Bolshevil's expected to be a truce has become
a *historic period'. The struggle for the necessities of life subdues the working class and
the masses to their daily toil. In contradiction there arises the over-developed power of
the 'privileged minority' with which the 'bourgeois state without & bourgeoisie' cannot
dispense.

We do not rely soley on objective factors to explain the degeneration of the workers!'
state, and we should gravely vulgarise Marxism and show that we totally mis-understood
what the workers?® state is if we did so.

The sufferings which the revolutionary mrsses endured and their heroism in the revolution
and the civil war to bring into existence and defend the workers! state did not fall into
apathy suddenly, Thore can be no separating the combativity of the soviet rnasses, in par-
tigular, from the formation of their consciousness by the Bolsheviks, in all their pro-
gramnatic speeches and governmental acts, which explained thet the first proletarian dic-
tatorship in Russia opensc the era of the world proletarian revolutiom.

Trotsky emphasised 'two dates to be remenbered' in the rise of the bureaucracy. In 1923,
*the attention of the Soviet workers was passionately concentrated on Germany where the
wgrkers seemed to be stretching their hands out towards power. The panic retreat of the

G rman Cormumist Party was a painful disappointment for the worker-masses of the U.S.S.R..
That was when the campaign of the bureaucracy against 'the permanent revolution' and the
first defeats of the Opposition began. Then in 1926 - 27, there was a 'new rise of hope:
this time all eyes were turned to the East, where the drama of the Chinese revolution wns
unfolding¥. After the defeat in China, which St~lin organised, 'a frozen wave of disen-
chantment passed over the Soviet masses!.

The bureaucracy begnn to arrest the oppositionists. There can be no better way to express
that the two 'tendencies' at work in the workers' state are the particular expression of

the world cless struggle. The defents »nd the retreat of the world proletarist comforted
and re-inforced everything bourgeois in this 'bourgeois stote without a bourgeoisie'. The
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proletarian dictatorship and the vanguard of the rzewolutionary workers are organically
linked to the movement of the world proletariat.

In this way the defeats of the world proletariat, to which the bureavcracy itself contrib-
uted, emboldened the bureaucrncy to drive the worlers out of the control of their state,
at first by cunning and then brutally. At the moment when help from the world proletar-
int seemed most remote, the burcaucracy declared: 'The gpposition is prepnred to throw us
into a world war for the sake of the intermational revdlution. Enough upheavals. We have
earned some rest. We shall build the socialist society at home. Rely on us, your lead-
ers'. This propaganda about 'rest' which cemented a bloc of the officials and the offic-
ers, without any doubt found an echo among weary workers, and even more in the peasant
masses' ('Revolution Betrayed')

The 'new ruling layers had its ideas, its sentiments, and what is most important, its own
interests,' ‘

These interests, within the U.S.S.R,, are in daily contradiction to those of the dictator-
ship of the proletariat. The bureaucracy raises them against the movement of the masses
towards the dictatorship of the proletariat in Europe and the world.

The struggle of Stalinism against the revolution has had variations adapted to meet differ-
ent circumstances. It is not without interest to recall these varisations, before we
tackle the 'polemics' of today about the dictatorship of the proletariat.

Stalin nnd the Kremlin bureaucracy have used two divisive instruments against the proletar-
ian revolution. In appearance these two are opposed to each other, but in reality they
both serve the same object. In 1933 = 34 the Stelinist parties addressed an ultimatum to
all the vorkers who were not organised in the Cormunist Partics, to declare themselves
for the 'dictatorship of the proletariat'; they counter-posed this to the class-unity of
the proletariat against the bovurgeoisie. As was exnected, the brond masses of the workers
refused to obey the orders of the Stalinist huresucrats, a refusal for which the bureau-
crats were prepared. They systematically accused the workers not merely of opportunism
but of 'fascism'. The Stalinists threw indiscriminately into one sack 21l the bourgeois
parties together with the mass of social-democratic workers, whom they found guilty of
'treachery'. They labelled the sack, 'Fascists and Social-Fascists'. This Stalinist tac-
tic clearly was in opposition to all the gains from experience of workers' struggles, and
particularly as it was expressed in the theses of the Fourth Congress of the Communist In-
ternational on the 'unity of the proleterian front', that is, the workers' united front.

In this first counter-revolutionary variant, the bureaucracy used the Stalinist party as a
battering ram to break up the growing regroupment of the elass and to discourage its spon-
taneous seeking for unity. It orginised provocation, the ultimatun to the social-democ~
racy which it treated as 'social-fascism' against workers' democracy. The workers' van-
guard was consciously cut off from the mass and directed against the nass which was held
to blame for the delay in the seizure of power. This was the way in which Stalin closed
the road to the German revolution, exhausting the German proletariat in internal struggles
and provocations which opened the road to Hitler.

The coming to power of the 'brown plague' provoked a sharp reaction throughout the working
class of Burope, especially in France and Spain, and a passionate desirenot to 'let pass'
the fascist rabble.

Then the Stalinist bureaucracy replaced their adventurist commands ('Soviets everywhere')
with popular fronts, a new form of division.

The 'dictatorship of the proletariat' which yesterdny they had promised for tomorrew, and
which they used as a provocation agninst the united front, was put off for the indefinite
future, on the ground that before it must come numerous snd undefined intermediary stages.
What had now hecome most urgent was the widest possible alliance between the workers' par-
ties and the parties which the Stalinist bureaucracy baptised as 'progressive', against the
fascist menace. As before, it was against the united front and against marshalling the
proletariat as a class that the Popular Front wns directed. There was, however, this dif-
ference. The Popular Front ceame into existence as a direct obstncle to the revolutionary
rising tide. It had to he presented »s the united front, and ~t the beginning, moreover,
in 1934, it bluntly usurped the very nesme, 'united front'.
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Thus we can see the same specialists in counter-revolution passing in turn from one 'per-
iod' to another, from a 'sectarian' slogen to a 'unitary' one, but the two tunes both play-
ed on the same counter-revolutionary key-board.

In France and Italy at the time of the Liberation the Stalinists made themselves respon-
sible for the reconstruction of the bourgeois state, which would not have been possible
without them. They then put forward a third variant, that of the -'sacred union', the un-
ion of the nation, the gathering together of all Frenchmen. Maurice Thorez called for
~'only one police force, only one amy, only .one State'.

We are now in a new period of the world revolution. We can now see-how the Stalinist bur-
eaucracy gets into the position of weaving together, of simultaneously or in combination

using these three different variants of its counter-revolutionary policy against the prolet-
ariat.
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There was an article in the 'Intern~tional Herald Tribune' of March 18, 1976, by Victor
Zorza, which gave an interesting view of the discussions between the Kremlin chiefs and
the secretary-general of the Italian Communist Party.

"When the Italian Communist leader, Enrico Berlinguer, used the word 'pluralism' a mur-
nmur ran round the hall, to indicate to him the hostility of his hosts to this term,
according to the report which the Itnlian delegation mnde. In the soviet political
dictionary, 'pluralism' is a dirty word. Moscow regards it as a capitalist strategem
intended to induce the Soviet Union to authorise the existence of several parties and
thus to destroy the Soviet system.

But the Kremlin was obliged to publish the full text of Berlinguer's speech, in the
Soviet press, The Italian delegntion went through it with a fine tooth-comb before
they approved the Soviet translation. But the word had disappeared.

The Russians replaced it with the word 'multi-form' which lacks the explosive resomance
of 'pluralist'. They explained to the Italian delegation that, in Russian 'pluralism®
is used a2s a philosophic term, and that it could confuse the readers. The Italians
accepted the modification. None the less their experts in Soviet affairs kmew perfect-
ly well that the word 'pluralist' had been used, as a political term, in the Soviet
press., This incident tells us something about the Italian Communist leaders as well

as about the Soviet leaders. As Berlinguer said recently, there are some people in

the West who hope that the Italian Comrunists are acting as a 'fifth colurm' in the
inside of the Soviet system., As for him, he refuses to act like that."

AS we know, the political 'pluralism' that Enrico Berlinguer talks about goes under the
title of 'the historic compromise' and means the alliance of all the Italian bourgeois and
workers' parties, which arc spoken of as the 'constitutional spectrum'. This sacred union,
which exists today in the form of the reactionary Christian Democratic govermment, support-
ed by a 'governmental pact' which joins it to the Italian Comrmunist Party, is aimed direct-
ly against the Italian working class, The Italian working class is moving in the direction
of sweeping away the Christian Democratic 'order' which rests on the corrupt parliamentar-
ism at the top of the bourgeois state.

'"Pluralism' of that kind is certainly not going to embarrass the Kremlin bureaucracy, which
is the organiser of defeats of the world proletariat, which is strengthened by those de-
feats and which has everything to fear from the proletarian revolution in Burope.

But none the less the simple word 'pluralism' raises a spectre before their eyes. It is
the spectre of the re-birth in the U.S.S.R. of the proletarian democracy which it has
crushed beneath its jack-boots, with its firing squads and in its camps. It is the spectre
of the working class calling into question the monopoly of political expression which the
bureaucracy keeps to itself and defends with its police. The whole forward march of the
political revolution for thirty years in the U.S.S.R. and in Eastern Europe is expressed
particularly in the search by amore or less conscious vanguard for the right of expression
independently of the bureaucracy.
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The 'pluralism! which the bureaucracy fears above all is that which arises and will arise
from the political revolution, =and which the Transitional Programme expresses:

"The strugzle for the freedom of the trade unions ~nd tre factory committees, for the
right of assembly and the freedom of the press, will unfold in the struggle for the re-
generation and development of Soviet democTaCye.. The workers and peasants themselves,
by their own free vote, will indicate what parties they recognise as soviet parties."

Tt is certain that that is not the kind of plurnlism that the Stalinist Berlinguer wants to
see in the U,S.S.R., while he is fully engaged in blocking the road to the proletarian rev-
olution in Italy, where every step forward of the political revolution in the UsSaSuRs will
encourage the Italian workers to break through his road-blocks. This is why this ling-
uistic quarrel in Moscow could so smoothly be settled.

Today we hear of nothing but the 'polemics' between the Kremlin Stalinists and the 'Euro-
Stalinists!, the proclamations of independence by Buropean Stalinist Parties. Te can
start by clcaring away all confusion on one point. Today as yesterday, there is perfect
agreement between Stalinists on the objective which they are pursuing. It is to dam up,
to block the proletarian revolution in Western and in Eastern Europe alike.

One after another during the last two years the Stalinist parties in Portugal, France,
Spain, Japan and Britain have abandoned the simple reference in their statutes to the ob-
jective of the dictatorship of the proletariat. At the end of summer 1975 there appeared
inspired articles in the official press of the U.S.S.R. defending as a question of prin-
ciple the necessity for the working-class in all countries to have recourse to 'violence!,
to the 'dictatorship' to bring about and to maintain its power.

The Twenty-second Congress of the Communist Party of France abandoned the reference to the
dictatorship of the proletariat at the beginning of 1976, 'Pravda' published on March 17,
1976 a speech by Suslov denouncing 'those who slander real socialism and try to sweep
away the revolutionary essence and bring ham to the cause of the working class'.

Formal 'Contradictions'

was chanting its verses from March 15 - 20:
"Soviet Communism represents the best model of communisn (Vasil Bilak - Czechoslovakia )"

"A particularly violent attack on tanti-commmnists', who 'try to find compromises on
questions of principle such as proletarian internstionalisn and the dictatorship of the
proletariat! has recently been launched at Ostrava by M, Josef Kermy, member of the
Presidium and secretary of the Czechoslovak Comrunist Paxrty".

"At Plovdiv, the secretary of the Cormrunist Party of Bulgaria, M. Todor Jivkov, attack-
ed those who had modified the 'Internationale', turning into a vulgar pop tune". (From
'Le Quotidien de Paris', March 15, 1976)

Another analytical element comes into the calculation here. The Communist Parties of
Western Burope want to abolish the notion of the 'dictatorship of the proletariat' because
it evokes the proletarian revolution. The Kremlin bureaucracy regards the notion of the
'dictatorship of the proletariat' as synonymous with its absolute power in the U.S.S.R.

and that of the satellite bureaucracies in Eastern Europe. There is danger in playing with
fire. The formula of 'dictatorship of the proletariat', identified with the monopoly of
political power which it exercises hns to be preserved. This 'contradiction' between the
Corrmunist Parties and the Krenlin bureaucracy is only a formal one. It results from the
particular conditions in which they each operate one and the same counter-revolutionary
policye.

Tn 'France Nouvelle! of January 24, 1976 an article by Yvonne Queles ammounced that the
concept' of the dictatorship of the proletariat, '1ike everything else that lives', has to
develop and to die. She went on:

"In this connection, we are really obliged to note the kind of stupor, more or less
assuned, in which nost of the communistologists seem to have been thrown by the latest
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television appearance of Georges Marchais. It shows at least a hasty and superficial
annlysis of the determined and resolute advance of the Corrunist Party along a road
which Maurice Thorez hrd ~lrendy foreseen at the end of the war.

But something hrs completely changed between that time »nd this. What was then fore-
seen as a possibility hos now become a necessity. For France socinlisn will be app-
roached by way of the democratic choice of a majority or not at all."

What Thorez foresaw is in his decl-ration to the London 'Times' in 1947, according to which
'we can conceive of the ~dvance to socialism being by other rords than that followed by

the Russian Communists. In 1966, 'Editions Socirles' reproduced tho Botigelli preface to
the 1949 edition of the 'Critique of the Gotha Programme', which we have already quoted.

It treated this 'presentiment' of Thorez as completely justifying the dictatorship of the
proletariat:

"Bu? %ooking.for 'specific routes' which make the approach to socialism less arduous
(Dlmltrov) in no way means that it is possible to pass over to socinlism without

suppressing class antagonisnms. And that cannot be done without the dictatorship of the
proletariat".

Yet once more we nay leave aside the 'theoretical' wrappings which the ideologists of the
bhureaucracy apply to their 'polemics' with the 'communistologues' about the 'presentiments’
of Marchais. Let usg look for the real rmotive forces of the contradictions which are ex-
pressed within the international apparatus of the Kremlin.
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So what is it that has chenged in the intermational situation, and gspecially for the Krem-
lin bureaucracy, between those days and the present?

Between those days and the present the world order of the counter-revolution which was con-
structed at Yalta and Potsdam has entered into its phasc of break-up.

Between those days and the present the class struggle has called into question the agree-
ments which were made between the great imperinlisms and Stalin, on the backs of the work-

ing class and the oppressed people, in Western Europe, in Eastern Burope, in China and in
the former colonies of imperialism.

Between those days snd the present the revolution has gone round the undertakings of 5Stelin
and has exproprinted imperinlism in China., The revolutionsry war in North Vietnam and the
collapse of the comprador regirme in South Vietnam have inflicted new defeats upon it.

Between those days and the present the political revolution ronfronted the Kremlin hureau-
cracy in 1953 with the direct threat of the destruction of this buresucracy with a return to
soviets, with the conguest nnd the re-conquest by the proletariat of the U.S.S.R. and the
countrics of the East of their political power.

Between those days and the present the bureaucracy has had to abandon the policy of 'press-
ure' on imperialism by which Stalin 'negotinted the price of his counter-revolutionary ac-—
tion'. Those were the days when Maurice Thorez, the minister of General De Gaulle, could
exploit to the full the credit of the October Revolution and the victory of the Soviet
masses at Stalingrad,to oblige the French proletariant to accept the reconstruction of the
bourgeois state. Thorez called on the workers to 'roll their sleeves up' in the name of
the dictatorship of the prolctariat 4u ¥ - v o gR, .rd i thr ii-+-*-rship of the prolet-
ariat to come in France, while the Stalinists denounced strikers as agents of the trusts.

Between those days and the present, the spectre of cémwunism, of the real dictatorship of
the proletariat has begun to make its appearance in Berlin, Budapest and Prague and is
naunting the outskirts of the Hremlin.

The margin of manoeuvre which the bureaucracy used to have, the possibility of a policy of
'pressure', of a 'controlled mobilisation! of the messes by its national agenciss, to con-
vince the imperinslists to make deals with the bureaucracy, all this has disappeared. They
all pre-supposed thnt there was in the prolutariat no serious idea of political independ-
ence from the burcaucracy. All those strikes in 1947, 1953, »rd 1955 in Western Burope,
1like the strikcs and uprisings in the East (1953 - 1956) have wrecked this Stalinist policy.
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Between those days and the present the Stalinist bureaucracy has had to line itself up
totally with the requirements of imperialism, and primarily American imperialism, as the
front rank of world counter-revolution.

'The Spirit of Helsinki!

Between those days and ours, the world crisis of the capitalist mode of production has be-
gun to strike directly at all the economies, This crisis was deferred after the war by the
monstrous support of the armaments economy and by inflationary palliatives which could only
prepare a greater conflagration. One after another, the Bonn-Moscow agreements, the Bonn-
Warcaw agreements, the declarations of Kissinger, of Nixon, of Ford, of Carter, the Hel-
sinki agreements - all hit the same nail: the penetration into U,S.S.R., Bastern Europe and
China of imperialist commodities and capital must be speeded up; the markets which have es-
caped from the orbit of imperialist exploitation must be re-integrated in it. This is the
'spirit of Helsinki'. We may judge from the following quotation what contradictions the
bureaucracy has to deal with. The quotation comes from an article in 'Le Monde' in June
1976, devoted to the situation in Hungary at the moment when the Hungarian Stalinist Pres-
ident, Gyorguz Lazar, was a guest at a banquet of the C,N.P,F., the organisation of the big
employers in France.

The article is entitled, 'Hungary is moving towards an economy of hard work':

"Our object, declares M. Gzdo (of the national office of the Flan) is to direct man=pow-
er towards firms which =re =f{Ticient or which ought to increase their output.. The
maintenance of full employmont is the business of the central govermment snd not that
of individual firms. Me insisted thet this means that employers must not retain wage-
earners whom they 4o not nead.

The same concern to reform the balance of external payments by an increase in productiv-
ity has led the government to project for the next five-year plan a slowing up of pur-
chasing power and a better distribution of incomes.”

We might that Messrs., Lazar and Gado had followed with deep anguish the results of the
efforts of their Polish colleagues. They too had the same ambition to make the working
class accept 'a slowing up of purchesing power, in that very same month of June, 1976. With-
out doubt all the 'naticnal' bureaucracies, and that in the U.S.S.R. most of all, saw many
of their hopes shattered ~t Ursus and Radom, just as pitilessly as at Gdansk five years
before. Tre working class will not allow the bureaucracy to apply the decisions contained
in the 'Helsinki baskets' without resistance.

Between those days and ours, what has changed is that a new period of the proletarian revo-
lution opened in 1968. The class struggle of the proletariat no less than the crisis of the
capitalist mode of production are exerting incressing pressures on the Kremlin bureaucracy
and cracking its monolithic internationnl edifice with fissures.

The period which opened in 1968 concentrates all the contradictions which accumulated during
the preceding periods. The characteristics of the Stalinist bureaucracy, that of a historic
accident, of usurpation, of duplicity and of fraud, of a cancer on the body of the workers'
state, are all projected now to the front of the stage.

Let us recall the judgment and the forecast of Trotsky:

"Its leaders have betrayed the revolution of October but they have not yet overthrowm it.
The revolution has a great capacity for resistance which co-incides with the new prop-
erty-relations, with the living force of the proletariat, the consciousness of its best

elements, with the hopeless situation of world capitslism and the inevitability of the
world revolution.

The counter-revolution going towards capitalism will heve to smash the resistance of
the workers., The workers going towards socislism will have to overthrow the bureau-
cracy. The question will be definitively settled by the strugele of two living forces
on the national and international arena,"

Must the bureaucracy today t=ke definite steps in the direction of restoring capitalism?
How can it,in the face of the proletariat? How can it not take them, in the face of the
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demands, the pressures and the compulsions which imperialism has at its command?

Some of the bureaucr~ts say that to keep things as they are, to maintain the status quo, is
to prepare an explosion. Others say that to modify the relation of forces, to provoke the
proletariat, means to prepare for an adventure. The discussions which went on before the
ans went into Prague, the successive retreats in Poland, the various hesitations about
the srale on which to mount repressions, are milestones along the tortuous road of the bu-
reaucracy. They bear witness to the lines of contradiction within the bureaucracy in the
face of the rising revolution in Eastern and Western Europe.

Today these lines of fracture within the Kremlin bureaucracy are being extended into its
national agencies. Conversely, the consequences of the class struggle in each country for
the Stalinist parties are a source of particular contradictions which lead each of these

parties to take its place and play its own role in the crisis of the international appar-
atus.

Is it surprising that the leaderships of the big Stalinist parties in Western Burope and
Japan, which are responsible for defending the bourgeois order in its key sectors, are
located today principally in the most openly restorationist 'shading' of the Kremlin, en-
courage it and urge it to be more determined? Are not they better fitted than anyone to
gauge the urgency for the whole imperialist system to enjoy still great goodwill from the
bureaucracy? After all, they are the people who have to attend to all the contradictions
on their bourgeoisies in their state of decomposition.

At the same time, we can easily understand that many of the leading Stalinists in the
U.S.5.R., Czechoslovakia, Poland and Hungary are less enthusiastic about strong action
because they recognise what would be the consequences for them of any offensive against
the working-class. That they call this conservatism 'a defence of the principles of Marx-
ism', or of those of 'internntionalism', or of 'the dictatorship of the proletarint' has
as little importance in itself as the opposed theoretical pretensions of the other frac-
tions.

This support which the Communist Parties of Europe and of Japan bring to the most restora-
tionist wing of the bureaucracy is a first insight into the concealed motives behind what
look like 'polemics' about the dictatorship of the proletariat.

The 'Polemics' of Summer 1975

— o - s e e e e mm wm ew omm .

There is also another insight. During summer and autumn 1975 we heard the French and the
Portugie seStalinist parties in chorus against the social-democracy about the 'Republica'
affair. At this period, too, articles apneared in the U.S.S.R. about the 'violence' to
which we have referred.

The two parties in Portugal and France have both 'given up the concept' of the dictator-
ship of the proletariat. The two parties in Spain and Italy had likewise discarded this
embarrassing 'concept', but they defended the right of 'Republica' to appear. Each of
these parties had its own reasons for what it was saying. All of their reasons were equ-
ally reactionary - which in no way prevented us from taking advantage of the contradictions
between them.

Let us look for a moment at the contradictions of the Portuguese and French parties. The
Portuguese Stalinists had to do their utmost to divide the proletariat which had just given
a Communist Party = Socialist Party majority to the Constituent Assembly. Their job was to
clear the way for the military men of the Armed Forces Movement to 'restore order'. That
explains the provocation against the Socialist Party, which they accused of playing the
game of fascism,

The French Stalinists had to do their utmost to divide the workers in order to turn back
the current which had shown itself in the working class in the Presidential elections, in
anticipation of the legislative elections and in the class struggle, to bring into being a
united front ageinst the Fifth Républic. This is why they were polemicising against the
Portuguese and French Socinlist Parties, of which they made an amalgam to suit these par-
ticular needs.

They had to do this = just ns they did several times and again in summer 1977 - within the
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framework of preserving the Union of the Left - Popular Front as a necessary obstacle to
the revolution.

We can see that these 'polemics' are borrowed from the well-tried arsenal of division of
which we have spoken. They are a feeble echo from the epoch of 'social-fasecism' blended
with the necessities of preparing the popular front, the last defence against the revolu-
tion. There is one difference. They no longer launch these accusations against the soc-
jal-democratic parties in the name of the 'dictatorship of the proletariat', as they did
in the 1930's. Let us repeat, theory has nothing to do with it.

"Pravda' and 'Izvestia' rush into the battle with their declarations about 'revolutionary
violence' because their language is not restreined by the same considerations. Behind
the medley of appearances and the deliberate confision about words there lies the same
reality, that of = Stalinist apparatus in crisis which has to prepare and prepare itself
for the counter-revolution. Now let us come to another aspect of this 'abandonment' of
the 'concept'! of the dictatorship of the proletariat, as Althusser would call it, and
which is by no means the least.
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The proximity of the proletarian revolution in France and in Furope is going to lead the
Steiinist parties into open struggle against the tendency of the proletariat to establish
and to centralise its Soviet forms of organisation of the 'institutions' of workers' power.

The ; have to get their apparatus ~nd their militants ready to fight this movement towards
setting up organs of workers' power at each moment in the concrete forms which it will
adopt. All the more it has %o prepare its apparatus and its militants to hunt out every
conscious expression of this movement, to go after every conscious defender of the dictat-
orship of the proletariat within the workers' movement as an 'agent of the bourgeoisie' and
an enemy of 'socialism in the colours of France. This is what people like Juquin, Prevost
and Quiles try to hint in the articles which they write to order.

This is the sense of the ridiculous declarations by Marchais and the other leaders of
French Stalinism about the 'collectivism! of Giseard., This is the sense of the insults
which Marchais hurls at those who 'cling to the concept of dictatorship’:

"Do you believe that you will get to socialism by this road? On the contrary I can tell
you that you will certainly be contributing to kecping the bourgeoisie in power"
('Le Figaro', April 26, 1977). '

Juquin says today that wanting the dictatorship of the proletariat is not wanting to go to
socialism,. .

We are talking here about large scale preparations. The Stalinist apparatus is going to
have to stand up to the revolutionary proletariat in cach country. It is going to have to
counterpose !'thorough democracy' (2bout which Marchais and Berlinguer have been making dec-—
larations) to the revolutionary dictatorship, to the 'direct initiative not resting on any
law', which comes up from below, to use Lenin's words,

The Stalinists are getting ready to counterpose to the movement towards collectivism, that
is the expropration of the capitalists and the seizure of the means of production by the
working class, the promises which Marchais, thet 'thorough democrat! mede to the confer-
ence of the C,N.P.F., the big employers' organisation. Following the no less democratic
Mitterand, he promised:

"As far as the private sector is concerned, the new laws which our programme proposes
will not call into question the authority of the heads of undertakings." ( 'L'Human-
ite', April 22, 1977)

In fact it is precisely this question = who has the authority in the factory? Who has the
authority in the whole of society? Is it the workers or is it the employers? that the
class struggle will pose in the entire coming period.

What is more the Ctalinists are trying to kill two birds with one stone as they take their
calculated steps forward. On the one hand they want to discredit and to fight against the
dictatorship of the proletariat and collectivism as the political aim which the revolution
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will counterpose to the Popular Front and to 'thorough democracy'. On the other hand they
want partly to disown the crimes of Stelinism in which the whole French Stalinist apparat-
us is deeply implicated and which they loudly applauded. They will do all this while they
protect the Kremlin bureaucracy on the essential point and spare it any hindrance in its
repression of the militants in the U.S.S.R. ~nd in the Eastern countries.

Kanapa wrote an article in 'L'Humanite' of February 3, 1977 as a contribution to the inter-
national 'polemic' to meet these different requirements:

"People must not say to us, 'It is all very well for you to talk about socialism but
you have not yet constructed it.' Because we are struggling and we are calling upon
the workers to struggle for socinlism in the hard conditions of capitalism. Socialism
id our business too. When having said thnt we talk about our history it is true that
we also find errors and mistekes., Not to stir up the pest or out of academic interest-
we are not here for that - but from political vigilance. For the prst includes some
lessons which come not by accident but are fundemental. In particular they are about
the relations which should join socialism and democracy.

It is our opinion that socialism is and should be tthorough democracy'. Our XXII Con-
gress amde this the axis of its work, Tt means the continual flourishing of individual
and collective liberties and the active participation of the members of the new society
in the discussion and the leadership of political affairs... This besides conforms to
our idesl - and it is in the name of that ideal that the XX Congress of the Communist
Party of the Soviet Union, more than twenty years ago, rightly denounced the practices
of Stalinism., This is why we can see no justification for replacing repression (cen-
sorship, discrimination, trials and penal sanctions) for the discussion on the spot of
those who express and circulate opinions different from those of the govermment and
of the party in this or that socialist country, or for not sufficiently using the means
which exist (institutions, organisation and press) to give to the democratic debate the
breadth and fruitfulness which it should have."

The alert 'theoretician' Pierre Juquin has struck a blow against this:

"Tn 1956 , the XX Congress of the C.P.S.U. criticised the 'Stalin Period'. What happen-
ed then in the course of the preparation of the dictatorship of the proletariat in the
Soviet Union is rich in lessons for us French today, and Georges Marchais has summar-
ised thems..

The 'Stalinist' errors »nd crimes do not call into question this revolutionary choice
(vy Lenin) ... The study of them contains general lessons for our party."

ILet us note in passing that Juquin thinks that there are 'genernl lessons' to be drawn
from 'the study of the crimes', which is not at all the same thing as 'the study of the
errors', but events follow ench other so quickly that we cannot blame a Stalinist for get-
ting the variants of his lies mixed up. Juquin went on:

"Important and instructive as were the negative aspects of the historic forms which the
dictatorship of the proletariat took, they have by no means determined the decisions of
our XXII Congress. What has led to our decisions has been the examination of the
changes on the internmational nnd national levels which change the concrete conditions
of the revolution for France." (This quotation comes from 'Cahiers du Communisme',
July - August, 1976)

In short, Juguin doesn't agree with Kannpa but none the less he does agree with him just
a little bit. These are some of the facets of the contradictions and the real problems
which are involved in the 'polemic' about the dictmtorship of the proletariat. We must
now go on to examine the concrete manifestations of the real movement of the internmational
proletariat as it seeks the roads to its own power, and the policy of Marxists designed to
help this same movement to rnise the obstacles which are erected in its path.

So far in this article we hnve traced how Marx, Engels, Lenin and Trotsky posed the ques-
tion of the dictatorship of the proletarint, and how they polemicised fiercely against all
the revisionists and all the opportunists, the logic of whose position led to the preser-
vation of the bourgeois stnte. '

We have studied what the policy labelled 'Buro~Communism' of the Stalinist phrtieé in

21,



Europe nnd Japan really is. We have understood that the Stalinist parties of the USSR
and Eastern Burope are following the same unified counter-revolutionary policy of defence

of existing bourgeois regimes, while they have their own bureaucratic reasons for retain-
ing their references to the dict-torship of the proletariat, and are not really different

from those who have ceased to use that 'historic' reference.

Now we will tackle other nspects of the question and, in particular,deal with the idea that
the Stalinist partics could be aiming to get power in order to orghnise a 'reformist alter-
native',

Georges Marchais and Henrico Berlinguer issued a joint declaration on November 18, 1975,
when they defined the 'objective'! with which the French and Italian Stalinist parties are
to replace their 'former' references to the dictatorship of the proletsrist:

"Ttalian and French Com~unists believe that the ndvance to socimlism and the building of
the socinlist society which they propose as a perspective in their respective countries
has to be brought about within the framework of ~ continuing democratisation of econom-
ic, social and political life. Socinlism will be a higher stage of democracy and of
liberty, democracy carried through 'to the end'. In this spirit, all the liberties
which result either from the great bourgeois democratic revolutions or from the great
struggles of the people in the 20th century, the leadership of which has been taken
by the working class, must be guaranteed nnd developed."

They spoke of the 'socialist transformation' of society in these terms:

"This transformation can only be the work of wide-ranging struggles and powerful mass
movements which draw the majority of the people round the working class. It demands the
existence of democratic institutions which are fully representative of popular sover-
eignty, the guarantee and extension of their powers, the free exercise of universal
direct suffrage and proportional representation. Within this framework the two par-
ties, which have always respected and will respect the verdict of universal suffrage,
conceive the accession of the labouring classes to the leadership of the State."

6. 'Thorough Democracy', 'Burocommunism',.. and the Ligue Communiste Revolutionaire
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We have already seen how the Stalinist parties are pre-occupied above all with keeping the
existing regimes in Europe in their present state, to meet the needs of the Kremlin, and
are paying little heed to ensuring some 'theoretical' coherence in their efforts.

In France the P.C.F. is doing its utmost to prevent the pnrties of the Fifth Republic from
being defeated. Their defeat would inevitably lead to the collapse of this bastard Bonap-
artism. The election of a majority of deputies of the Socialist and Comrunist Parties
would be a considerable political victory for the working class and the exploited masses.
It would express the relation of real forces between the classes ~nd would give a national
and centralising political expression to the class struggles of the proletariat. It would
rouse the prolet~riat to sweep awny the debris of the Fifth Republic, to bring to power a
government of the workers' parties, the Socialist and Communist Parties, to form a new pow-
er, to construct 2 new state. The P.C.F. is unleashing all its forces to prevent this hap-
pening, but its policiecs are cnrefully disguised by all those whose mission it is to feed
the prejudices and illusions of the masses. Accordingly all the bourgeois journalists do
their utmost to present the attacks of Marchais on the Socirlist Party and on the aspira-

tions of the masses for the unity of the Socinlist and Communist Parties as 'hard' attacks
(against capitalism).

'Insignificant' Difficulties
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Large numbers of people reject the policy of division which aims at keeping Giscard and
Barre in power. Those bourgeois parties and newspapers which are always depicting Marchais

as if he were struggling for power are really helping Marchais to retnin the grip of the
P.C.F. on the working class.

In October 1977 Georges Marchais in Parlisment was denouncing a 'sterile and sustained!'
onnnﬁ}+4ﬂ“ *e Brrro. He introduced an alternative draft budget for the coming year, the
year for which Barre proposea an ‘austerivy buwdget', ‘regardless of whether it affected his
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clectornl chences'. Merchais! budget was remarkable in that it was not bagsed on the assump-
tion that the Barre government would be hrought down and was, in fact, to bhe carried out

by the present government of Bnrre. 1L'Thmanite' mnde this clenr on October 14, 1977, in
the strip-cartoon entitled 'Those Dreadful People’ (vhich is often revenling). In one of
the pictures, one of the 'drendful' Stalinists was handing Marchais' budget to Barre and
saying, 'Now here is a constructive budget. Why don't we discuss it?'

To be sure, the entire press from 'L'Humanite'’ to "Figaro! remembers nothing about this
incident except the budgetary proposals that were 'to the left' of the Socialist Party.
When the Socinlist Party sbstained from voting on the proposals of the P.C.F., the P.C.F.
attacked it for having made ‘s class choice' and '~ new turn to the right'. But these
bourgeois journslists are not the only ones who give to the P,C.F. = certificate that it
is trying to take the power and ‘'defeat the right'.

There are others too, who after mature consideration have reached the conclusion that the
leaders of the P.C.F. really want to occupy ministerial chnirs. We wish to discuss now
the analysis which the L.C.R. h~s made over the 1ast five years of the common programme of
the Union of the Left as an 'all-embracing reformist alternative', an analysis which re-
mains in force.

As we all know, this annlysis is counter-posed to that of the 0.C.I.. The 0.C.I, regards
the Union of the Left, with no barrier to the Right, and the alliance which extends through
the Communist Party and the Socislist Party to the left Radicals and the Left Gaullists,

as a new incarnation of the Popular Front. The 0.C.I. regaxds it as the counter-revolu-
tionary alliance of the workers' parties with the so-called 'democratic' parties of finamce-
capital, for the purpose of strangling the proletarian revolution.

As we all know, the presence of the left Radicals and Caullists create difficulties for
the L.C.R.'s theory of an 'all-embracing reformist alternative'. However, our theoretic-
jans have casily enough got rid of these theoretical 1gifficulties' by pronouncing them to
be 'insignificant'.

Let us see how Denis Berger justifics the support which the L.C.R. gives to the Union of
the Left, writing in 'Rouge' for October 20, 1977:

"The Union of the Left which sns agreed in 1972 does not appear to be like the alliances
of the past in any way, so great are the differences between today and 1936 or 1945."

None the less therc might well be militonts of the L.C.R. who were not impressed, because
they found this 'significent' supvort for 'insignificant' Left Radicals and Gaullists em-
barrassing. Denis Berger went on:

"A11 the same, we crmnot just repeat that neither the Communist Party, nor the Socialist
Party, nor the Rndicals, nor their common programme Aare the same as before. It is pre-
fermble to look for what is really new »nd what consequences it involves.

Consistent Reformism.

First let us look nt the French Communists. The new feature is Buro-Communism. This
strange term refers to concrete remlity. Today the P.C.F., like its counterparts in
Spain or in Italy, fixes its perspectives primarily in relation to what is going on
on the national and Vestern Europenn plane. What matter to it are the rhythms of
evolution of this zone, as well as the bourgeois institutions. It has not broken with
the U.S.S.R.. Its denuncistion of the ulcers of Soviet society does not take the form
of a criticism of Stalinism, It retains from its past a totality of perfectly rooted
bureaucratic practices. But it takes into account first and foremost the necessities
of the situation in France when it determines its policy. The days are gone when a

telegram from Moscow changed the party line at one stroke. This is a correction of the
first importance.”

According to Denis Berger, we have here thc sources of the 'consistent reformism' of the
P.C.,F.. This, we are to undorstend, is determined by the needs of the French bourgeoisie,
just like the policy of a social-democratic party.
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According to Denis Berger the P.C.F. begon its slow ascent towards winning a 'reformist’
majority in Parliament in 1958:

"The viectory of the President-General (De Gﬂulle), in the absence of conspicuous reac-
tions from the workers, signified a practical condemmation of the policy which the
P.C.F. followed since the Liberation."

Denis Berger has not the excuse th~t he only began his political experience in 1968. None
the less his memories are doubtless blurred., To read his phrase, we would get the impres-
sion that De Gaulle had managed to overcome the opposition of the P.C.F. in the fom of
'conspicuous reactions from workers' to his seizure of power, despite their efforts to
raise them.

Let ua help to refresh his memory by recalling what the leaders of the P.C.F. actually did
in May 1958:

"On Mond~y, May 19, during the General's press conference, the Union of C.G.T. trade un=-
jons of the Scire cnlled upon workers to stop work in all undertakings. On Tuesday,
May 27, the C.C.T. issved a strike call for two o'clock. The two demnonstrations had
certain features in common: on the 19th, the Deprrimental Union of the Seine called
upon the workers to gather 'at the place of work' and to form anti-fascist committees.
Thus therc was to be no public demonstration. The same applied to the 27th. The fact
is all the rore characteristic because the same issue of 'L'Humarite' as published the
call of the Departmental Union of the Seine also published the Government's prohibition
of public deronstrations, on which it commented:

'Tt is a remarkable conception of defending the republic which consists of letting
the apprentice dictator De Gaulle hold a meeting in Paris and preventing the working
class, democrats and orgenisations from demonstrating for the Republic of which

they are the essential safeguard’,

Despite all that, the Departmentnl Union and the Communist Party bowed down to this
'remarkable conception' and adopted it irn practice...

In fact the leadcrship of the P.C.F. and of the C.G.T. had at least one opportunity to
unleash a strike movement to involve more people than the Stalinists themselves. This
was on the 30th, on the occasion of the strike which was called by the F.E.N., the
teachers' union.

The fact is that when the leadership of the F.E.N. informed M, Mauvais of their de-
cision, the lotter confined himself to applauding an initintive which he himself was
very careful not to imitate,"

(Quoted from, 'How De Gaulle Took the Power', by R. Langlade)

However there is a precise purposc in mnnipulating snd twisting history and the facts.
Their present requirencnt is to show that the offensive of Marchais against the unity of
the P,C.F, and the Socinlist Party is derived from his concern to win power by electoral
means, Berger's methods »nd his purpose are equally worthless.

Let us read on. He says th-i the victory of De Goulle:

"yns accompanied by a grest electorn) retrext, More than a million »nd a half votes
were lost in the first elections of the Fifth Republic. If they hnd not made o turn
they would heve bheer in decline. So the French Communists looked foxr n road to recov-—
ery within the system. The electoral 1aw of the day excluded them from getting not
only a majority but even a serious basis in parliament for alliances. Since 1962
Waldeck Rochet was talking about a Common Programme. With remarkable tenacity the
P.C.F. tried to make it = veality."

This is an interesting contribution towards recoumending Buro-Corvmunism. Denis Berger
dates back to 1962 the Leginning of the period in which the P.C.F. 'takes into account
first and foremost the necessities of the situntion in France' without worrying about tele-
grans from Moscow. But why not go further oack?

Let us suggest some historical formulations to hin. Supvose we say: 'From 1929 to 1933,
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the leaders of the German Communist Party were deaf to the bidding of Stalin and were seek~
ing an electoral strategy to enable $h.en to get a majority in the Reichstag. But the 'turn
to the right' of the German Socialist Party obstructed this alliance',

"The absence' of conspicuous reactions from the workers when Hitler seized power 'was accom-
panied by' the physical destruction in thousands and thousands of the militants and cadres
of the German Communist Party. Only the earliest anti-commmists, as Georges Marchais

would call them, have claimed yesterday and today, with Trotsky and the Fourth International,
that this wes precisely Stalin's object: sooner Hitler than the German proletarian revolu-
tion, sooner the massacre of the militants of the K.P.D. than the workers' united front and
Soviets in Germany.

Those who like Trotsky procleimed the Fourth Tntern~tional did so after having established
that the Third International was totally subjected to the Kremlin bureaucracy and its inter-
ests and had definitely passed over to the defence of the bourgeois order on the internation-
al seale. The Kremlin bureaucracy showed that it preferred to see Burope under the jack=-
boot of fascism rather than that the bamner of the United Socialist States of Europe should
float over it, regenerating the workers' state and cutting out its bureaucratic cancer.

When in 1958 we enalysed the policy of the Kremlin and the 'remarkable tenacity' of Maurice
Thorez and of Waldeck Rochet, we detected a precise purpose in it. That was to set up a
stable bourgeois order in France by means of Gaullist Bonapartism. This is the reason why
on May 20 the P.C.F. deputies supported the vote of confidence in the Pflimlin government
and its special powers, which were going to open the road to De Gaulle.

Khrushchev cared no more about the French Communist Party losing hundreds of thousands of
votes, provided that the class struggle was suppressed in France in 1958, than Stalin and
he (at that time an obscure staff executioner of the Soviet proletariat) cared about the
massacre by Hitler of tens and thousands of German Commnists. But to hear Denis Berger
you would think that that was the time when there was beginning in the P.C.F., with Waldeck
Rochet, the struggle to 'win the parliamentary majority' over De Gaulle - apparently under
the mask of being totally subordinated to Moscow, and while the French Stalinists were
pouring torrents of mus over the massacred Hungarian workers. We kmow the 'remarkable ten-
acity' with which Georges Marchais followed up this day-to-day obsession..., it led the Stal-
inists to declare in autum 1977, 'An electoral agreement is not on the order of the day’',
when the majority parties had difficulty in pulling together 455 of the votes.

'"The Axis of the Union...'

But now, says Denis Berger, the P.C.F. is 'in a blind alley':

"The allies themselves are no longer the same. The Left radicals are no longer the
shadow of the fat<bellied Rndical Party of the past. To be sure, Robert Fabre and
his friends are the avowed defenders of free enterprise. To accept them as partners
signifies thnt we are willing to remain within the framework of the established order.

This confirms the Common Programme, no measure of which breaks with the logic of the
capitalist system.

But the Left Radicnls do not constitute the axis of the union."

How naturally the words, 'to be sure', trip off Denis Berger's pen, to explain the move-
ment of his thought! But her has written clumsily. He wanted to explain that the Left
Radicals are 'insignificant'. He did not mention the Left Gaullists of the 'Fourth Compon=-
ent', perhaps because they nre even less significant and can be ignored. Why had he to
speak of the Left Radicals as a 'shadow'? What unconscious motive arose in his mind to
stuff up his demonstration of support for the Popular Front - Union of the Left, with this
unfortunate word. This is exactly the word which Trotsky used to describe the Popular
Front in Spain. Stalin found nothing by the 'shadows' of the bourgeois parties for Franco
had won all their substance, but with these shadows he prepared the victory of Franco over
the workers' militias of Spain.

Over this faulty demonstration by Denis Berger there falls the shadow of Trotskyism, of
the Trotskyist programme. But are not the floodlights of the bourzeois mass media which
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p2id so much attention to stressing the absence of Krivine from the central meeting of the
Union of the Left in the municipa; elections, able to drive away these disturbing memories?

Denis Berger brushes aside the left Radicals with his casual phrase 'to be sure'. He goes
on to say 'but' the Left Radicnls are not the axis of the Union. In plain language this
'to be sure! and this 'but' menn that 'avowed defence of free enterprise' does not constit-
ute the axis of the Union. '

The axis of the Union according to Denis Berger:

" ee is determined by the relotions hetween the Communist Party and the Socialist Party.
A renovated, dynamic Socialist Party which defeats the Communist Party in the elections
and has won back a certain support in the working class. More than ever a party of
government but on the scale of capitalism in crisis. A party the deepest thoughts of
which are modulated by the technocrats behind Mitterand, who 2re ready to manage the
bourgeois state and to guide it along different lines from Barre”.

The Extreme Left of the Union of the Left

Denis Berger goes ont

"Confronted with this situntion, the P.C.F, finds itself in a difficulty which it did
not encounter in its earlier 'unitary' periods. Georges Marchais says that there will
be no change of strategy. That is true. He cannot refuse to enter the government
without ruing his last fifteen years' work",

We have underlined the last six words. None of us forgets, for example, the desperate
efforts of the P,C.F. to drive out de Gaulle and enter the government in 1968!

Let us pause a moment before this dazzling demonstration. We had the 'to be sure' and the
"but!. Now we have the 'confronted with'. Is the P.C.F. to be 'confronted with' the Soc-
ialist Party, which for its part is ready to manage the bourgeois state? 'Confronted with'
that the P.C,F. is to be 'in a blind alley'. In plain English the words 'confronted with'
mean opposition or hostility. Please tell us, Denis Berger where are the policies with
which the P.C,F. 'confronts' the management of the bourgeois state?

Are we to conclude that the P,C,F. 'confronts' the management of the bourgeois state by a
policy which Denis Berger indicated in a cross heading - 'consistent reformism' - but of
which he has given no further demonstration?

Doubtless this policy of ‘confronting the management of the bourgeois state' is that con-
ceived by Schmidt, Soares and Harold Wilson? Why do you not use the arguments which they
hold out to you?

Of course, Denis Berger hns to be a bit 'to the left' of Marchais and his 'fifteen years'
tenacious efforts' to enter the govermment! This is how he finishes:

"But it can only be to carry out a policy, which we can rightly call bourgeois, because
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it does not propose to call into question The Framework of the bouTgeois state."
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You will understand, ladies and gentlemen of the mass medin, that we have to be just a
little bit '"Trotskyist'. We say that Marchais is to the left of Mitterand. But we have to
say at the same time that 'one mey well call his policy bourgeois' if one is consistent.
This is how we draw the distinction between them: Mitterand wants to 'manage the bourgeois
state! while Marchais, 'confronting' it and 'in a blind alley', 'does not propose to call
into question the framework of the bourgeois state.

Plense note that we have said 'to be sure', 'but' and 'confronted with'. In return you
'might' say that the policy of the P,C.F. is just a little bit 'bourgeois'. There is nothing
there to deprive us of our place as the extreme left of the Union of the Left.

Let us now examine how 'tenaciously' three Stalinist parties have tried to get into govern-
ment. In October 1977 the French Communist Party widened a little the framework of its
'perspectives primarily in relntion to what is going on on the national and Western European
plane', to quote Denis Berger. It sent Charles Fiterman to investigate the 'convergent
preoccupations' of the Comrmunist Parties of France and of Japan nt the Congress of the latter.
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retary of the P.C.J, before the Congress opened. As we all know the parliamentary regime in
Japan had been hit by a violent crisis of decompogsition. The majority party was discred-
ited by a succession of financial and political scandals. Fenji Miyamoto noted that the
Conservative Party had dropped from 57.85 of the electorate in 1958 to 41.7% in 1977, and
went:

"This explains why the national press is greatly interested in the question, 'What will
be the political form of the govermment when the P.L.D. loses the absolute majority of
seats?’!

The reactionary forces arc getting ready for this. A good many proposals have been put
forward outside and within the opposition parties. The right wing of the Socialist
Party and the anti-Communist Parties of the centre (the Democratic Socialist Party and
the Komeito) have already formed 'The Association for a New Japan' with the intention
of isolating the Communist Party and getting a coalition government with the right.

On the other hand, the Liberal Democratic Party has had a small split from which has
emerged a 'Liberal New Club', a formation which won a certain success in the General El-
ection last year. Besides all this there have been numerous lists and candidates in the
recent senatorial eclections to which you refer, and this has made the outlines of an
alternative more obscure.

Our party calls for the formation of a progressive bloc which will bring together the
Communist Party, the Socialist Party and the other democratic forces. It is the inter-
nal quarrels in the Socialist Party which prevent it from making up its mind."

Denis Berger would call this a 'blind alley'. Faced by it, the P.C.J. has to take note
that a policy of substitution would, for the moment, pull in the popular votes:

"While the crisis is worsening and the sufferings of the Japanese people are increasing,
the forces of the left have not vet succeeded - for example, the Socialist Party - in
offering new perspectives which are CREDIBLE.

A public opinion poll during the senntorial election campaign revealed another factor.
A CLEAR MAJORITY of the persons interrogated said that they wanted a 'Grand Alliance'
reaching from the P,L.D. to the Socialists, while a minority wanted a Socialist Party-
Communist Party alliance.

If it is true that the crisis is the crisis of State monopoly capitalism, there still
exist illusions among our people about the possibility of resolving the difficulties
within the framework of the power of the monopolies. We can say that in Japan a lack
of experience aggravates the absence of unity of the democratic forces,"

We have inserted the emphasis in this quotation. What Miyamoto is say ing is that a 'nation-
al and democratic united front' must be formed in Japan., The forces in this front should
have a 'stable parlismentary majority'. This 'stable majority' for which Miyamoto is making
his 'tenacious efforts' does not exist. It remains only to button it up:

"It is necessary to respect the verdiet of the elections and politieal pluralism, to de-
fend and to extend democracy and it liberties."

This leads to a 'bitter! conclusions:

"Je used to say at one time that it would be possible to form a democratic government in
the 1970's. The timetable will perhaps be a little delayed, but the formation of such
a governnent is inevitable,"

If we properly understand the Japanese 'Buro-Corrmnists' whom Charles Fiterman has been
assuring that their 'preoccupations converge' with those of the P.C.F., then:

a). The crisis is worsening and it is going to be necessary to change the government.

b). No Socialist Party - Comrmmist Party govermment is possible because the Socinlist
Party does not want it.

c¢). The reactionary forces propose a broad allinnce from the Conservative P.L.D. to the
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Socialists.
d). A 'cloar Majority' of the population supports these 'reactionnry forces'.

e). For the moment it is necessary to respect the verdict of the ballot box on the
P.L.D. by comparison with which the French 'majority' with its 46% looks as if it
were widely popular.

f). A goverment allying the Commnist Party, the Socialist Party 'and the other demo-
cratic parties' must be postponed until the 1930's.

g). If the P.L.D. were to collapse between now and then, it would be necessary to res-
pect 'pluralism' and the 'clear majority' of the people who favour a 'Grand All-
iance' without the Communist Party.

It is relevant to the analysis of Denis Berger that the Japanese Communist Party lost votes
on this policy in the election. We awnit his article telling how the Japanese Communist
Party is going to begin its tenacious efforts to recover and to COnquer power.

We roturn to the French and Italian Comrunist Parties, The journalists or the L.C.R., the
experts in 'Buro-Commmnism' believe that the P.C.F. made up its mind in advance for a par-
liamentary alliance which would permit it to operate an 'all-round reformist alternative!
based on national criteria. e should note that those involved are muich less concerned
about the quality of their =lliances.

For example the official 'tactic' of the Italisn Communist Party which claims to be aiming
at a 'reformist' government consists st the moment in operating an agreement at governmen-
tal level with the Italian equivalent of Giscard, Lecanuet, Servan~Schrieber, ete:,

The French Comrunist Party meanwhile, whose official 'tactic' for getting a so-called 're-
formist' government lies in the Union of the Left, attacks everyday the reactionary partiecs
of the French equivalents of Andreotti, Zaccagnini.

They get on none the worse for that and each warmly approves what the other does. The fact
is that they believe that 'strategy' is something different:

"The two parties are developing their action in different concrete conditions. For this
reason each of them operates a policy which corresponds to the needs and the character-
istics of the country. At the same tine they are struggling in developed capitalist
countries and are aware of the cormmon character of the essential problems which are
posed to them and the consistence of the solutions that they must bring to them."

We are obliged indeed to note that the Stalinist parties believe the 'essential' to be else-
where than where the L.C.R. sees it. This is as clear from the declaration of the French
and Ttalian Communist Partiecs of November, 1975 as it is from their declar<tion of April,
1976 or from the meeting of Marchais and Berlinuer in Paris as from the meeting of Mnrchais
and Miyamoto at Tokyo.

The 'strategic' essential is 'thorough democracy’, independently of the chances of alliances
and governments. So what is this 'thorough democracy'? Marchais and Berlinguer say that
it is the =~nswer to 'the crisis of the institutions of civil life’.

This is not a government~l forrmls. But it is n formula =bout the State. It means pre-
serving the institutions of the bourgeois State at 211 costs, whatever may be the turms,
the betrayals and the contradictions.

'Thorough democracy' menns thorough Giscard-Barre, thorough P.L.D. in Japan, thorough
Andreotti, thorough Suarez, thorough Videla, Bermudez and the lot. This is the aim of the
'tenacious efforts' of the Stalinist parties. This is the 'blind alley' into which they
want to lead the workers of the West Buropean, Asiatic and Latin American countries and
elsewhere, if possible until the 1980's, as Miyamoto said.
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Confronting the European Revolution
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These arc the desperate efforts of the Kremlin bureaucracy and its national agencies. These
agencies are, more than ever, the Comrmniet Parties. They struggle to hold back the revolu-
tionary crisis which iS alTeady beginning to come to the surface in several Western European
countrics. This crisis cannot be confined to these countries. It is ripening in all the
Western Buropean countries and no less in the East, as the strikes of the Ronmanian coal
miners, the Polish metal workers, the resistance of the Russian workers to the bureaucracy

and the crisis of the latter all bhear witness.

Bach of the revolutionary crises which are coming to the surface or ripening in all the
countries of Europe has its particular features and its own tempo. Whether they are calling
into question capital, the bourgeois and the capitalist mode of production, or the parasitic
bureaucracies, they fom part of the same chain that of the proletsrian revolution in Bur-
ope, the European revolution.

The European revolution is ineviteble. The content of the policy of the Furopean Comrunist
Porties is to delay it =nd disorganise it ns much as possible. This policy which is in full
agreement with the Kremlin for sound reasons is what is labelled 'Buro-Corrmnism'.

The victory of the proletarian revolution in each country in Burope and on the scale of the
continent requires thot there shall be established or re-established the dictatorship of the
proietoriat and the democracy of councils, of soviets. Therefore the question of the dic-
tatorship of the proletariat and of the ways and the methods which lead to it have becorme

a political question of burning immediacy. The Communist Parties have taken up their pos-
itions. They =re against and they say so. They =re sgainst today when they support the
existing governments and regimes. They will be against tomorrow in the name of 'thorough
democracy', of '"Popular Fronts' nnd other 'Unions of the Left'.

They will try to justify their attempts to defend the last bastions and the last shifts of
the bourgeois order and the bourgeois state. They will have to rise up to the government
and ministerial level in order to defend the bourgeois state against the masses, The masses
will be ealling it into question, trying to destroy it, trying to put in its place their
own state, that of the dictatorship of the proletariat, of the democracy of councils, of
soviets.

These 'thorough democrats' will then find excuses for everything they try to do to defend
the last shift and the last bastion of the bourgeois order and of the state, the Fopular
Front.

In the hour when they have at last to mount the govermmental and ministerial battlements to
defend the bourgeois state when the masses are storming it these 'thorough democrats' will
thoroughly defend the last traces of the bourgeois state against the new 'institutions of
civil life' which will be the soviets of the proletarian revolution.

This is the 'strategy' of the Cowunist Parties. The proper name for it is Stalinism. It

is counter-revolutionary, it is a worthy continuator of the work of those who exterminated

the Bolsheviks, of those who 'thoroughly' divided the German workers' movement until Hitler
destroyed it.

What the Stalinist parties present =s their aim, the restoration of parliaentary democracy
is one thing. What is their real aim, the preservation of the ErgsgnE forms of all the
bourgeois states is another.

Now we come to porlismentarism itself. Let us feel its historic pulse. Sixty years after
Lenin wrote 'The Proletarian Revolution ~nd the Renegnde Kautsky'.

7. The Bankruptcy of Parlismentarism

- em mm e e e e = Em s mw oww wm = e e =

Furo-Stalinists like Marchnis, Berlinguer and Miyamoto talk ~bout a 'higher stage' of demo-
cracys

"A 1ibernl nnturally spesks of 'democracy' in general; but a Marxist will never forget
to nsk: for what clnss? BEverybody knows, for instance (and Xautsky the 'historian'
also knows it), that the rebellions of and even the strong ferment among the slaves of
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antiguity immedistely revenled the fact that in essence the stnte of antiquity was the
gigtgtgrghip_og the slave owners. Did this dictatorship abolish democracy among and for

The slave owners?  Bverybody knows that it did not.

class struggic...

In order to ti-nsform Kautsky's libernl and lying assertin into a Marxian =nd true one,
one must say: dictatorship does not necessarily mean the abolition of democracy for the
clnss that exercises dictatorship over other classes; but it certainly does mean the
abolition (or very material restriction, which is also = form of mbolition) of democracy
for that class over which or agninst which the dictatorship is exercised.” (Quoted fron
'"Mhe Proletarian Revolution ~nd the Renegads Kantsky', Little Lenin Library, published
by Lawrence and Wishart, p. 18)

Lenin went on to write about 'pure democracy', the social-democratic anceator of the Stal-
inists' 'thorough democracy':

"tPure democracy' is the mendacious phrase of a liberal who wants to fool the working
class. History knows of bourgeois democracy which takes the place of feudalism and of
proletarian democracy which takes the place of bourgeois democTacyee.

Take the fundamental laws of contemporary states, take their adminstration, take the
right of assembly, freedom of the press, and 'equality of all citizens before the law’',
and you will see at every step evidence of the hypocrisy of bourgeois democracy with
which every honest and class conscious worker is familiar. There is not a single state,
nowever demccratic, which does not contain loopholes or limiting clauses in its Constitu-
tion guaranteeing the bourgeoisie the legnl possibility of despatching troops agrinst the
workers, of proclaiming martial law, and so forth, in case of a 'disturbance of the
peace', i.e. in case the exploited class 'disturbs' its position of slavery and tries to
behave in a non-slavish manner...

Even in the most democratic bourgeois states the oppressed masses meet at every step
the crying contradiction between the formal equality proclaimed by the 'democracy' of
the capitalists and the thousands of real restrictions and deceptions which make the
proletarians wage-slaves. It is precfsaly this contrediction which the agitators and

propagandists of socialism are constantly denouncing before the masses, in_ogdgr_tg pre~
pare them for the revolution!

And now that the era of revolution hos begun Kautsky turns his back on it and begins to
extol the charms of bourgeois democracy in its death agony!"

The official history in the school nnd university text books does not weary of praising the
republican virtues of the 'founders' of the Third Republic. The great work in public educa-
tion of Jules Ferry is flanked on one side by Gambetta's beard =nd on the other by Clenm-
enceau's moustaches. But let us look for a moment at what these men were doing in the last
years nnd hours of the Second Empire agninst which they sre supposed to have defended the
'Republic’'.

There were two kinds of republicans at the finish of the Second Enpire, the moderates and
the radicals. Moderntes like Bmile Ollivier and Picard aimed at 'bringing the government

to concede liberty in order to avoid a new revolution'. Picard 'ammounced to his colleagues
that their quiet days were ended and ironically ndvised then not to shrke the imperial ed-
ifice too hard for fear that it would crumble on their heads. He hed a habit of saying that
happiness for a politici~n consists in outright opposition to a strong governnent which you
are sure you are not going to be able to bring down'.

The 'radicals', the left republicans round Jules Ferry, Jules Grevy and Gembetta, whon the
Paris electers hed just sent to the Chamber of Deputies with the well=known democratic
mandate of the Belleville Prograrme - what about then?

"Phis men, whom the 'revolutionary socinlists"of Belleville elected, did rot fear to
state in June 1869, a2t Marseilles, with a sense of the opportunism which was already
the most outstanding of his many talents:
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'T intend to prove the intimate allisnce of the radical policy and of big business'.

These radicals =re not revolutionaries sny more than they are Jacobins in their pro-
grarme,"” (Quoted from J. Azema & M, Winock, 'La IIle Republiquw'.)

200,000 Parisiennes marched up the Champs-Elysees on January 12th, 1870 for the funeral of
thic journalist Victor Noir, whom a member of the Bonapert family had murdered. It was the
1acgest demonstration in all the reign of Napoleon III. Yet 'apart from Rochefort, not one
menber of the parlismentary left was with the demonstrators and Rochefort was attacked in
parliament by... Emile Ollivier, who had hinm arrested.

Lissagaray (who at one time courted Marx's daughter Eleanor) wrote in his 'History of the
Conmune, 1871':

"The second liberal act of E. Ollivier, who introduced the law about trade unions, was to
turn the troops on to the workers at Le Creusot, who were demanding the right to manage
themselves the pension fund to which their pennies were contributed."

Look todey at the apostles of 'pure democracy' of that time. The ammy of Napoleon III was
cruched at Seden on September 3, 1870 and he was taken prisoner and surrendered. When the
defeat was announced on the following day the mob invaded the seat of govermment, the Palais
Bocurhon., Lissagaray described the scene:

"By one o'clock the people were crarnming the seats despite the desperate efforts of the
Ieft. The hour had struck. The deputies, who wanted to become ministers, were trying
to take over the govermment. The Left supported this manoeuvre with all its strength
snd denounced any mention of a Republic. They were shouting the word, 'Republic' from
the public gallery and Gambetta made unheard-of efforts to persuade the people to wait
for the result of the debate. The result was known in advance. It was that the Assembly
would appoint a commission to govern; Bismark's peace terms would be accepted at any
price; there was to be a more or less parliamentary monarchy, the lowest depth of shame.
A new wave of people broke down the doors, filled the hall, and drove away or overwhel-
med the deputies. Gambetta was forced on to the platform and had to pronounce the end
of the abdication of Napoleon. The people wanted more: the Republic! They carried off
the Left deputies to the Hotel de Ville to proclaim it." (ibid. p. 57)

These were our glorious 'founders' of democracy, 'the doors broken down', 'driven away or
overwhelmed' and 'carried off' by the masses into the Republic...

Then came the Commme. It confronted these liberal bourgeois, whom the proletariat terror-
ised nnd who were doing their utmost to patch up the Empire, with what Marx called 'the true
antithesis of the Empire'. This was the 'socinl republic', the low=cost govermment, the
first workers' government, the direct opposite of bourgeois parlismentarisn.

What were the 'Republicans', the 'defenders of democratic liberties', doing while the workers'
blood was drying on the bayonets of Versailles and while the proletarian convicts were rott-
ing in Guiana? BEveryone knows. In 1875 the "Wallon Amendment' to the Constitution placed
the vote of a 'President of the Republic' above that of the majority, five years after Sept-
ember 4. This was the shameful form in which the bourgeoisie imposed 'the regime which di-
vies us least'.

Gambetta was in fact one of the political pionecrs of the Republic, this bourgeois democracy
with which finance capital in the end lined up. He is in good company with Thiers, who de-
clared in the Chember of Deputies in December 1870:

"I am speaking to those who want this attenpt, the loyal attempt to get a republic, to
succeed, and I am sure that this means speaking to everyone here, but I am speaking par-
ticularly to those to whom the Republic is a continual concern, and I anm one of them".

What was really going on? Azema and Winock, from whom we have already quoted, explain:

"he Republicans, with Gambetta in the lead, had perfectly well understood the game
that Thiers was playing. All the time that the econservatives, inspired by the Duke
De Broglie, curbed what Thiers was trying to do, there was a tacit alliance between
Thiers, as President, and Gambetta. In 1872 Gambetta was making speeches all round
France praising a bourgeois republic, based on the peasants, well ordered, hard-work-
ing and peaceful..." (p. 75)
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Here is what wes going on in the winter of 1871 - 72 in Gambetta's well-rdered and peace-
ful Republic, according to Lissagaray:

"iovember 28: a man called Ferre tore off the blindford from his eyes and pushed aside
the priest who was approaching him. He straightencd his spectacles and looked straight
at the firing squad., The condemnation was read and the officers brought down their
sabres. Rossel and Bourgeois fell backwards. Ferre remained standing, wounded in the
side. They fired again and he fell. A soldier put his gun into his ear and blew out
his brains and gave the same coup de grace. They spared Rossel that much. Then there

was a flourish of trumpets and the troop of soldiers filed in triumph past the corpses
as if they were savageS...

November 30 at 7 a.m.: Gaston Cremiecux was taken to the Pharo at Marseilles, a wide
open space by the sea., He said to his guards 'T will show you how a Republican dies'.
They put him against a post where a month earlier they had shot the soldier Paguis who
had gone over to the insurrection. Crenieux asked not to be blind-folded end to give
the order to fire. They agreed. He said to the soldiers 'aim at my chest, do not
strike my head. Long live the Repu.....' Death cut off his last word...

The firing squads awaited the victims which the courts-martial sent them, gun in hand,
On February 22nd, 1872 they shot Herpin-Lacroix, Lagrange and Verdagner, who were all-
eged to have murdered Clement Thomas and de Leconte and whose innocence was the best
established in the debates. Standing at the same post as Ferre they shouted 'Long
live the Comrune' and died with joy in their faces. Preau de Vedel was executed on
March 19th. It was the turn of Genton on April 30th. The wounds which he had receiv-
ed on the barricades had re-opened 2nd he dragged himself up the rise on his crutches.
When he reached the post he threw them into the air shouting 'Long live the Cormune'"
(ibid p. 417)

Gambetta, in his 'peace-loving' bourgeois republic was pronouncing his notorious speech at
Grenoble only a few months after the workers' blood had been shed in floods:

"Yes, I feel, I sense, I announce the coming and the presence of a new social layer in
politics, which hrns already been in politics for 18 months 2nd, to be sure, is not in-
ferior to those who went before it."

To be sure it was inferior neither to those who massacred the workers in June, 1848 nor to
those who did so in May 1871, It wes to surpass them in the holocaust of the workers in
1914.

These radical predecessors of Robert Fabre quickly got the ear of big capital. Azema and
Winock very correctly note that capitalism is not doctrinaire:

"The representatives of the commercial bourgeoisie occupied a strategic place in the
centre of the Assembly., The commercial bourgeoisie had recovered their optimisnm thanks
to a notable rccovery of the Stock Exchange after the slump of 1875. They wanted an
end to uncertainty., The bourgeois republic could and should at lnst be established to
serve the interests of big business. Big capital understood that it would be a mistake
to place itself in opposition to the wishes of the masses. The important thing was
that it should retain the levers of control in the state. It was not concerned about
the colour of the regire." (p. 83)

The massacre of the Comrunard freed French capitalism for a time from the threat of the
proletariat. French capitalism needed to have available a political representation which
would permit it to stand up to the other capitalist powers of Europe by intensified ex-
loitation of the proletariat and at the lowest cost.

At the same time, it had been necessary to rally the bourgecoisie behind the landed pro-
prietors, the clericals and the monarchists of the 'Assembly of the Rurals', which met at
Bordeaux against the Commune, in order to let the blood of the proletariat, Thiers lost
the Presidency because he accepted republicanism and the restorationist right wing took
the power in May 1873. MacMahon declared the need for 'the moral order':

"With the help of God, the devotion of our army which will always be subject to the
law, and the support of all honest men, we shall continue the work of liberating our
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country and re-establishing its moral order."

The Catholic church was mobilising support by those reactionary meetings and mass demonstra-
tions which it called pilgrimages. The basilica of Sacre Coeur was built on the place where
the Commune came into existence, as if to expiate the sins of France. The Catholic church
was firmly anti-Republican. As always it wished to press home its advantage after the de-
feat of the revolution, to subject French society to the black rule of the priesthood and
naturally to keep to itself the 'proper' education of children. The ultramontanes, the par-
tisans the Pope, drunk with the blood of thc Communards, dreamed only of finishing off the
Republic, which they nicknamed 'the whore'. Monseigneur Pie, a leader of the Catholic
church, told an audience at La Chatre on May 28th, 1874 'France wants a leader, France wants
a master.'

Martial Delpit, the reporter of the Commission of Enquiry into the Comrmune, declared:

"o society is possible without the restraint of a moral authority. We cannot conceive
of or maintain the moral authority without the sanction of the authority of God."

But the masses wanted the Republic., The monearchist and bomapartist regimes wore themselves
out in the class struggle. Even the funeral procession of Thiers was the occasion for a
Republican demonstration. A clerical journal impassively wrote that Thiers' funeral was...
'The Commune t=king its revenge'!
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The sspirations of the masses were for the republic of Ferre, Cremieux and the commmards.
But they voted for the parties of Thiers and Gambetta and for the bourgeois Republic which
had massacred the comrunards and narched past their corpses behind a fanfare of trumpets.

The capitalists became more and more anxious about the opposition of the clergy to the regime
which was necessary because it could politically guarantee a long pericd of 'social peace',
that is the unrestrained exploitation of the proletariat, if the levers of the 'levers of
State' were in their hands.

The Chamber of Deputies brought together on February 20th, 1876, a large 'Republican' major-
ity of 360 against 200 monarchists and bonapartists. Conditions were ripe for the coming of
the 'democracy of the rich' of which Lenin spoke. Thiers had announced in November 1872
'the Republic will be conservative or it will not exist’'.

Pope Pius IX did not give way and the ultramontane Veuillot cried 'These elections are the
continuation of the massacre of the hostages and, still more, a revenge for our pilgrimages.’

Certainly the capitalists had to bring to heel this Church which was threatening the bourg-
eois republic by its adventurism. The bourgcois republic asked merely to finish the work of
'pacification' which had begun on thc barricades of the Commune and with the firing squads.
What folly it would be to let the proletariat exclusively expropriate the slogan of the Re-
public. The proletarian vanguard was in exile, massacred or in prison. It was in no state
to explain to the broad masses the difference hetween the republic of the workers and the re-
public of the men of Versailles who had suppressed it. This was the moment to bring together
the capitalist citizen and the worker citizen under the banner of Liberty, Equality and Frat-
ernity, for the better exploitation by the one of the other. MaclMahon was forced out of the
governnent and Grevy, Ferry and Gambetta took the stage. They were going to manage the

board of directors of the 'rentier capitalism' which French imperialism was becoming. The
bourgeois Third Republic was responsible for the while terror of the men of Versailles and so
feared the proletariat that it reached the point of fearing industry itself. Ferry said in
1885:

"We have won 2ll thosc who have the vote in the countryside. Let us guard them well. Let
us not make them anxious. Let us not let them get tired of us... They are the reason why
our social edifice is the rost solid in Europe and the best protected against social
revolutions,"

This explains the timid prudence of French capitalism which was to cost it dear under the
Fourth and Fifth bourgeois republics. The authors of the book which we have guoted ask
'"Where are our Krupps, our Carnegies and our Rockefellers?'
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This was the politicnl structure of the Third Republic. This is why the democracy of the
rich hed to get rid of the forces of the Pope, who were nmaking too much of ~ nuisance of
thomselves. This explains the role of Jules Ferry ~nd the struggle about non~clerical ed-
ucation.

This imperialist, who massacred the peoples of Indo-China, aimed at replacing the religious
cement of bourgeois socicty, which was already losing its efficacy, with that of the non-
religious ideal of national unity and social order. One of his biographers has written:

"Equality in education should first =nd foremost put an end to the social strugegle by
creating intellectual 2nd moral conditions for collaboration between workers and employ-
ors. Tt should then bring to ~n end the political anarchy which arises from the persis-
tent struggles betwcen the Ancien Regime (bcforc the Revolution of 1789) and republican
society, by developing scientific educntion and extending this education to women."

Particularly, there were economic nnd technical reasons why French capitolsin could no long-
or adhere to the sound doctrine which Thicrs pronounced just after the repression of the
Paris workers in Junc, 1848:

"We should close the teachers' training colleges. The parish priests should be in charge
of public education. Even so they will still be teaching too much to the people, who
need morality more than knowledge."

The 'Republican' bourgeoisie had to go further than it would have liked in alliance with the
teachers and the workers' movement against clericalism. It had to protect itself fron the
Boulangist and anti-Dreyfusard adventures and from the pressure of its clerical and royalist
alliecs of vesterday against the Comrune.

The concessions which it had to make to un-denominational public education in order to re-
strain the monarchist, clerical party, were to become a heavy burden to it in the period of
expansion of the European imperialist powers, like its concern not to alienete the voters
of the countryside. The ministers of national education of French imperialisn in decay, in
the Fifth Republic, went back past Ferry to Thiers, and fought agninst 'mowledge' in favour
of 'adaptability', that is in favour of ignorance.

The demoecracy of the rich was established, the democracy of the property-owners. The bourg-
eois republic established 'the intimete allimnce of radical polities and big business'. Mean-
while the rights and the social conquests of the French vroletarint were less advanced than
those which the workers of Germany won in struggle from the Kaiser or those of Britian won
from the parliamentary monarchy.

Parliament today is a historic survival. We have to go back to the classical origins of
parliamentary democrncy to find the basis for this contradiction.

Michelet, the talented bourgeois historian, consciously their partisan, had an extreme hat-
red for Marat, whom he described as 'thet creature of the darkmess', 'that toad with the
prodruding eyes', and who 'disgraced the platform with his filthy cap and dirty clothes'.

Tt was Marat, a century before Scptember 4, 1870, who already grasped that parliamentary
assemblies reach the decisions which the people expect of them only when the people post
groups of armed men round the doors =nd stop the deputies from leaving until they have
reached these decisions.

Michelet for his part dreanmed of a French Revolution that stopped with Danton:

"Everyone wished for property and wished it to be sacred. Those who did not yet have
property looked forward to having it tomorrow,

This was the thought of the Revolution: all should have property, and have it easily,
by paying little, solidly and fairly from their own work and saving. The property which
we get for nothing, as in a dresn, leaves us as in a dream. Therefore the Revolution
did not give people property, it sold it to them. It asked of every man to prove by his
effort and his activity that he is a man, thnt he deserves to have property. Property
obtained in thnt way is sacred, it cndures like the will and the toil of which it is a
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legitimate fruit.

The Constituent Assembly and the Legislative Assembly had already hegun to provide
liberty.

But liherty is not secure excent to the extent that it is sheltered, as is natural, by
property.

That ought to have been the work of the Convention, and would have been, if we had not
had our terrible disagreements. Its work ought to have been to lay the basis for prop-
erty for everyone, for the poorman's hearth and home, a solid hearth and home, the nest
for his family.

The two propo=sitions of Danton were of great significance, because they marked out the
scope of the task of the Revolution. The Revolution itself established its prineiple
and marked out its own limit, in the terrible upheaval of everything. Its principle
was the right of man to govern himself freely. Its limit was the right of man to keep
the fruits cf his own free activity.

There could bhe no serious contradiction between liberty and property. Property was
simply the supreme achievement of free activity. All the time the placing of these
ideas in opposition to each other endangered France and created two parties. Some fear-
ed for liberty., Others feared for property. A disastrous misunderstanding about these
two ideas was dividing France and the Convention, the image of France. Everyone was
going to fight. They were sincere, but they were also blind, because they were really

in agreement. From the first day Danton proposed to formulate this agreement to en-
shrine together the two principles in a simple text containing peace.”

Michelet was an idealist, but none the less he gave a concrete content to 'liberty'. Prop-
ery is only the 'consecration of free activity' and therefore it is the concrete content of
'liverty'. 'Property' finds it most complete expression in private property in the means
of production and exchange. At that point, we have to find out what liberties correspond
to this essence of liberty, which is private property in the means of production and ex-
change. Those liberties are what are indispensable to the defence and development of pri-
vayve property in the means of production and exchange, to making it effective, that is,
what permit, encourage and guarantee the 'free' exploitation of those who possess no prop-
erty but their labour power. Democracy equals liberties for the rich against the poor, for
the possessors against thenon-possessors.

The enormous contradiction of the French Revolution exploded in 1793 and 1794. The 'free
development of bourgeois property demanded that all the remmants of the old feudal and
aristocratic society be swept away in the nameof the 'liberty' of possessing, and of doing
business. Nothing but the action of the propertyless plebian masses could carry that task
out. But could they do so without interfering with 'free' property, 'free exploitation’,
the 'free' circulation of commodities 'freely' sold? No indeed! 'Freedom meant something
else to them. Freedom meant the 'law of the maximum', which fixed the price of bread; it
meunt confiscating the property of the rich: it meant political measures to these ends.

Danton's two 'principles, the right of man to govern himself freely and the right of man to
keep the fruits of his free activity, were not inherently contradictory, because the "man'
about whom Michelet was talking was essentially a property-owner.

The class struggle has produced an explosive contradiction. The 'liberty' of some is not
the same as the 'liberty' of others. That is why we get, not peace, but the class war.
Even before Thermidor (July 27, 1794) repression was coming down on the masses and crushing
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popular liberties. The tumbrils of Thermidor took to the guillotine at the samec time those
who defended the 'libverty' of the bourgeoisie to govern itself. The bayonets of DBonaparte
then dispersed the Thermidoreans themselves. They might well be an Assembly of property-
owners, but it was sufficicnt that they were an Assembly at all. The prescrvation and
growth of bourgeois property and the 'liberty' to owvm it required that the bourgeoisie re-
nounce for the first time the liberty of governing itself.

The Price of the 'Luxury' of Democracy

In June 1848 Cavaignac machine~-;unned the proletarians who saw a 'serious contradiction' be-
tween bourgeois property and the 'social republic' - for the latter wes the content of the
'liberty' which they won in February 1848,

The ‘republican' murderers in the Second Republic were driven out in their turn by the sec-
ond Bonapartc. They voluntarily gave up their political liberty to save their social power,
bourgeois property. In later years the IIIrd Republic was forever looking out of the corner
of its eye for some Bonapartist soldier of fortuns, from Maclahon in the 1870's to Boulanger
in the 1890's and from Boulanger to Doumerge 2nd Flandin in the 19308s, and finally threw
itself in 1940 into the arms of Petain.

In the historic constellation of bourgeois parliaments and of classical parliamentary dem-
ocracy, the Conventiorn of 1792 is no more than a remarkable shooting-star. Iar from cert-
ifying the democratic virtues of parliamcntariam, it confirms on the contrary the celebrated
axiom of Lenin, from 'Proletarian Revolution and the Renegnde Kautsky':

"The morc devcloved democracy is, the more imminent is the danger of massacre and civil
war in connection with any orofound political divergence which is dangerous for the
bourgeoisie." (Little Lenin Library edition, p. 28)

We put in the place of the metaphysics of Michelet about 'liberty' the materialst method
which concretely analyses liberties, and defines their historic and class content. Capit-
alist society in the period of domination by monopolics, which opens the period of the de-
cay of bourgeois socicty, consists of a system of exploitation of the lower layer of the
property owners on & large scale - in the name of the same metaphysic of 'liberty'.
Bourgeois republics organisc democracy only for the use of the property owners and to en-
sure batter their class domination over the exploited classes. But that is not all, Imper-
ialism in its death-agony, which is historically its periods of wars and revolutions, is
'reaction all along the line' against political, organisational and cultural liberties.

That is why it is quite inappropriate to counter-pose ideologically 'mmrliamentary roads to
socisiism' and soviet power, as the Mao-ists sometimes try to do, by flaying the Stalinist
pariies with quotations from Lenin against Kautsky. Lenin said that Kautsky was already de-

After the first world war, as Trotsky wrote in the 'Transitional Programme’:

"Democratic regimes, as well as frscist, stagger on from one bankruptcy to another, The
bourgeoisie itself sees no way out. In countries where it has already been forced to
stake its last upon the card of fascism, it now toboggans with closed eyes towards an
economic and military collapse. In the historically privileged countries, i.e.,in those
where the bourgeoisie can still for a certain period permit itself the luxury of democ-
racy at the expense of national accumulations, (Great Britain, France, United States,

ete:) all of capital's traditional parties arc in 2 state of perplexity bordering on a
paralysis of will."

The policy of the Stalinist parties has nothing whatever to do with restoring parliamen-
tarism, FEverywhere they are the faithful defenders of the most corrupt and discredited
parliamentary 'majorities'. In Spain and in Latin America, where Fascist and military
dictatorships exclude parliamcntarism, they propose governmental pacts to the existing
dietatorshins, in opposition to Cortes or Constituent Assemblies. They supported Indira
Gandhi, who imprisoned not only the leaders of workcrs' organisations but even the liber-
als and social-democrats of the parliamentary parties.. So much for their 'tenacious
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efforts' to secure parliamentary alliances with a view to getting power.

But you may ask, what about the Popular Front? Is not the justification for struggling with-
in +re institutions of bourgeois democracy that it defends the intercsts of the working
cless? Quite the opposite.

The gogular Front and the State: 1936 - 1940
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Historical truth deals the sharpest snubs to those who defend the Popular Front and the Un-
jon of the left at the very point vhich, they believe, best confirms the effectiveness of
'progressive' parliamentary alliances.

Every parliamentary party, right and left alike, rose up as one against the general strike
of June 19356.

The Matignon agreements, against the 'beginning of the revolution' in France, were ratified
bye.571 votes to 5!

Bourgeois democracy, the democracy of the proprictors, every party from the extreme right

to tte Stalinists, benevolently handed the Matignon agreements to the leaders of the workers'
orgonisations, so that they could act as a barrier and turn back the proletarian democracy
that was arising in the factories.

The Socialist Party (S.F.I.0.) and the P.C.F. were forcing the working class to accept a
'pause' and 'to know when to end a strike', as Thorez put it. Meanwhile the same Chamber
of Deputies set wo work to re-cstablish the authority of the State. The Blum government
shot people down at Clichy. It continued the shootings by Clemenceau of the mutineers in
the French army in 1917 and echoed the shootings by Thiers of the Communards. The bourgeois
IITrd Republic had merely enrolled loft and right alike to give the order to fire.

This unanimity lasted until the final hours of the ITIrd Republic. Of the Chamber of Dep~
utics which was elected in 1936 with its Popular Front majority 401 were present on July

9, 1940. They voted by 398 to 3 to revise the constitution and abolish 'democracy's The
deputies of the P.C.F. were not there, because they were illegal, but they were soon to neg-
otiate with the Nazi authorities to allow 'L'Humanite' to appear.

The Netional Assembly, deputies and semators sitting together, voted by 569 to 80 with 20
abstentions on July 10, 1940 for a statement by the government which read:

"The National Assembly gives full powers to the government of the republic, under the
authority and signature of Goneral Petain, to promulgate in one or more acts a new con-
stitution of the French State. This constitution must guarantee the rights of labour,
of the family and of the fatherland. It will be ratified by the nation and applied by
the assembles which it will create."

The last 'left' of this Assembly of the ITIrd Republic was worth as much as that of Septem-
ber 4, 1870. 90 deputies and senators of the S.F.I.0. voted for Petain. 6 abstained. 36
voted against, of whom Blum was one. The radicnls voted briskly to bury the 'whore', with
13 cxceptions. One of the 13, Marcel Astier shouted: 'Long Live the Republic anyway'. He
did not know how well he spoke. From September 1870 to July 1940 the bourgeois Republic
succeeded in making the interest of the State prevail over democratic chatter, right up to
committing suicide as a regime.

The Chamber of thec French Popular Front was not dispersed by a Pinochet with rifle shots.
1t welcomed Petain as a saviour. For the masses the result was the same.

At the moment when the fascist regimes in Italy, Germany and Japan were collapsing in the
later years of World Var 1I, all the bourgeois and workers! parties were proclaiming that
the time had come to resore parliamentary democracy everywhere in the dismantled bourgeois
stateg.

Fascism, they said, had been nothing but a tragic episode in the upward march of democracy.
Parliamentary regimes werc to be ro-cstablished in Germany, Italy and France. In some
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places the bourgecoisie were totnlly discredited and could not credibly claim to be 'democ-
ratic'. In some places milit=ry defeat h~d dismantled the state apparatuses. There the
socinl-democratic and Stalinist lenders undertook to turn back ~nd to break the movement of
the workers, with their miligins,. to install their own organs of power. They pleaded for
bourgeois democracy agninst proletarisan democracy. Stalin at the same time was trying to
restore bourgeois democracies in Eastern Burope. But the situntion crented by the liquida-
tion of the former State apparatuses which the defeat of the Nazis had swept away, and by
the presence of the Red Army, made this difficult.

Above all he had to accept reality. He had done his utmost to prove his counter-revolution-
ary goodwill, His relations with the impcrialist victors were the same as those with Hit-
ler, the alliance with whom had been broken in 1941, Imperialism would not resign its-
elf to the existence of the U,5.5.R.. In despair of getting a deal Stalin constituted the
'frontier zone' of the six Eastern Buropean countries. In these countries capital was ex-
propriated by burcaucratic mcans. The working class was held down by police terror to pre-
vent any rise of soviets. :

In Western Europe the bourgeois democracies were re-estoblished on extremely precarious
bases, from the point of view of the real needs of the capitalist classes. The bourgeoisie
had to make numerous concessions to permit the apparatuses which were participnting in the
governments to get the working class back into the bed of bourgeois democracy.

In France a whole series of legal measures permitted the proletariat to increase its social
and political weight and its class position in bourgeois society. These were in addition to
Social Security, the new rights of workers, which applied both to workers in general and to
workers in particular trades, access to education and so on.

The Fourth Republic was a historic survival and resulted from the contradiction between the
revolutionary wave of 1943 - 1947 and the counter-revolutionary policy of the social-democ-
ratic and Stalinist anraratuses.

The Fourth Republic went into a decline after ten yearg, but on the morrow of the war capit-
alism had no other solution. When De Gaulle offered himsclf at that time as a candidate
for Bomapartism, he was politely shown the door. The class relations demanded the chloro-
form which the leading app=ratuses of the workers' movemcnt dispensed.

So De Gaulle went off to his country house ~nd bided his time. The political crisis took
the French bourgeoisie by the throat in 1958. The unsolved problcms of ™ench imperialism
were concentrated in the colonial problem. De Gaulle did his best to solve this problem
and, to use his own words, to change the form of the Statc by liquidating democracy.

As in 1940, to be sure, 211 the "parliamentary democrats" rushed to scuttle the Parliament,
under the excuse of saving thc bourgeois state and to get their snouts into the Donapartist
trough. The lerders of the workers' organisations rushed to join the corporatist organis-
ations of De Gaulle (the "Cormission of the Plan", "wage-control" ~nd so on) o help him to
destroy what the workers had gained at the Liberation.
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What have the 'democracies' become during these years after the 'historic accident! of fas-
cism? During those years thc fascist men-at-arms hcld the proletariat under their jack-
boot, with the benevolent support of all the imperialists in Europe and U.S.A... There were
some years in Greece of a bastard parlianentary 'democracy', of which the film 'Z! gives a

pretty good impression., Then in 1965 the armed branch of the bourgeois statc took the power
and placed Greece in a state of siege.

While De Gaulle was pursuing his efforts to liquidate the prrliamentary regime in France,
political crises werc shaling parliamentary democracy in Germany and Britain. These origin-
ated from the inevitable tendency which arises from inside bourgeois states to liquidate

liberties by police methods. In Germany we have the law about the state of emergency. In
Britain we have restrictions on the right to strike.

Outside Europe the uprisings of the peoples whom imperialism has colonised are leading to
the establishment of politically ‘independent' regimes in Agricn and in Asia, especially now
that the Europcan imperinlist powers camnnot stand up to the pressure of American imperialism.
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But what do they n1ll ~dd up to? Numecrous 'republics' werce set up in 1960 in the old French
Empire in Africa. Music competitions were held in France to offer n~tionnl anthems based on
the Marseillaise to these republics ns independence-presents. The most savage police ter—
ror ruled in 1977 in Benin, Zaire, the Central African 'Empire', Haute-Volta, Mali, Niger,
Chad, etec.

When it comes to massacres, the monarchy in Morocco, the police Bonaprtism in Tunisia, the
military dictatorship in Algerin have no need to fear comparison with the blood-thirsty
clown Amin Dada or the old sergeant of the French army in Indo-Chinn, Bokassa lst, whom
Giscard d'Bstaign welcomed ceremoniously as 'Mr. Life-President'.

What is the state of parliamentary demoeracy? The democratic deputies who have not joined
the military dictatorships have joined the worker militants before firing squads, in the
prisons and labour camps.

In Vietnam, Laos and Cambodia, nothing but revolutionary war has becn able to liquidate the
military dictatorships. Therce was no room even for an attemnt at bourgecois democracy. The

burcaucracy has had to fill the power—-vacuum in order to avoid the proletarian revolution.

Then what about the parliamentary democracies in #he developed capitalist cowmtries? The
pelitical crisis in U.S.A. deepens. Conflict between different fractions of the bourgeois-
iec has cost two presidents their job or their life in twelve years.

The stake is nothing but the necessity to replace the historic gains of Amcrican democracy
with a centralised police and military Bonapartism, However corrupt these gains may be,
they are still too much for the most powerful imperialist power in the world, which must
crush the proletariat under its jack-boot. But this proletariat also is precisely thc most
powerful in the world. These denocratic gains have a content for the proletariat; they con-
sist of the rights and liberties which it has won ~nd which are written into existing in-
stitutions. It is the power of the working class which dictates the form of the crisis
which is ravaging the political sumits of the American bhourgeoisie.

Senile Survivals

Then what can we say about the democracies in Italy or in Japen? They are in their death-
agony. They hold out no other possibility to the Stalinist parties than openly supporting
the discredited 'majority' partics - 35% of the votes in Italy and 417 in Japan. The devo-
tion of the Stalinists to parliamentarism is well expressed by Carrillo, who fights in

the King's Cortecs against the protest by Socialist deputies agrinst one of their number
being beaten up by the police, and who supports the Franco-ite minister of the Interior.

In France Gecrges Marchais would immediately place under observation any P.C.F. nilitant
who was to recite in 1977 the training lesson which he learned at the P.C.F. school. This
lesson, on the un-democratic character of the Fifth Republic, will be found in the ammexe
to this article.

The P.C.F. defends and aprroves the Bonapartist constitution, the Bonapartist nuclear
strike force and all the Bonapartist reforms and institutions. It ficrcly defends the Bon-
apartist government's 46% majority. It defends the 'personal rule' of Giscard through to
1981. 1Its oricntation was well expressed by a leading Stalinist in a city in the North of
France, who asked, 'For whom will you vote in the second ballot?' He answered:

"Today I sce nothing to chocse between a Socialist Party - Communist Party majority and
the majority of the right.”

. The P.C.F, cortainly has deserved the praises expressed by Sanguinetti, the 'left' Gaullist,
as 'Le Progres-Dimanche', Lyon, reported on October 23, 1977:

"Wow Alexander Sanguinetti is praising the 'robust common sense! of the Communists. We
arbitrarily put them on the left. We talk of the right as the dominance of the State.
But what is really the most important thing about the Comrumists? Is it not that the
Gaullists and the Communists both have the same idea about France? I think so.”

The time has come to go back to the T ansitional Programme and to Lenin. Yes, bourgeois
democracy is a rotting corpse. Where the sick democracy has not been finished off, this
"Tuxury' is the greatest pre-—occupation of the bourgeoisie, who are secking a way out in a
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strong State. One big difference is clear at once between 1938 ~nd today. The bourgeoisie
cannot call today on political means to replace the rotting democrecies with regimes like
those of Hitler, Petain, Mussolini and Franco.

These last‘installed themselves on the basis of the defeats of the working class, organised
and prepared by the Popular Front or by the offensive against the united front carried out
in the name of the 'theory' of social-fascisnm,

The forces and the power of the European proletariat arc intact; even better, they have
gTovm.

The defeat of the proletariat in Chile was followed by the beginning of the Buropean revolu-—
tion in Portugal. The bloody lessons of the Popular Front in Chile werc not caused by the
discouragement or demoralisation of the world proletariat. The fists of the workers of
Europe were not clenched less hard against cavital. The lesson of Chile, which has been
tirelessly explained by those who are constructing the Fourth International, is going to be
written into the rising movement of the proletarian revolution, while the BEuropean candid-
atcs for the countcr-revolutionary reaction can only stammer, like chirac, tangled in con=-
tradictions: 'Democracy is a rcgime of authority'.

Thesc Bonapartist regimes, fascist regimes, military dictatorships, arc not just 'historic-
al accidents' on the upward road of 'thorough democracy, the higher stage of bourgeois dem-
ocracy'.

These regimes show the truth ~f a law which we esplained in the brochurec on 'Parliancntar-
ism, Bonapartism and the Revoluticnary Crisis' which was written for the training canps of
tho 0,Ced2

"The tendency tc Bonapartism is always prosent in the existence of the bourgeois state,
The classical parliamentary republic does not do away with it. It contains it and prev-
ents it from becoming dominant. Every crisis of the bourgeols political system liber-
ates and nourishes it. The Presidents of U.S, from Wilson and Roosevelt te Nixon, have
shown this tendency whenever U.S. capitalisn was up against difficult problems.”

Unlike in the 1870's, bonrgeois parliamentary democracy today is only a survival. The
bourgeoisie has renounced it because it no longer permits them to solve their problems.
The crisis of the bourgeoisie, the collapse of the Fifth Republic, the irruption of the
masses, may result in what looks like a revival of parliamentarism. This will be no
more than appearance. The lints hetween the class strugzle in France and the class
struggle in Burove and the world are such that the revolutionary crisis in France will
frive forward and harden out the Buropean prolctarian rovolution. We should not direct
ourselves towards a revival of parlismentary bourgeois denocracy but towards a life and
death struggle between the revolution and the counter-revelution. The importance of the
struggle agrinst the institutions of the Fifth Republic and of the struggle for dcmoc—
ratic liberties is all the greater, but we have to give it its proletarian eontent, "

8. The Political Revolution and Parlisnentarisn
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The Stalinist bureaucracy, the Thermidorean rcaction agninst the Qctober Revolution, has
politically expropriated the proleteriat. But the socinl relations which resulted from
October still live in the consciousness of the masses. Though the burcaucracy has be-
trayed the revolution, it has not been able to overthrow it. The relations of produc-
tion, which are brsed upon the collectivisation of the means of production and the mon-
opoly of external trade remain directly antagonistic to the capitalist relations of pro-
duction =nd the imperialist systenm.

The bureaucracy in the Kremlin hos set up and perfected over half a century a gigantic
totalitarian police apparatus in order to exterminate the Bolsheviks and to meintain its
counter-revolutionary control over the masses.
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The democratic rights ~nd liberties which exist in the bourgcois democracics, decaying
though they are, are non-cxistent in the U,S.S.R... All opposition is tracked down. The
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monopoly of political self-expression of the parasitic bureaucracy is the factor which unites
all its rival fractions, It brings them together against the slighest warning coming up
from the proletariat.

The bureaucracy attracted all the national oppression inherited from Tsarism and the various
Holy Alliances in Buropean history when it extended its bureaucratic, police and military
control over the countries of Eastern Burope.

This is why the Stalinist police terror arouses, pell-mell, beneath its yoke:

- proletarian demands tending towards the reconquest of the conguests of October by means
of the political revolution:

- National democratic demends of countries economically and administratively annexed by
the bureaucratic and military control of the Kremlin, which come to add to the national
demands which arise within the U,S.S.R. itself:

- the widest aspirations to political liherties to organise, liberty in the arts and in
literature, etc.

We know that for the Stalinist buresucracy to come to power was a sort of turning-back of
history. The attacks of the Stalinists against workers' democracy have given an unexpected
lustre to social-democracy, whose petty hourgeois liberalism appears to many workers to be
opposing the Stalinists' provocation and crimes.

Another reflex effect was being outlined at the time when the new revolutionary period opened
in 1958, The margin of manoeuvre of the bureaucracy was contracted and permitted it no pos-
sibility but to be the direct auxiliary of imperialism.

Oppositions to the police and military power of the bureaucracy are springing up everywhere,
under all kinds of forms, tending to weaken the totaliterian grip of Stalinism. The bureau-
cratic 'membrane', of which Marx spoke in connection with the Bonapartist bourgeois state,
clogs up all the pores of the society, with all the more force because the Stalinist regime

is more fragile than the bourgeois state which rests on private property in the means of pro-
duction.

The hallucinatory image of Stalin in 'One lMorning of Joseph Stalin', liquidating certain lay-
ers of the bureaucracy by cart-loads and whole categories, because they are tending to dis-
locate the police system, well illustrates how society is completely stifled.

This movement is governed by the inevitable rise of the proletarian political revolution. As
the 'Transitional Programme' says: '

"A fresh upsurge of the revolution in the U.S.S.R. will undoubtedly begin under the banner
of the struggle against §ogigl_i§egualitz and Eolifigal c_;pgrgsgignl Down with the priv-

ileges of the bureaucracy! Down with Stalhanovism!™ Down with the Soviet aristorcracy and
its ranks and orders! Greater equality of wages for all forms of labour!

The struggle for the freedom of trade unions and facotry committees, for the right of
assembly and freedom of the press, will unfold in the struggle for the regeneration and
development of §ogigt_dgm9c£ag + The bureaucracy replaces the soviets as elass organs

with the fiction of universal electoral rights - in the style of Hitler and Goebbels. It

is necessary to return to the soviets not merely their free democratic form but also
their class content.":

For the Regeneration of the Sovicts and of Proletarien Democracy
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The movement is already in action. It took physical form in the discussions between the wor-
kers of the Szczecin strike committee who, in 1971, under the chairmanship of Edmund Baluks,
dragged first secretary Gierek in front of the genuine proletarian tribunal which their ass-
embly was.
At the same time everyone who nspires to the most elementary democratic liberties understands
:Egt S:?linism and Nazism oppose the proletarian revolution and democratic liberties like

in stars.

There are numerous reasons for the very great confusion and illusions which get in between
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the consciousncss of the masses, who shte the bureaucracy, and the proletarian programme:

- The Bolsheviks and the Left Opposition were esterminated in the U.S.S.R.. The continuity
of Marxist organisation has bhcen broken for severnl decades.

- The oppositionists and militants who try to re-establish connection with the proletarian
programme are those who are persecuted -nd 'broken' with the greatest ferocity. Certain
fractions of the bureaucracy, the most restorationist wing, then permit a controlled ex-
pression to the opposition currents which align themselves with the 'Western democracy'’
which the 'Helsinki Agreements' would defend.

- Bourgeois democracy appears to offer greater possibilitics of self-expression than the
universal suffrage of the Hitler-Goebels kind, which consists of the electors approving
the governments of the bureaucrncy by 99.9%, or even lol’> when certain layers of bureau-
crats are excessively zealous. This is the evidence that the soviet regeneration will
not be able to develop from a 'democratisation' of these withered institutions, antemmae
of the bureaucratic and police apparatus, which today are called 'soviets' in the
U.3.8.R..

The proletariat will have to forge its own organs of power in its class struggle against

che bureaucracy. The only critorion will be that of proletarian democracy, of total in-

dependence from the Stalinist bureaucratic apmaratus. This will leave open numerous pos-
sibilities for the forms by menns of which the real proletarian soviets will replace the

bureaucratic police organs, the fighting arms of the degenernted workers' state today.

The whole society will be seized with convulsions when the political revolution begins and
devclops and the movements of the masses boldly tears open the bureaucratic membrane, The
masses will passionately seck the road to their own power. They will go forward along this
road with all the more confidence when the Soviet, Polish, Hungarian and other sections of
the Fourth Intern~tional are being built and fighting to open this road.
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But we cannot exclude in advance the temporary resurgence of forms of representation like par-
liamentary democracy, when we take account of the factors which we have listed, and espec-
ially of the last, the embryonic state of the new gener:tion of Bolshevism in the U.S.S.R.

and the Eastern countries. This is all the more so because the problems of national indepen-
dence suggest constituent assemblies independent of the Kremlin for the numerous oppressed
nationalities in the U.S.S.R. and Eastern Europe.

It is equally quite possible that the imperialist and Stalinist counter-reveolution is seeking
some communication trench by which to gnin time by govermmental initistives that look like
parliamentarism, when they face new and genuine soviets, and when the debris of the bureau-
cracy try to keep the levers of command of the bureaucratic apmaratus in their hands by this
device.

But in any case, the important thing is not to lose sight of the essential. Bourgeois parlia-
mentarism has bourgeois property as its social basis., The degcnerated and bureaucratically
deformed workers' states have collective property in the means of production and exchange as
their social base. Bourgeois parliamentarism rests on a ruling class. It is antagonistic to
the social basis of these states. The social relations of production, in U.S.S.R., in the
countries of Eastern Europe and in China, lead the movement of the class towards a soviet re-
generation. Whatever be the convulsions ~nd confusions, the hybrid or transitory forms of re-
presentation of the masses, the conflict of power will be settled by the struggle to the death
between the proletarint and the pro-imperinlist counter-revolution, whether it is carried on
directly by imperialism, or by the debris of the reactionary bureaucracy, or by a combination
and the direct co-operation of both at once. The alternative of 'socielism or barbarism' will
pass from the status of a historic perspective to that of political actunlity.

It can be settled from the side of the proletariat only by the installation in the U.S.S.R.
and the bureancratically deformed states of workers' and peasants' governments, resting on the
organs of power of the working class, installing their class dictatorship. It is against
these workers' and peoasants' governments that the bourgeois and Stalinist counter-revolution
will be let loose.
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S0 much is certain. It leads to something elsc, no less certain. This is that sections of
the Fourth International arc imperiously necessary in these countrics, conscious, concentra-
ted expressions of the struggle of the world proletariat for the Universal Soviet Republic,
and, more porticularly, for the solution which at last has been found for the economic, pol-
itical, social and cultural erisis, the crisis of civilisation, in Buropc: the Socialist Un-
ited States of BEurope.

The proletariat is a class in bourgeois socicty. From being a class 'in itself', a class en-
slaved by capitalist exploitation, it has to become a class 'for itself' in order to take
power, to become the ruling clnss and, as such, to repel every restorationist nttempt by the
0ld ruling classes of the exploitative socicty.

In history the process of volitienl maturity of the subordinnte class, as it prepares to re-
place the old power with the new, corresponds to certain very general laws, 'e have seen how
Trotsky posed the question of 'duzl power', sketching the comparison between the bourgeois
and the proletarian revolutions.

We cnn establish in perticular, though in a very general form, thot = revolutionary class, as
it ndvonces, tries to use all the faults, footholds and resting places which the cracled wall
of the old socicty offers, just like a mountaineer who fights against materianl walls by util-
jsing the irregularitics of their surfaces.

Picrre Lambert recalled during the days of study of the 0.C.I. in June 1977 that the States
Gene=al in 1789 was an institution of the Ancien Regime, from within which the new institu-
tions hnd sprung as a socinl nnd politienl nocessity. But in the black funcral procession
of the Third Estate, which filed respectfully behind the two privileged orders, no one, not
even the little lawyer from Arras, Maximilien Robespierre, (as Michclet savs), was thinking
of anything but @ constitutional monarchy. It was the existing power, lost in its contra-
dictions, which prepared physically the splits within the orders because it stupidly refused
to lct tho States-General mect in their official meeting hall. So people looked around -
and then they found the Salle du Jeu de Paume!

Something like this happened in Czechoslovakia., In August 1968 the official authorities of
the burcaucracy had convened the XIVth Congress of the Communist Party of the country. Rather
than run the risk of sececing develop an opposition to its absolute police powers in the frame-
work of the official institutions, the Kremlin bureaucracy invaded the country. By doing so,
it greatly speeded up the process which was leading to the political revolution, while avoid=-
ing its explosion, in irder finally to turn it back.

The XIVth Congress of the Czechoslovak Communist Party met illegnlly in a factory in Prague.
Without the participants being aware of the fact, thoy proclaimed by their actions that they
wore breaking from the international Stalinist apparatus.

No State institution or party of the bureaucratic regime, nothing but the savage violence of
the tanks, could have been advanced to give a shadow of legnlity or of continuity to the coun-
ter-revolution. On the contrary, the whole of society was placed in front of this demonstra-
tion that hence forward they would have to direct their efforts tirelessly to liquidating the
0ld institutions, under the blows of repression. These institutions werc marked by the in-
femous seal of violence. They would have to be replaced by the authentic representntion of
the masses. The masses drew their conclusions according to diffcrent laws and especially at
different tempo from that of theorcticel genernlisation. But theoretical generalisation,

in the persons of thc builders of the proletarien revolutionary perty, will find a well-

worked and fertile field in the vears to come along the road from Praguc through Warsaw to
Moscow.

There is a considerable difference between the position of the roevolutionary bourgeoisie and
thot of the revolutionary proletarint in the old society. The century-old compromises be-
ween the bourgeoisie and the absolutist centrnlised monarchy were based on the convergent
interests of the properticd classes. Louis XI in his wars ngrinst various dissident nobles
regularly sent to the bourgeois of his 1oyal cities' his proposals for economic agrecments.
According to whether they opened or closed their cities to onc of the contending armies, the
bourgeoisic of the cities saw their independent institutions, their communal liberties and
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their legal prerogatives in the monarchist state strengthened.

'Bits of Revolution...'
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The positions of the proletariat in bourgecois society arc not provided for in the property
relations. Its social -nd politiecsl conquests mark positions, fortresses, provisional or

long-term encampments in the struggle, that is to say, the war of the classes, and the prolet-
ariat starts from these to engage in new assaults.

These positions contradict the unrestrained exploitation which is the logic of the capitalist
systen. The class enemy always threntens them sooner or lnter, becruse it constantly seeks
to drive the proletarint back from being a 'class for itself to being a 'class in itself',
the raw material for exploitation.

For that reason, articles in our jourmal, 'La Verite' have trecated Social Security as a
'revolutionary socinlist conguest'. Jacgues Juilliard guotes in 'The Fourth Republic' some-
thing which was said by Victor Griffuelhes, the revolutionary syndicalist, in 1909:

"I am far from being hostile to the orgnnisation of social insurance. That the worker
shall have a more secure ~nd better life is the whole purpose of trade union action. We
should do wreng if we opposed anything like that. But social insurance would be a bit of
the revolution. The bourgeoisie will never vote for it."

Griffuclhes was right. Social Security is as much a 'gift' from the bourgeoisie of the Fourth
Republic to the proletariat as you could call the immense stocls of war material which are
sucrendered aftor a battle to the victors by the congquered a ‘'gift'.

Despite Griffuelhes's lack of precision, the temm which he uses suits us. The workers' org-
anisations, their social conquests, their derived social conquests such as education and the
right of association, are like 'bits of revolution' in bourgeois society. The proletarian
class constantly tends to bring these 'bits of revolution' together into a block, or a bat-
tering-ram against bourgeois institutions.

Michelet got into a political and moral impasse with his 'Liberty and Property'. On the order
of the day today is the dialectic of democratic liberties and of the proletarian revolution
in the struggle of the proletariat for power.

The Importance of the Forms of the Bourgeois Dictatorship
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This is why the Marxist vanguard of the proletariat - consisting today of the Fourth Inter-
national in the process of reconstruction, puts the greatest importance on the forms by means
of which the class dictatorship of the bhourgeoisie is exercised. [Engels vigorously supported
the slogan - which we would today call a 'tpansitional demand', of the 'Republic' ageinst the
German Emperor and Bismark. He saw it as a concrete means of encouraging the class process
of bursting open the envelope of the old society, 'with as much violence as 2a lobster bursts
its old shell'.

The demonstrators in Madrid and Barcelona raise their fists agninst the Franco-ite state and
its police with shouts: 'Tomorrow Spain will be a Republic'. With a sure instinct the masses
reach out to grasp the weapons which demoeratic liherties offer, the liberty to organise, to
hold meetings, to have the legal or partly legal possibility of confronting the bourgeois
state.

The Kremlin bureaucracy and Carrillo are of the same opinion. Their policies eregt the Mon-
cloa Pact with the monarchy against the masses and the slogan of 'Republic in Spain'.

The Popular Front was formed in 1936 on the slogans of 'Peace, Bread and Liberty'. In 1977
it comes together - or Ffalls apart - with cries of respect for the Gaullist Constitution, the
Gaullist institutions and laws ageinst non-religious education!

The Spanish and Italian Stalinist parties participate directly and openly in reinforcing the
police methods of the State, They openly discuss with the representatives of the police and
the amy the repressing re-inforcement of the state apparatus to fight against 'international
terrorism' - in the sacred union of all police against the rcal enemy, the proletarian revolu-
ion.
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The defence of democratic liberties is one moment in, a component element of, the proletar-
ian revolution. It tends to become intermixed with the proletarian revolution today more
than in the past, when imperialism had greater resouces to call on. Everywhere the masses
are grasping for democratic liberties, more and more, in the forward march to the revolution-
ary crisis and in the crisis itself. The peoples who are grasping for the right of self-
deteimination will be faced by a major contradiction in bourgeois society: On the one hand
the apparatuses defend the bourgeois state machine at all costs, in the name of 'historic
comprouises’', popular unity, unions of the left and 'governmental pacts'; on the other hand,
the proletarian class struggle and its conscious expression, the Fourth International, marks
out the only road to guarantee democratic liberties, which is the rule of the working class,
the dictatorship of the proletariat.

Marx's demonstration is a thousand times more true today than it was in 1870 - the Commune-
State is the only 'anti-thesis' of the repressive bourgeois State, centralised against the

explcited masses. It is the only 'low cost government' possible in the period of decaying

imperialism, because it is a workers' government. :

Lenin's demonstration is a thousand times more true today than in 1918 in 'The Proletarian
Revolution and the Renegade Kautsky':

"Is there a single country in the world, even among the most democratic bourgeois coun-
tries, in which the average rank-and-file worker, the average rank-and-file village lab-
ourer, or village semi-proletarian generally (this is, the representative of the oppres-
sed masses, the overwhelming majority of the population), enjoys anything approaching
guch liberty to use the best pringting workers and largest stocks of paper, to express
his ideas and to protect his interests, such liberty to promote men and women of his owm
class to administer and to 'run the state as in Soviet Russia?"
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Cnly the strategy of the worlters' and peasants' government can unify and organise the de-
Tence of democratic libecrties. The proletariat and the exploited masses try more or less
consciously to bring to power a government of the workers' parties, a government which
they think ought to be their government and the expression of their power,

This strategy is made up of political activities which open up that road. These consist
of demonstrating at each moment that the United Front of the workers' parties and organ-
isations can and must be brought into existence to deal with every problem. They consist
of demonstrating'concretely that the first condition for bringing the United Front of the
workers' parties into cxistence is that they break with the bourgeois parties, and that
they appeal from the bourgeois parties to the initiative of the masses, to force the wor-
kers' parties and organisations to form the United Front, up to the point of the forma-
tion of a govermment of these parties, without the inclusion of any ministers represt-
ing the bourgeois parties or organisations.

But - will the traditional organisations and parties of the working class break with the
bourgeoisie? Will they bring the United Front into existence? Whether they do so or not,
this is the direction by which the exploited masses will provide themselves with the means
to overcome the obstacles on the road to the formation of a genuine workers' and peasants'
government. By going in this direction the masses will break the party apparatuses which
stand in their way. They will form their own class organisms, the councils, the Soviets,
the Parliament and the Executive of the working class, open to all its organisations and
parties.

The organisations which are faithful to the programme of the Fourth International will
construct revolutionary parties, with decisive influence among the masses, by fighting

on this orientation. In this way the conditions for forming a gemuine workers'! and
peasants' govermnment will be brought together. Already the workers and the exploited
masses arc grasping democratic liberties in and for this struggle. They will develop them
and give them a proletarian content. The proletariat is the only social and political
force which can regenerate the whole of society, can purify it of all the factors of
barbarism and destructive of civilisation which germinate and grow in the soil of this
exploitative society. The proletariat will give an unprecedented breadth to liberties of
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political and cultural association, because these are indispensable for managing the new soc-
iety and advancing towards Socialism.

The outcome of the strategy for a workers' and peasants' government is the dictatorship of
the prolctariat. The dictatorship of the proletariat means the maximum of democracy for the
masses.

9, TFor Collectivism! For the Dictatorship of_ the Proletariat!
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In an appendix to this article, readers will find the first part of the document on the train-
ing of the cadres and militants of the 0.CoI.. This was adopted by its Central Committee on
Septcmber 8 and 9, 1977. It goes back to the conditions in which the problem of construct-
ing organisations of the Fourth Tnternational ws posed at the end of the 1930's.

Trotsky pointed out the opportunities which the crisis provided, by provoking the re-group-
ment of the masses on new axes. He tried to analyse the means to construct the revolution-
ary party by studying the processes going on in the working class. There can be no doubt
that Trotsky worked out very precisely the best tactics for revolutionaries to intervene in
the conditions of crisis in the workers' leadership, in his analyses of the 'beginming of the
revolution' in France in 1935 - 36.

The ascent towards the general strike was beginning, expressed in 'strikes, protests, scuf-
fles in the streets and open revolts'. Trotsky sharply identified the condition for the vic-
tory of the proletariat: 'the ligquidation of the present leadership':

"t is a life and death question for the revolutionary masses to break the resistance of
the united socinl-prtriotic npparatuses. The left centrists believe that the 'unity' of
these apparatuses is nn absolute good, above the interests of the revolutionnry struggle."

The job of the proletarian party is to help the masses to provide themselves with the polit-
icnl means to 'brenk the counter-revolutionnry resistance of the apparatuses of the parties
and the trade unions'. The way to do this is through 'committees of action'. These committ-
ees nre hecessary in order to liberate the masses from the treacherous leadership of the soc-~
ial-patriots.' They con be formed 2s an apparatus for struggle, =s revolutionary represent-
ation of the masses in struggle, including at the same time represcntatives of the tradition-
al organisations, trade unions and parties. From one side the masses raise their demands on
these orgrnisations, while from the other side the apparatuses of these organisations do their
best to keep the masses under control and impose their counter-revolutionary policy on them.

The conflict between the counter-revolutionary apparatuses and the needs =nd aspirations of
the masses are sharpened within the very fromework of such committees. It lends on towards
the solution, which will be positive if the revolutionary party is constructed and fulfis
its tnsk, and negative if it does not.

Trotsky said of these 'committecs of action' that they could become the 'erucibles' of the
revolutionary party. He rigorously defined the relations between these committees of action
and the trade unions:

"Mhe masses go into struggle with all their ideas, their groupings, their traditions and
their organisations. The parties continue to live and to fight, During the elections
to committces of action, each party nmaturally will try to get its supporters elected. In
relation to the parties, the committees of action can be called 'revolutionary parlia-
ments', The parties are not kept out. On the contrary, it is essential for them to be
there. At the same time their activities are kept under control and the masses learn to
liberate themselves from the influences of the corrupt parties,"

The movement of the working class itself leads it today inevitably into open conflict with
the institutions of the Fifth Republic in France and those of the Francoite monarchy in Spaim.
The movement which has already entered the struggle as the revolutionary crisis approaches
finds the proletariat coming into the fight with 'its ideas', its groupings, its traditions
and its organisations. The political frame of the class movements in France since 1975 -
1974 is the emergence of workers! United Front orgens, joint strike committees elected from
the trade unions, which foreshadow in outline the construction by the class of its own organs
of power. To prepare, and to prepare ourselves, for the coming revolution in France means
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today that we follow with the closest attention these still fragmentary and dis-united signs
of the proletarian movement and act politically to open up the rord of workers' councils.

Acting politically means brsing the construction of the revolutionary party on active inter-
vention to promote the political processes which go on within the working class, and on its
political movement to liberate itsclf from the guerdianship of the leading apparatuses, so
as to set up the 'apparatuses of struggle'.

The Accomplishment of the Tasks of the 0.C.I.

-
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The construction of the 0,C.I. is decisive for the construction of the revolutionary perty,
in the present period of preparation for the revolutionary crisis. It is taking material
form in meeting its target of reeruiting hundreds more branch leaders, and thousands more
sellers of 'Informations Ouvricres'.

The conscious intervention of the revolutionaries along the line of 'committces of action',
as Trotsky proposcd them, meets and nourishes thc objective movement of the class. As one

class advances towards the revolutionary crisis it is trying and will try to set up its own
organs of power, confronting thc more or less dismantled bourgcois State.

In the celchrated passage of the Transitional Programme which calls upon revolutionaries to
'be bold when the hour for action arrives', Trotsky ends:

"The Fourth International hns shown that it could swim agninst the stream. The approach-
ing historical wave will raise it on its crest."

The revolutionary wave which followed the second world war was contained. The 'approaching
historical wave', which will witness the concentration of the epoch of wars and revolutions
in » struggle to the death between the proletariat and the bourgeoisie, has already begun to
rise. Its banner will be Workers' Governments, throughout Europe ~nd the world. Its banner
will be thnt of collectivism, of the dictntorship of the proletnrint, of the Republic of
Soviets.,

There are no other parties to rnise these banners at the head of the masses than those of
the Fourth Internntional. There is no other menans but that of Bolshevism to construct these
parties.

October 15, 1977

Appendix I
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In the course of the coming months, the 0.C.I. (Organisation Communists Internationalists,
for the Re-Construction of the Fourth Internationnl) must win thousands of new readers for
'Informations Ouvriecres', recruit several thousands of new members and set up hundreds of
new branches.,

These targets signify that the 0,C.I. is at a turning-point in the history of its own con-
struction. It has to take this turn because of the development of the politiecal situation
in France. 'le have annlvsed the period as that of the development 'from the crisis of the
bourgeoisie to the revolutionary crisis', The 0.C.I. itself cammot develop if it does not
malke this turn.

These targets cannot bhe reached unless hundreds of new leaders, new branch officers, are
educated,

This turn is made possible by the 'objcctive' conditions. The objective conditions in them-
gelves are not enough. Neither the construction of a revolutionary party, founded on the
programme of the Fourth International, nor even simply a strengthening of the organisation
which is constructing this party, flows automatically from a political situation developing
towards a revolutionary crisis. There are abundant examples of this in history.

The advance towards the revolutionary crisis in France and towards the revolution in Spain
in the vears 1934 - 1938, and the opening ~nd development of these events, were far from
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resulting in the construction of the revolutionary party. On the contrary, they dislocated
the organisations of the Fourth International. '

It is true that the revolutionary crisis in France and the revolution in Spnin were the last
in a chain of revolutions in the revolutionary period which stretched from 1917 to 1938, all
of which, except that in Russia, ended in defeat.

Today we are at the beginning of a new period of the world revolution. This will last for
many years, and will open a thousand possibilities. In 1938 Trotsky hed to explain that a
whole generation of militants had been crushed flat by defeats. The members of the organis-
ations of the Fourth International were gencrally only on the fringe of the proletariat. A
new historieal period would set free the tendency of the working class to regroupment on a
new axis. This would afford enormous possibilities for the construction of the Fourth Int-
ernational and its parties.

Certain favourable conditions are appearing for the construction of organisations of the
Fourth Internmtional, that is, revolutionary parties with mass influence. Trotsky forecast
these opportunities and suggested a policy which would enable them to be utilised.

Without reckoning what would have happened if the policies which Trotsky proposed had been
applied, and without re-writing history after the event, we can still feel sure that the
course of the class struggle would have been different, not only in France, in Burope, but
in the world, even if the victory of the revolution had not been guarantecd.

In any case, the history of the construction of the Fourth International ~nd of its organ-
isntions would not have been the same. The struggle of the classes, like the struggle to
construct the revolutiomary party, the second heing inseperzble from the first, are living
struggles, mnde up out of the practical activity of the classes, the orgenisations and the
members of the orgonisations. Their outcome is the result of this living activity, and
therefore, the outcome is never decided for certain in advance, even though it depends on
determinate causes.

Thus this way of approaching the class struggle and the strugegle for the construction of the
revolutionary party does not lead to some sort of fataelism. On the contrary, it leads to
rigorously analysing the 'why' and the 'how' of their development, so that we can fight
better.

Appendix 2

What a Training School of the French Communist Party Used to Teach about
The Gaullist Constitution...back in 1961
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The Constitution of 1958 (brought in by De Gaulle) takes away their essential rights from
the elected representatives of the nation.

The Constiution gives all power to De Gaulle and to the ministers whom he appoints and who
are responsible only to him. These are the direct representatives of the monopolies and the
State officials, the clerks, who simply carry out the policies of big capital.

Even after De Gaulle had set up his personal rule, the Parliament still had certain powers,
and the workers and peasant masses could exert pressure on the clected members and make some
of their demands effective., They could even play some role in the direction of the affairs
of the country, for example, get laws passed favourable to the workers and peasants. But now
the National Assembly has been stripped of all its powers mand it becomes more difficult for
the masses to make their will heard.

The personnl rule of De Gaulle encounters hostility among the popular masses and since he
came to power he has made his rule more authoritarian. He does everything he can to shelter
the executive power from the pressures which the different layers of the people, whom the
policy of the monopolies damages, could bring to bear on it.

The infrequent prerogatives which the Constitution still allows to Parliament are in fact
scoffed and obstructed.

De Gaulle openly proclaims that liberty is ~n encumbrance to the personal regime.

The monopolies and great bankers do not conceal their intention of moving towards another
revision of the Constitution, to increase the powers of the President still further.

48.



In partiecular the election by universal suffrage of the President of the Republic is to con-
fer increased powers on him.

The propagandists of the presidential power present this idea as a 'modern' form of govern-
ment, a regime of 'direct democracy', in the hope of disguising its ultra-reactionary char-
acter, becruse it is really intended to strengthen the rulc of the monopolies nnd to get rid
yet more completely of the rights of the Parliament, of the clected representatives of the
people and of democratic liberties.

OUR PROGRAMME TO RENOVATE REPUBLICAN INSTITUTIONS AND THE NATIONAL LIFE

This programme is for the election of a Constituent Assembly. Its first task would be to
work out a new Constitution, a democratic system of government.

e are not going back to the Constitution of yvesterday. That was inndequate. Nor are we
going to cobble the Constitution of today. It provides for one-man rule. We are going to
promote 2 real Republic, to renew democracy ~nd to restore it at the same time.

Our Party mnkes clear in this programme what must be the essential characteristics of a
renovated democracy which it proposes to include in the new Constitution.

It stresses the principle upon which a truly democratic government must rest.

The supreme power belongs in the Republican state to the rcpresentatives of the people, elec=
ted by universal and direct suffrage and proportional representation, mecting in a single-
chamber National Assembly, with the government which comes out of it responsible to it.






