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Protskyisn! In French - ‘ (2
THE 0, C I |

To m2ny comrades, repellcd by the antics of the ING and the other
sections of the Fourth International, the idea of o disembodicd
"struggle ngoinst Pabloism" no doubt scems attractive, But we must nsks

struggle npoinst 'Pabloism!, for what alternntive? There is no
cerystolline 'uncontominated Trotskyism! to counterpose to it: for world
events since 1935 require cxvnlanation somchow. - ' '

The actucl organiscd alternative to the USFI is the ICFI/ICRFI - ,
producing only n crudce, primitive, and distorted rehash of '1938 ' Trotskyisn';
incapable of analysing reality before their cyes (as is shown by their
incomprchension of the Cuban revolution); and guilty of political errors
no less pgross than the FI's, The record of the ICFI wos until recently
. clear before our eyes, in the shape of the Socialist Labour Leapuve.

. lNow, however, therc is on alternative center for the "struggle agninst
'Pabloism!"; in the OCRFI, If the cvident stupidities of the SLL in our own
'parish' are too much too take, the OCI, at lenst, has the ndvantage of
being on another country and in another lanruage!l ; 4

But the OCI shares resnonsibility fof thelline of the ICFI/ICRFI, ripght
up to their recent split with the SLL., They are responsible for their

present 'Isroelis and Arabs unite and fight' line on Palestine (cven worse
then 'Protestants and Cotholies unite and fight! in Ireland, = - -

To remove a part of the languagé‘veil thotshiclds the errors of the oCI,
I have translated (and cut slightly) an article from 'Rouge!, paper of
the French Section of the Fourth Internationnl, of I2th Februsry '72.

0--0--0-_.0_.5

812 delegates from 51 departments (figures given by the ori~niscrs) -
particinnted in the 'Nationnl Confercnce Tor the Workere Government',
( salled by the AJS-0CI on 5 and 6 February.... ‘

soos The majority of the speakere, in fact, camc to the rostrum to
explain in what way they had = or bad not - carried on the preparatory
campaign for the Confcrence, finishing up with the ritual proclamation:
"Only the workers'! government con satisfy our demands'.

The nature of this government, its composition, the very function of the
slogan, was not discussed., Onc has the right, however to wait for somec
clarifications: the Lombertist ** 1linc hos hod some  twists nnd turns
recently. A definition would have beecn welcome, .

WORKERS' GOVERNMENT — SOCIALIST — COMMUNIST GOVERNIUENT?

For o long time the Lombertists understood by 'worlrerst government! a
Socinlist Party - Communist Party government **%, In linc with that cono—
eption they put forward the slopan of " a single working class candidate”
in the presidential clections of May 1969 with its corollarys "one of the
two working class candidates should withdraw!" One remembers that on thot

** Lambertist: Pierre Iombert i the leader of the OCI (my fﬁotnote).




occagion the AJ3-0CI undexrtook on 1ncred1blg+cmmpn1gn of pressure to persuade (3
Duclos to withdraw, in order that Defcrre (who had morc chance of success!
should remain tl ¢ single candidate of ‘the "orkors! United Front!. Such was
the intcrpretation of the slogon of “‘orvers' Govorﬂmcnt"

But what do we see? Prnn001s Mltterand and his handful of hocks, all
old lackeys of the bourneolsle, socized the SP ot the Epinay Congress of cvil
memory. The great workers' porty of Deferre-ilollet-Chandernagor-llauroy has
follen %o tnc bourgeois politicians., It is in pgreat danger of being destroyed.
Fortunatcly the gome is not upd There are enough old stalwarts in the 'old party!
whose routine Francois! plots arc messing up. With a bit of luck they will
scttle with him around "n election. Thus the Socialis t Pﬁrty will be saved for
the worklnﬂ clmss. o

; Meanwhilo howevcr, the slogﬂn of 'Soc1 aligt-Communist Government', bocomes
f(tempornrily°s inopportunc. The slognn of workers' govermment hcnceforth mcans
o @ovcrnmont—of-workers'—orgﬂnlsutlons—nlthout—partlclp ntion—of-bourgeois— = ..
ministers - without furthor definition. The SP? And the CFDT? Is'it o questlon

of » government of political ond trade union orgnnisations nlready existing?
Or of o government built on Workers! Councils which will take form in the

course of revolutionary crisis? The Lambertist conference for the Workers'
Government docs not bring any releto thesp questions.

"IMMEDIATB BLmCTIONS

However, the slogan of the workers' govcrnment does notg throubh Lambertist
spectacles, toke on an essentinlly propagandist valuc. On tho contrary., They
strive ot every moment to make of it o tactical slogan, that is, concrotlﬂeq in
4 precise vovornnental formulo 1mp1y1n a definite polltlcs.

The @mblvuitJ hanglng over the Socialist Pwrty, if it cOmpels the
Lombertists to somc coution, docs not nrevent rhem at all from proposing as
usual the concretisation of the slomn

Today the concrcte content of the slogon of the workers' sovernment is no
longer "onc of the two candidates should W1thdrnw‘", but "Don't wnit until
I973! Immediate elections!” ' /

"Should one not',; writcs the AJS—OClg“lmmedlatelJ t.ke up the fight to
demand the resignation of the bourgeois deputics ¥+ ? Is it nocessary to
accopt that scoundrels. like Rives-Henrys and thosc who support him should be
able to sit in parliament, and give their support to all the anti-working class
nmeasures that the Pompidou-Cha banuGlscard gOV<rnmcnt 1s tccln' ond will foke 2?0

”To these questlons, there is only onc GClj' it is by tqklnr up o united
comprisn for resignations that one can nand should unite the workers of town and
country in order to rcalise in each locality the worker-—peasant alliances the

®E% Just as their Germon comrades understand by o workers! vovernmont, a
'purc! socinl-democratic government, that ig one without cven mlnorlty
ropresentatlon of the liberals, (Rouge ﬂootnotc)

++ Duclos - CP Yresidential condidate. , o

44+ Deferrc - SP Presidontial candidate. (It should bc romembered that the
T'rench Socinlist Porty is, ne we said in WF No 10,7in no scase a porty
of the working clasgs' - the 0CI's oﬂlnlon notwlthgt,nding,)

*4+  doputies + MP’S. :



candidates of the working ¢ ass parties undertazinsg to refusc to give their (4
voics to candidates of bourgeois porties under any form or undcr any circumstances!
(Pciitical Report. Supplement IO no545 p.I5)

A PROPAGANDA SLOGAN

For rcvolutionory Marxiste o workers! govermment is not a government
composcd of ministers from "workin: class parties', or supnoscdly working closs
portics: the Inbour government of Wilson, the socinl democratic government of
Brandt, even if mheJ arc made up cntirely of party functionariecs of solid
pedisree, are not workers' governments, but I00% bourgeois governments. What
defincs the prolctarian choracter of a government is not the social origin of
its ministers, but the content of its progromme. It is the nature of its actions
o workers! government is a government which makes itself the active aspent of the
destruction of capitalist nower and the bringing in of socinlism, stimiloting
and centralising'the'rovolutionary nction of the masses.

In the present situation, the slogan nf ”worLcrs' ~ovornmcnt” takes on an
essentlally propmgandm fUnCthnouoea

T%E LANBSRTIST CONFIRENCs: TIN LAUNCHING OF I
ELECTORAL CAMPAIGN

AJD“OCI undertook to unvell Wrmdu lly tﬁrouo% their 1ntcrvcnclo s. It wos
Stephane Just who opened the conference with a nolitical renort. He did it in
his own peculiar style, describing ot length the evolution of the class strmggle

1 Fronec since the miners! strike in Harch 1963, May 1968, and thc referendum
episode of April I969. Just finished his recport by letting out at lost his
"bombsghcll!: "ile aim to occupy ~ll the fronts of the political strugrlc. We will
be »present in the parliamentay battle in the next al sctiongs there will be
dozuns of candidates who will defend $lc line " of tiis conforcnce for o workcrs!
government, We take the 1n1t1a01vo in foraing 'Comnluuoos for Workcrs' Unitt". (CWO)

- Taking their turns, Berry Chisscrey, Loibert cam: bock to tic rucsiiongpounding
( out the ncw perspective offered, Lombert: "The workers' government is o simplc
thing, cveryonc soys it and knows @, ILvery smallest demand is ftoday o political
demand ond nceds for its reilisation the workcrs! government. This i= cvident
that is admitted, that is undorstood by cvery person of zood fhith! (sicj. We
cxpress tc only working clnss politics, we say nothing cther than the
mnossces hove nlready ronlised in thoir consciousncss....lc prono~c the Committecs
for workers! Unlty, which should deal with the struzrle in the factories, but
alsgn the elcctornal battle, These committecs will welcome nll those who =~ roc
with tbhis: no represcentatives of the bossus in the  overnment!?

It is nccessary t» renlise that the nerspective of an c¢loctoral compaign
and t ¢ formation of the CWO is not as simplec as that, Lombertist nilitants still
remenber the attituvde of their\organiouloa in the 1969 presidentinl cleetions.
Didn't the orgonisation, in the name of the United Front, violently denounce
Alain Krivine *¥, presentcd ns o splitting condidnte aaninulnted by the
bouricoisic (one should rcmember the vicious insinuntions of thc Lombertists
bout the obigin of the sipgnaturcs nccessary to register the candidate)? Did uot
Informutlons Ouvricres **% in no.433, 2I Moy 1969 write : "Isn't the toctic

i

** Ligue Communiste Presidentind Cadidate in 1969,
#k Informations Ouvricres: poper of the 0CI.




jhich rcvolutionarics should rcccrmend to,opposgothe splitiing of tho clnss (% :

front, the United Front throush o singlc candidate for the working clones ’
orsanisations? The candidaturc of Krivine is thus an clomont ronged ogodinst the

Unitcd Front....., We pursue the samc strugclc for the singlc condidate for  the

unitcd working clnss orgnnisntions'. What it is today thot justifics onother
sotic, that the delegntes did not dobntes

Tiowevor, somc poscd gucstions which indicnted some uncnsiness. Thus the onc
peasant delegnte: I ask, in whot way concrotely, do wo build the Workers!'
goverament?! A delegate from Renmoults "Do we demand that peoplc join us in the
CHO to preparc as from now the elcctions?” A high school delesnte made rofercnce
to the preparatory compaign for the conference:'Very often it scemed to us thot
the slosan of workors! government nppearcd ns losscd over,! An ¢ ginecr,delcpgate
fromLoricnts "We think that it is ncccessory 4o create the CHO, but not poring to
the participants the precondition of agreement on the workers'! government'e
A tenchor dolognte got ritunl applouse for o spocch totnlly in controdiction fto
the 'officinl! pronouncementss "I r~m agninst the crcation of the CWO beocausc it
is ambiguous. Tho Horkers' Allinnce Committices (which group togother in  the
factorics ‘he Lambertist sympntlisers, in ngrcoment on tho Workers! United
Tront and the nccessity of a revelutionory pnrty) answoer to nll that we wontto
make of the CHO". . ' ) '

Lombert, in his closing spcech had to try to reply to all thc questions.
AMter o long and violent attack agninst group dynomics and ingtitutionnl i
psychotherapy "somc of the promoters of which have joincd tho Lipue Communistc .
{?3), he defined what he understood by the CHO: "The CHO cannoi be o committcc
of nction for a workers' govermment becousc the committec of action is bascd on
the theory of powcrs, o reactionary theory denying centralisation, onc which is
n vopinnt of the so—cnlled clite theory, of group dynomics, of Guichordeess ”
Everyonc soys that the overnment must be changeds the CWO proups togetier
thosc who imnt to fights in whatever form, including the clectorel form, for
the workers! movernment'. In bricf, the CWO nre the cloctornl committccs for the
futirce Lombertist campairm for the legislative clections «F I973. As 1% closed,
ihe conference voted in princinlc for 2 money raisin: coumocirn to support the
activitics of the CHWO. ' f o

"

A 180° AURN

iThy docsn't the AJS<0CI put forward the sloganss "In ench,clcbtbral digtrict
o single working clnss condidatcel! In cach clectoral district onc or othor of
the cnndidotes should withdraw!" In Junc I969, in o situntion of cxtrenme
division of'tlc working class pnrtics’, thesé slopans were, according to the
Lambertists, the very incarnation of the Prolcetarinn Unitcd Front. The AJS-OCI
had no vords too hamsh for the 'petty bourgcois traitors! vho, not shoring
their feoble analysis, prescnted . revolutionory cnndidote, in order to wage,
one yoar aftor May '68, n big crmprign of anti-capitnlist denunciotion,

And, today whilc we scc a very clear drawing~together ~f the SP and the CF
in vicw of an clectornl agrecment, are these slognns worn out? Why arc the slosor
correct in July '69 not all the morc corrcct today in the climate of unity?

Why did the fact of presenting o rovolutionnry candidate in Junc '69
constitute an nct of splitting the working class, while presenting candidntes

in the legislotive elections of '73 constitutes an nct of rcvolutionary politics?

#+ Ligue Communiste s I'rench scction of the Fourth Intcrnational
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In foct for the Lombertists principles are one thing and cold ro~lity arc (6
another: obscnt for ncarly two yénrs from nll the important strugrlcs in  France
they have very well understood - drawing lessons fron the much-malisaed Krivine
campairm - of what benefit a well conducted eclectoral campaisn could boe for
their organisation. Lambert may very well declare that his orgonigation doos not
”%§¥&re to build the mow leadership of the working clnass, for the latter idontifies
ontinuc  to identify itsclf with the troditional lcadership", the AJS-0CI has
Just, in appcaring in on independent foshion on the cleetoral scenc, gounstituted
itsclf as v olitical alternntive to thosc lecadershins., DTwisting orinci-lcs
by the neck., "Instobility, loek of firmncss, imprcessionism characiorisc the
political behaviour of the petiy-bourgeoisic", wrote Informations Ouvriercs in its
issuec NO, 431, Alns! . . . -

ESE

SRR

Apologies-for stilted translotion.
Mortin Thomrs.

L note to update..eeee

, - 'Rouge! of 13 January gives an account of the OCI's current
attitude to the Unisn 5f the Left. I'11 just translate the guntatisns they give
trom Infsyrmatisns Ouvrieres, the OCI's paver. -

"T> the ouestisn: vhat grvernment can satisfy the demands ? there is only
one reply: only 3 goverrnment »f the great workers! varties, a government formed
by the Socialist Party and the Communist Party, a government without any
representation >f the bourgesis parties."

"The leaders >f the SP and the CR will nst "change 1ife" ('changer la vie !,
or 'change life!, is the slogan »f the Unisn of the Left) while they maintain
their alliance with the so—called left radicals, defenders of the bourgeris order.
T5 "change 1life" demands breaking with all the bourgesis politicians and parties,
from the UDR (Gaullists) t5 the radicals »f the right and of the left",

Imagine what we would say about a 'revolutisnary' in Britain who said "only
2 government 5f the great workers' party, a Labour government, can satisfy the
vorkers' demands" ! A note of sheer farce is added t» the situatisn by the fact
that the left radicals (a2 miserablg rump parliamentary group) actually signed
the programme of the Unisn »f the Left without altering 2 single d>st or comma >f
the programme previously agreed by the "great workers! parties", the SP and CP.

M.Ts

L e e



. THE FRENCH TROTSKYIST MOVEMENT (7

This account will be mainly factunl, with only a few tentative general-
isations, The subject is important, because of the central role France has
played in the world Trotskyist movement and the world class struggle, and
particularly becausc of the lending role of the Ligue Communiste (L) in the
Fourth Intern tional today. - ,, ’ . '

Sources arc as follows:

Y. Craipecu: ‘Le mouvement Trotskyiste en France'. The first part of this
book, covering the period up to I936 in groat detail, was written by Craipcau
when hc was General Secretary of the French section of the FI, The second part,
covering 1936 to date far more sketchily, was written recently, from Craipeau's
prosent position in the left wing of the cintrist Parti Socialiste Unifies

'Ouelques enscignemcntsé de notrc histoire'; a pamphlet published by the
0CI (French former sister organisation of the SLL)g,, - ‘ ,

Lo quatrieme internationnle", Po Frank. Frank wns for many years the
lender of the French section of the FI, and at present is "'grand old man'
of the LC, . . ‘ - .

Various current documents of the Ligue Communiste and Lutte Ouvricre.

In I929, Trotsky cnlied upon tho Left Oppositionists in France to vnite
their efforts round a weekly paper , 'La Verite', Before 1929, there were
gseveral small grounings, mostly expelled members of the French CP: Revolution
Proletarienne (lMonatte and Rosmer); Bulletin Communiste (Souvarine, former

. Party Sccretary); Unite Leniniste (Twinte, Souvarine's successor); Lutte de

Ciassér(Ndville and Roscnthal)s Contre le Courant (Paz)s and others. Those
who 4id not joim with 'La Verite' soon disappeared from the scenc (except:

Revolution Proletarienne, which gravitated towards 'purc SyhdiCalism?)s;v

In April 1930 the Ligue~Communiste (1eft oppoBition) was founded, with

about I0O members = mostly in Paris, mostly intcllectucls or immigront

workcrs,

The Unitary Opposgition.

In I930, the French teachers' union (traditionnlly anti-clerical, lefi-
wing, ond internntionnlist) issued o monifesto for a !'Unitary Opposition',
The TFrench Trade Union movement was divided beiween the reformist CGT and the
CGTU, which was controlled by the Stalinists, used by then as a sort. of

‘adjunct to the party, and submitted to their disasterous ultra-leoft

tthird period! policies. The teachers union (within the CGTU) opposed the
mechanical submission of the unionsg to the party and the third period
policics, while stating,'we believe that the idecological independence and the
spiritual autonomy of the trade unions is o myth." '

The Liguc Communiste supportcd ithe Unitary OppoSition, and in fact took a
lending part in it, But "the UO constituted for some o step towards the
position of tho independence of the trade unions"from politics -~ ic towards
the strong French syndicalist fradition. (I).



Trotsky, in his article, "The Mistakes of the rightist elcments of the (8
Commurist League and the Trode Union Ouestion: (2),»oriticised the Learsue for
~teodencics to liguidnate its political. independence into tie UO. This view was

accepted ofter o violent intornal struggle, which wos followed by tbe loss of
& number of lcading members of the League (Collinct, Gourget, Rosmer) nnd o

situstion developed where "the influence of the Ligue Communiste collapscd

completely in the trndc unions." (3). The UO itsclf soon nlso fell apart,

The Unitcd Front

For this whole period, however, the principal slogon of the Liguc Communiste
was for the workers' United Iront, With this slogan, they gnined increasing
influcnce, cspecially omong the youth, But "the Ligue Communitte felt itself
alrcady in an impasse, Prradoxienlly, the futurc wns progressively closcd to
it Just as its slogans for action nassed into realitye seooUntil Junc or July
1934, it idens gnined ground...(But then) the most ursent of the slomnns of
the Ligue - the United Front - uns recaliscd (as the CP turncd from its 'third
period! policy towards 'populor frontism'!)... the masses turned with cntire
confidence towards the two workers! partics which realised unity in zction".

(4).

Following this development (and the turn, in I933, from being n Comintern
Opposition to the building of a Iourth International), Trotsky promptly argued
for the Liguc to enter the SFIO (Socinlist Party), which hnd grown and moved
leftwords considerably., At the congresg of the Ligue, this cntry tactic was
finolly ~pproved by 66 voics %o 41, The opposition to entry was made upn of
two factions, ' ‘

Onc, lcd by Lhuillier, wns opposcd to cntry "on principle" ( 1like Ochler
in the US, Vercccken in Belguim,ctc). The other, lcd by Naville, simply
esiimated that there Vas nothing to be won 3in the SFIO. The first foction split
of 1o join a previous scctarian splinter group, Lastirade's Union Communistc,
which bad left the Lisute in protest ngoinst the internotionnl Trotskyist
movemtnt joining with centrist organisations (the SAP, RSP, ~nd OSP) in
signing the August 1933 "Deelarntion for the TFourth Intcrnationnl”.

The Haville group first declared that the Ligue Communists would m-intain
scporate existence, then joined thc SFIO, but for several montls rem~incd
separate from the mejority (5).

intrism

This fomous "French turn' was certuinly boscd on diffcrent nerapectives
from tlic "entry sui generis" turn of 1952, It was not » casc of cxpecting
mass centrist currents: in the future, but of scoing the SFIO as o moss ,
centrist currcnt thore and then, nnd hoving in the relatively short tera  to
godn forces for Trotskyism from it,

According to Cr:ipcou, however, (6) therc wan some confusion on perspccet-
ives. The youth lenders thought in tcrms nof n very short term raid; the
ndults belicved in keeping thelr honds Jow for o time -t leanat,

For somc time the Trotskyists mode excellent progregs, poarticularly
amons; the youth in the Poris arén. In July I935, howcver, the reformist
apparatus began to move apgainst them, cxpelling I3 Trotskyist youth. Trotsky,
and some of the Yrench Trotekyists (7) werc for n clcar break from tho




soci.lists at that point. The majority, however, opposcd n brook, While they (9
wore still dithering, ond, according to Craipenu, folling into gross oppertanism
in order %o remain inside the SFIOQ, - Pivert, in September 1935, formed a

1oft contrist tendoncy in the SFIO, the 'Gouche Hovolutionnnire'., This madec a
brecak cven morc difficult for thc Trotskyists, since vacillating clements

would now prefer to remaln with the P Ivertists roather thon come out with tho
Trotskyists, ' : :

At this point the situation wos mnde worsc by the nction of Molinier nnd
Frank in trying, cssentinlly to skin over the problem. Thoy proposed o " mass
paper”, the "Communc" (Sce Trotsky — "What is'n'mdss‘Papcr?“)9 and finnllysplit
with hnlf the Trotskyist forces (8). The major diffcronce other thon the . T =
gucstion of the papcr wos Holinicr and Frank's advocncy of "groupcs d'action
revolutionaire” (revolutionary actinn srouss)s These groups = to be formodon tho
basis of the samc "five slogang!" as the "Communct (compore ISts "Four Points")

- were cnvisaged os a sort of confuscd hybrid sovict / united front / norty
sympathiscrs! group formstion, (9),(Cf the later disputc in the modern LC on
"Committees of Action"- scc below). ' ' . :

lolinicr and Frank, hnaving procloimed the neccessity of stoying in the SIT0,
thon ot the end of Februnry 1936, doclarcd at cight days notice, o confcrence to
found the revolutionary porty - the 'Pnrti Communiste Intcrnationnliste!.
Finally, in Junc I936, Molinier's group and the official group werce
reunited uvneasily in the 'Porti Ouvrier Intcrnationalistc!. This mess-up left no
numerical zains from the period in the SFIO. (I0)

“n this shely stoate, the Trotskyists facoed the challenge of the mass strike
fol »wing the clcction of the Popular Front goverament in Moy 1936, The Trotsky-
istshad prepred for this by raising the slogan of o general strike for - ycor
previously, but in the actunl strugglkc found themselves largely incepoblc of
fighting c¢ffectively ogoinst the sell-out by the rcformists and the Stnlinicts.

Ths worker militants "did morc or less whintever comu into tleir minds'. Tho
pariy's popor,, "Lo Luttc Ouvriere", was controlled by the former "Couwmnc’
group, despite the foet thot  they wire in o minority in the party, oud thore
were cnscs of some of the party's youth sroups vefusing to sell it. (11).

Tus the Trotskyists mode no bin goinS out of the groat cction which they
alone had apitatcd for. Tho gnins went instead, lorgely tn the Uommunist Briy
which had sold out the strike. Workers ncwly brought into militnney ond ‘
ingpircd by the (limited) gnins of I936 joincd the party thot scemcd T o thom
the ost active, conspi®uous, nnd combattive. ; ‘

The War

In August 1936, thc PCI (Molinicr's group) split agnin.The following yoors
with 4ho domornlising influcncc of the loscow trionls, were dark. Frank rcfers
to the "dispersiof of the French Trotskyists which got to such = point that
tho Intorndional declarcd that it would no longer toke responsibility for
thodbr activity." (I2) In 1938 the PCI hnd abig intornol discussion on the
class natupc of the USSR, with onc third of the membershin doubting the

'degen rated Workers! state! description. (13)

Hoanwhilc, in April I938, Pivert split from the Socinlist Party ond in
Junc formed the Parti Socialist Ouvricr ¢t Poysan (PSOP), with some 5,000 or
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6000 membors, o loftward moving, centrist party. The PCI reopidly jeined the (10
PSOPs the POI was torn apart into four or five factions on the oucstion of
joining (I4). Pinolly, in Fcbruary 1939, a ninority of the POI joined; the
majority joincd in July, ond these still remrining outside werce cxnclled,

In Wovember I939 the PSOP exvclled the Trotskyists, and thercafter rapidly
disintepgroted, war hoving stortced on 3rd September 1939, ~

According to the OCI, "the mojority of theold bolshcvik-leninist cadres
of thc POI and of the PCI collapscd" with the begining of war. A fow cadres
?nlg, were lcfts Craipcou and fiic (npcd 24 yrs) in the POI, Lourcnt in the PCI
I5), -

The POI drifted into opportunistic nationalismsMwe must moke the maximum
of cfforts to lead the bourscois fraction to constitute, with our norty, o
nationnl resistance moVement" (La Verite, November I940), and tle CCI (ex=PCI)
apparcntly into scctarifnism; "Down with the bourgcois democracy; down with
Hitler!" wae their slogon.(I6) The POI wos in o .stote of cxtreme disorgoniso
tion = the "leadership could put out o yout: poper 'Young Guord! without the
wholc orgrnisation being informed, The cwmrad:s of the South Hest region,
discusscing this paper, found in it the orgonic signs of céntrism and
decided to do cverything they could to get in touch with these young revolut-
ionariecs nnd to promote their development."! (I7) '

The French Trotskyists hnd seen o wholec scries of defeats, blundeis
mishaps, disosterss the movement was at a voery low cbbe The PCI's opportunism
will bec clear from ronding "What is o Mass Paper?"s it also appears that .the
POI wasn't in » much better state, if indecd a better statc ot all.

In this dork moment, in October 1939, (I8), the group which is fodny's
Luttc Ouvricrc! grou. sPlit from the POI. L.O.'s position is that the F. I, was
dead from I940 duc to its failurc to build roots in the working class and its
subscouent ~daptation to petty-bourgeois ideologics, such as nationalism,.

LO0's nlternative in theory is an cxtremc (sometimes ridiculous)‘primitivism,
and dogmitism, in practive o dour 'hends down and to the factory rotes!
approach,Their dogmatism ond rovtinism has admittedly prescrved them from

somc of the gross opportunism chnracteristic of 2ll other posb-wor Trotskyist
grouvings,. But it meant that - by all 2ccounts - they were unoble to breck
out of their routine adcquntely to rcspond to the upsurge of May 1968, Andnll
the indicntions ~re that ~ny fulure revolutionary upsurge will find them cought
in their routinist shell, (In nddition to this, there are the question of their
totally mystical vicw of thc world — Russin a workers' stote, Bagtern Hurope
etc capitalist, nnd their sectarian attitude to ncw radical forcce, such ‘o8
the student movemont: they state (I9) that "Lutte Ouvriere is unwilling to
carry on specific nctivitics among students".)

In Februnry 1944 the Buropcsn scoretariat of the FI passcd a resolution
condemning the POI for nationnlistic ovportunism and the CCI for scctarisnism.
(20). 1In March the POI, the CCI, and anothcr smnll group united under the
auspiccs of the Buropean scerctariat, but the united groun, the PCI had
'no politicnl homogeneity! (2I). : '

Post=war and the Splits

The PCI after 1944 scems to have been marked by o strons tendency of
,dclusids of srandeur (Therc was o similor trend in the British RCP, which
entitled its confcrence porpscctives documents 'Preparing for Power!'),




For oxwmr;c, the group (hoving perhaps o few hundred members) (22), launched Sll'
after the clections of November 1945, o compaign to recruit 30,000 workcer st (23

In foect, the PCI did build up a coertoin nmount of influcncec. In 1947
they were, to cother with the militants of the proto-L.0. group; ablc to eall
a strikc in Renault agoinst the ficrce opposition of the CP. The pressurcon
the CP wns such that it resigmed from the government and took the leadcrship
of the strikc to head off the Trotskyistss

The PCI was, however, ev idently not very solid politically, ond it was
marked with successive faction fights nippllts, cspecinlly after the cold
wor loft turn of the CP. (from I947),10 them cven morce isolated.

In I945 D. Roussct was cxpelled and joincd the bourgcois-radical RDR,
Aceording to the OCI (25) he wns joined in forming n liquidationist currcnt
soft on Btalinism, by Neville and Bettelheim, (Thelr account is not
cntirely trustworthy as virtuclly cverionc they disagrec with is désoribed as
licuidationist ani soft on Stalinism,) However, it ccrtainly is the casc that
Bettelheim rcturned to the CP (Ho is todny o londing Ma01st economlst)

The more serious foctinon fight was in 1946-48. Craipeou was onc of the
principal lcadors of the so-called 'rightidt! foction, and Lambert (leader of
today's OCI) of the chicf opposing foction, and from their respectively
portison ncCounts it is difficult to get o clear view., I will gquote their
statemonts. (26) ' ' '

"1t wos a matter of finishing with secct practices, verbalism, phrascs about
'the revolutionary risc!, since the preoccupations of the nasses wCTre currently
cssentially cconomic and 1t wae vreciscly these demands which could poermit
the rcinforcement of the rovolutionary ourrcn'b° It was a matter of inifueling the
organisation in this rcal nass movement., It wos o matter, finnlly, of not
coutenting oncself with o lincar relnforcement of uhe organisation, but of
transforming it into a real revolutionory narty." (Croi neau)

"The rightists werc scarching for the mogic solution which would nllow the
PCI to be a 'workcrs! porty!like the oticrs!y, a porty 'recogniscd! by the others
lorc and more , the PCI and Trotskyism seomed to them as o prison 1U\lut1ng
them from officinl public opinion, the lenders of the big orgmisations the
Journalists nnd the intellcctunls....the 'rightists! founded their orlc ntation
?n a)lon period of politicnl sitnbility of the system of bourgcois democracy".
0CT

The moin opposing tendency was mnde up of people foom the old CCI ( the
pro-war PCI, the Molinier !'Commune! group) — Fronk, Lombert, and others -
together withh Mestre and Bleibtreu, They "distrusted the enlargemcnt of  the
party and belicved themsclves still in full 'revolutionnry risc', All
(ic. the other opposing tendencice as well) werc convince thot the loss of
control of strikcs showcd the 'opportunisim' of thé leadership, to the
insufficient usc of thc magic slogan of 'goneral strike', to on 1n~uff101bnt
denuncintion of the Stalinists™. (Craipeou).

The OCIL declares this tendency to'have boen "faithiful: to the Tronsitional
Programme”, but marked by some confusion on perspectives. '"Germain (i.c. Mandel)
and all of us after him, affirmed that therc was no economic rceorvery.”

There were also various 'new clasgs! tendencices.



The Movement Today.

In the 1946 Congress. the 'rightists! gained a majority. According to (12
Craiveau, massive gains were in prospect: "The Young Socialists, with a paper
membership of 15,000, entered ints the rsad of the Fourth International. Their
national leadership had joined the PCI; their weekly Red Flag took up the
slogane of la Verite; in 1947 their organisation broke with the Socialist Party
and osriented itself towards fusion with the PCI." The prospect of this fusion
was, Craiveau says, abruntly torpedoed by the victory of the ex~CCI tendency
at the 1947 Congress., The OCI's comment is: "The 'rightists' were looking for

~ar ‘‘hig party!, ready-built ... they thought they had found it in unification

with the Young Socialists,.,"

- "In 1948 the old majorityites (i.e. the 'rightists?!) were expelled (Demaziere,
Parizot...) or resigned (Craipeau, Filiatre, Chavin...)" (28). Nearly half tho
membership of the PCI was lost without trace. (29), Frank became genoral

_ secretary, The 'new class'~ists soonm went, too.

Tt would appear that bnth mainrfactions were characterised by eitreme

_distortison of perspectives., The 'rightist!' faction secms to have reacted in

2 way something like today's IS, the ex=CCI faction something like today's

 SLL (these comparisons are very appro-timate),

. In 1951 the majsrity of the PCI supported Germain/Mandel's "Ten Theses" (see
SM's theses). In 1952 the majority were expelled from the Fourth International
~ Lambert forming the OCI, Bleibtreu and Vincent dropping out = while the
minority, under Frank, led the official sectisn into entry into the CP,
According to the Liguo “ommuniste, "90% of the members and all tho working classe
sectisn" of the party went with Lambert; aceording to the OCI, of the 150 or =o
members of the PCI in this veriod, 100 went with Lambert, 30 with the P, 1.

The gains of the post-war period had thus been mare or less thorrsughly
destroyed, as a result, basically, of the political instability of < :both the

~ main tendencies in the movement. Voix Ouvriere (today's L.0,) fluctuated

between 20 and 30 people; the OCI was down to 50 in 1958; Frank's 30 »r so
were further weakened by splits by Mestre and Corvin (in 1954, Mestre being in
fact the majority leader; he sravitated to a position where he suppoyrted the
invasion of CzechoSvakia) and by Pablo (1965).

Three times the French Trotskyist movement had come near to building some

~real influence = in early 1934, on the basis of the united front: inside the

Socialist Party; and in the immediate post—war period. Each time the zains had
been rapidly reduced to nothing. Each time there had been a vainful process of
rebuilding almost from nothing. ' \

The splits of the prst-war verisd were, however, evently more basic than
previous splits, since the tendencies that emerged from that verisd are the basic
tendencies in the movement today: +the OCI, L.O.. and the Ligue Communiste (de—
scendant of the PCI)., (There is also Pablo's sroup, the ANR, and Revolution ¢,

a semi-Manist split from tho Ligue).

. U L ; : 5 V i
The Ligue ommuniste tsday hasarsund 5,000 members. 65% are students or

teachers; 35% are emplsyees of some sort (m@stly, from all aceounts, white collar
workers). The IC has members sr cells in 270 factorics. 70% of the members

are under 24 years >ld. Ab>ut 600 or 700 of tho members 5f the LC have been
members of other left organisations., 32,5% of tho present membership joined
between the 2nd Congress and the 3rd Congress (7 t- 10 Decembor,,l972),




From word of mouth reports, it appears that the OCL, together with its (13
youth group, the AJS, has forces comparable to those of the Ligue. 1.0, has
comparable osr bigger forces in the working class, but is much weaker than oither
the AJS or the Ligue among the students. The Masist—spontaneist currents are
much bigger than any of the Trotskyist groupings,

, The Ligue Communiste is today the biggest sectisn of the FI'(the‘SWP,‘
together with its youth group, the YSA, has less than 3,000 members), and also
the politically dominant section, ,

The 0.C. I, -

A fhir picture of the OCI's politics is givon in 'Permenent Revolution ' and
in varisus internal material. Basically, thoy are right-Healyites; like the SLL
in o»sne of its rightist phases, without thc ultra~left phases., They have the
same ferscious srganisatisnal sectarianism as the SLL; for example, one recent
demonstratisn in Paris was marked by a vicious asszault on the columns >f the
Iigue Communiste by OCI supporters yelling "Pablsites assassins I,

An extra twist is added by the peculiaritics of the French social-democracy.
The Socialist Party, in the war and post—war perind, lost virtually all its
: working class base to the Stalinists. It also lost its contrsl of the
trade union csnfederatisn, the CGT (the CGT and the CGTU had united in 1935;36).
In 1947 a SP split-sff from the CGT, "CGT-FPO", was formed., with the direct help
~f the French government and of the CIA., It was, and is, a Cold War creatinnm,
extremely right-wing and anti-militant, with 2 a small membership largely
concontrated in the 'upver! sectiosns of the working class (white-collar, otc).
The Socialist Party cannst be considered today as a workers'! party in even the
mhst minimal sense. In fact, half its membership in 1957 (and the figure is
prvbablz mﬁch the same t~day) were municipal councillors nr officials >f some
sort ! (32 '

The OCI, nonetheless, has its major osrientation to the FO and the SP ! Their
policy in the FO is, moreover, by all accounts extremely passive. They £0 85
far as to describe the FO as "the last stronghold and the first place where
working class demdcracy exists" — and dendunce the CP as "the liberticide party"
(33). In relatisn t» the CFDT, the other main trade uni:n federatinon (formerly
2 right=wing Catholic federatisn, but recently separat.i from the Church and
msved considerably to the left), they densunce it as a "brurgesis oroanisatinn
within the working class”, and in fact not a genuine trade union at all,

 This shcial—demdcratic srientatisn, rather than any vpolitieal principles, was
vrobably 2t the root >f their spporsitiin t5 entry into the C.P. in 1952, The exact
ro3ts »f the Sicial-demderatic srientatisn are difficult 5 igolate: the rclation
with the Young Socialists in 1946-47 seens to have been the baby »f the 'rightists',
yather than »f Iambert, though it is worth not:ing that Just (one >f the main
leaders »f the OUI today) in fact jrined the Trotskyist movement from the Young
Sseialists at this perind. , ‘ _ f ‘

Iutte Ouvriere and the Licue Communiste. (c)ncentrating on Ligue Gﬁmmuniste).

During the 1950s and 1960s the PCI (»>fficial French sectisn >f the F.I.) adoot-
ed 2 tactic Hf deev entry in the French CP and its associated srganisatione, coupl-—
ed with the maintenance »f 2 sector »f sven work. A great deal of ites work vis
centred round solidarity with the struggles in Algeria and in Vietnan,

~ The entry twtic brought results in the CP student »rganisatisn, In 1965-66 it
split spen ints varisus Maoist and 'Italizn' groupings, and alss a tendency, the
J.C.R., in which the F,I, had a leading r>le. The J.C.E, played 2 big r>le in the
May cvents, and its forces later launched the paper 'Rouge! (sept, 1968) and the

Ligue Co>mmuniste (April 1969): a2t the Ist Congress the Liguc voted t5 affiliate to
, the B.T.




. i o . SwiheE el e

General Political Assessment. , ' (14

reading the publications if the IC a lot »f the THG's work looks
11ke a temnt t» "render the IC more vrofound” and transvlant it to 3ritain.
For examnle the tactic of susvort committees recently oushed hy the ING has
been used by the IC - but in France it has more sense since the unions don't
give strike nay. and sunport commlttees have been able to render real aid.

'Rouﬁe' and the 'Manifesto’ of the LC have the same oroawandlst emphasis
as the INMG ~ for examnle, I don't think I've ever found them nutting Hemands
oh the established (ie Stalinist) Labour Leaders. 'Rou're7 however, 1is,
presumably deliberately very much a pronagandist paper (it's much more
difficult to sell revoluionary vavers in France than in Britain, since for a
start you are likely %5 vet heaten u» by the Stalinists) - they sell only
I0.000 to I5 000 covies with their 5,000 members. The provagandism may be more
justifiable in their clrcunstances than it is for the IMG, It is duplicated,

anyvay. by L.0s

{” Certainly the more gross examples of sectarlan pagsivity shown by the IMG
are not echoed by the LC. According to their 'Manifesto' (published March '72)
they have, for example, an orthodox vosition on the cuestion of workers' control
(the IMG's present position is that the workers' control demand should not be
raised outside a revolutionary situation. while revortedly. ths Belgian section
has an attitude more like the ING in its Instltute for Workers! Control veriod, )

On most: questions of French nolltlcs, I Would hesitate to judge the Ligue
Gommuniste. If they have errors they are not gross and visible on the scalc
of the OCI's svportunism, On the aguestion of Vietnam. however, I find their
vosition cuite disturbing. It is effectively one of total nolitical confilence
in the NLF and the North Vietnamese regime. For example, they stated that the
Vietnamese, having given the Americans a lesson in military strugsle, were
about to do the same in the divlomatic struggle; in the latest 'Rouge!, under
the headline "Towards a Mass Political Struggle" they anplaud the steps that
the DRV, PRG and NLF are tsking to "continue the strugsle by new means', '
'Rouge' has also raised thesﬂogan »f suvport of the Hansi 7 woint plan(eg 22 Jul;

3rd Congress , ; _ . . , issue).

{ The main debate at the LC congress was on their atti ude to the Union of

the loft¥ The majority analysed this alliance as not a classical Popular Front,
but, " a global reformist alternative". The alliance is not a "conscisus
machination of the bourgeoisie or »f sne of its significant fractions”, The

~ adherence of the Socialist"Party and of the left radicals does not change - -
the class character >f the alliance, since the hegemony of the allince is in
fact in the hands »f .the CP, Conseouently they are calling for a vote for
candidates of the Union of the I®f% in the second round of the 1973 electlons,
(The 1LC and IO are presenting candidates of their own in the first round,
habing made an agreement to share out the cons tltuencles between them).

A sizeabde minority. 7I against I91 advocated votlnm only for the CP
(not SP or left radlcal) candidates on the second round while the "Bolshevik
Leninist tendency for vroletarianisation” gained 12 votes for a pos1tlon of

total abstention on the second round I am 1ncllnod to sunmort the 71 vote
« minority.
The main vlank of the ' B—L~P‘ tendency was a stand agalnst the "periphery
to centre" orientation of the majority. This ossition, however, seems t5 have
been argued on a v3litical basis not free frsm economism,

* CP - Socialist Party - left radlcal election alliance. See W,F. no. 10,




Ist Congress. - ' (15

Some of the documents of the dibate vreparatory to the first congress have
been published hy the IC in three (thick) pamphlets. Here the "periphery
to centre" orientation was argued for and the ouestion of affiliation to
the FI was debated. Three tend- neies formed; the majority. a "Mao—spontex”
tendency (which has since split to form the 'Revolution' group.) and the
"Riviere=Creach tendency".(34) :

Creach opnosed the affiliatinn to> the FI »n a confused variety H>f grounds.
The FI, he says, has becn marked by a concevtion of the vanguard and masses
according to a "formal dialectic . The two are in principle separate = that
is, the vanguard is considered as a vanguard through self-proclamation,
not through the ability to actually lsad the masses in vractice - and thent
the gucstion of "how does the vanguard get at the masses" is posed. Entrism
‘is a product »f this "formal dialectic”; in particular, the concept of entry
work "drapeau en poche" (the banner in pocket,ie not ovenly expressing tho
full Trotskyist programme) coupled with a sector of open work is held by him
to show a clear formal sevaration »f vanguard and masses, so that the two are
scen as two different areas of work., The formal dialectic, he says, also lcads
to an organisational fetishism {the self-vroolaimed vanguard), Thus the
majority, he says’, attempt to answer the volitical guestion af internationalism
by the organisational step »f affiliation to the International. The FI, in his
oninion is a sclf-proclaimed vanguard and its political points of definition
are no lsns r relevant to the real struggle today, with the hreakup »f the
stalinist monoslithism. New volitical dividing lines are needed, and to that
he callsfor an International Conference of the "new vanguard”, encompassing
such fsrces as a "fractisn »f the Zengakuren in Japan, Accion Communista and
Dandera Roja in Spain, Black Dwarf in England, the EIN in Peru, etc."

The guestion of entrism se s to be ouite central to his objestions.
"T5 demand affilintion on the eve of a world congress vhich should mark a
turn in the orientatiosn »f the IVth Internitional, is to nsk us to sign a
hlank cheoue fop 2 political line not yet discussed’,

In lire with his arguments on the International, he criticites tae LC!s
, orie;?a?iun for fai?ing to take‘sgfficient a9c?unt ogﬁtg% €8s§£%%%%gi%§ R%tion
srganising the working class outside of stalinism.]In general, the mnjority
had little trouble in ripping Creachés arguments to shreds, and so the

Omyikgrouestisn debate did not, it seems, reach t> fundamental levels,
There ig 2 real problem of separation of vanguard and masses - Creach's
formulatinns are logically licuidationist ~ affiliation to the International
is not a solutisn to the volitical problems of internationalism, but it could
he a step towards the solution - there may be a new vanguard, but the point is
to work in it consciously not to hope fsr what may come out of it. !

On the cuestisn ~f entrism, they larzely content theomselves with sayin g
that in any case everyone agrees thtt entrism is wrong today, that Creach's
form of a priori criticism is Y"aimplistic aud i ortinent!, and that in
any case if mistakes vere made with tho entrist verspective it wasn't only the
FI that madc them.

IThey argue sharply against Creach's formulations of the brezk un o8
stalinism, saying that he is generalising illegitimately from the student
milieu. They characterise stalinism as "the determinmt nolitical phernomenon
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of our epoch. It is not just = matter of a simplo burcaucratic vice affscting (16
the workers' organisations and confined within their organisational orbit,

It is ncccessary to see much more to it: the most tremendous historical
abortion." They go so far as the celebrated formulation: "In the same way as

the Russian working class was spontaneously trade=unionist so the French

working class is spontaneously stalinist." - : '

This argument on stalinism may be releve nt to the guestipn of the
"periphery to centre” orientation and "the more hackward, the more advanced”
(see "The adventures of the Red Mole"), But it is interesting to note that
no political objections t5 the FI other than on the oucstion of entrism
seem to have been raised in the debate. And 6hat in PFrance, the one country
where entrism sul generis seems to have been most successful. not a single

voice could be found to give more than the most cualified endorsement of the
entrism sui generis tactic. ‘ ‘ '

Peniphery to centre.

The concretisation of this idea in the practice of the IMG has been dreadful
- and, moreover, the idea is theoretically mistaken (see the 'Adventures of the
Red Mole?). However, it is instructive to consider this orientatisn concretely
in the situation of the Ligue Communiste in France after May 1968. The situat—
ion facing the Ligue Communiste was that it had a large membership and influence
in the student milieu, and a limited influence in some white-collar sections,
while the central sections of the working class were relatively difficult to
penetrate because of the solid hold of Stalinism. (Known Trotskyists in the
Stalinist-controlled COT are almost always expelled or at the very least ghetto-
ised), If the IC simply sent its thousands of student supporters to the factory
gates with leaflets, the only result would be demoralisation. The main tactic
they decided to emvloy, as 1 understand it, was to build actiors which would (a)
use, sustain, and develop their existing base; (b) serve to make the Ligue
Communiste a vorominent force on the political scene, and thus possibly force the
CP to enter into united front activity with them; (c¢) draw in the more advanced
workers at present in the CP or under its influence, and thus sive them a toe-hsld
for starting serious venctration of the Stalinist-=dominated sectors.

Thus they concentrated a lot of effort on Secours Ryuge, a united front

__against police revression., They have been energetic in building the FST (Tndo-

china Solidarity Front). They launched a major campaign around the Burgos
trials. They mobilised students to fight the fascist company union thugs who
dominate the Citroen factories. They have devoted big efforts to building a
substantial base in the CFDT (more white—collar oriented than the CGT. but also
more liberal and leftist). ,

Now, as I said, I think the theoretical conception is wrong. Unless the
'peripheral’ mobilisation is accommanied by systematic agitation and orovaganda
among the 'central' sections. then the logic of the orientatiosn is the same
'winning influence' conception as that of the IMG in the Manchester sit-ins,
(See !'Permanent Revolution'). However, the political conseauences of the
theoretical error may be more or less serious according to the concrete circum—

stances. The consecuences in France have, I think, been less disastrous than
in Britain, where the basic assumptions of the 'perivhery to centre! orientation
do not hoild, ,

Trade union work.

The Ligue and U.0. have had a number »f debates in their vress on thé
oucstisn of trade union work. L.0O. alleges that the Ligue tends to be soft on




the CFDT leadership; the Lisue slleges that L.O. has a basically seotarian and (17
economistic approach, contenting themselves with building influence in this or
that local union branch or factory, and dismissing cuestions of national unidn
policy with sweeping statements that 'all these bureaucrats are just the same'.
My inclination is to think that both criticisms are at least to an extent correct.
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erratic course, though presumably some 24. OCI p. 63, !'Cahier Rouge'! no. 6/7
such ratisnalisation must have existed. p. 118. -

The OCI alleges that Naville opposed 25. 0OCI p. 61

entry on princinle. 26, Craineau p. 202 = 203, 0ocI
6. Craiveau p. 119 p. 62, 63, 64, T4,

7. including Craivpeau. : 27. OCI p. 74

8. Craiveau v. 144; OCI p. 17 28, Craipeau p. 203,
9, OCI p. 17 - 18. 29, OCI p. 69.
10, Frank p. 38 , 30, 'Cahier Rbugc‘ no. 6/7 p. 121,
11. Craiveau p. 189 : OCI p. 88. ‘
12, p. 40 , ' 31, 'Cahier Rouge! no. 6/7 P. 121,
13. Craipeau p. 196 OCI ». 93 1.0, seoms to have been
14. OCL p. 24. sorisusly o o oned by an unsuccessful
15. OCI p. 35, Frank p. 125. ‘ attempt at - kway unisnism in Renault

aftor the 194, strikc .

32, Iutte Ouvriere, 2 ~ 8 Jan. 1973.
33, Iutte de Classe, Luc. 1972, n. 14.
Remorts from the Ligue Cammunlstu %
from word of mouth support this.

34. 'Cahiors Rouge' mn»os. 6/7, 8/9,
10/11. I haven't been able to get hold
of no. 10/11, yet.

Martin Thomas.
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¥HAT IS WRONG WITH “THE ADVENTURES OF THE RED MOLE". (18
I will concentrate on the sectisn "The ING and the FI'. Tt's not 11 that's
wrong With‘the;'Adventures'; but it does contain the mrst imosrtant crrars, .

1) 1st piracravh, Shachtmanism and Deutscherism. Bhis fsrmulatisn makes it
appear that the correct vylitic2l path was to be found in some sHrt of Yeolden
mean'!; that it was necessary 15 be spen t> new faats but not 199 oven eeees
In fact, what was necessiry Prst—war was no% simply vreserving a 'gorlden mean’,
Mt develsning 1 new and adeouate analysis >f the * changed world situation.

In its efforis 15 d» 89, the F.I, has brth been™so0 open"” (in the sense »f being
apt 15 react imoressisnistically t> each and any new develooment) and "not apen
endsugh" (in the sense ~f stretching »1d the-ries hidesusly sut of shape in srder
to 'eomforiadbly' assimilate new reality to them, and thus tending t5 'destructure!

the 51d thedsries).

2) 2nd paragraph. The term 'Pabloite! is in oudtation marks, but even~ih

ou>t1i5n marks it shouldN't be used. It sheds n> light, Firstly. because

'Pabloism' is not and has never been clearly defined - it's just an all-purpose

svear word. Secondly, because it sives the impressisn that the viriety »f
p>litieal errsrs attacked under the name »f 'Pablsism! are in fact due t> the
versonal efforts 5f Michel Pablo, Thisissimply n>t true; in the fivst place,
the so—called 'Pablsite' erryrs have heen practised in 2 more gross fashisn by
the 'anti ~Pablsites' (SLL. etc) than by the s>-called 'Pablsites'. In the
second plice, the characteristic errors Hf the F,I. are at least as marked (if
nst more marked)=in’its‘1963'd)cument 'Dynamics >f World Revolution Trday!
(vritten after Pabl> was devdsed from his leading prsition) as they ever
were in Pabln's drcuments. ' ‘ ,

3) 3.d paragraoh: & 7th paragraph., The imoressisn is given that the F.I,
may Snce hive been bad, but now it is getting 2 little better every day. Now it
18 true that certain empirical rectifications have been made. But it is sls0,

T think, trme that the fundamental current °f vulgar spveculation is still thers,
virulent as ever. Take the F.I.'s reactisn t5 the Vietnam peace negotiatrns for
example. The IEC statement in the latest Red Mole is dressed up fHor public

consumptisn, but it's bad emdugh. What ~7x- veeds £ . a0 o g8 the
c¢overage in, for examvle, 'Rouge! (see Ui oarticie Hn Tae #io o Trotskyist

M>ovement! . )

4) Pnd paragraoh >n 2nd ovize. The bit absut internatisnal sreanisation is
not clear. The revnlly I have written to Pat Langman’s»resignaﬁidnfletter (to be
circulated soon) should clear the cuestisn up a bit, ‘ . :

5) The sectisn is n>t 2t 211 clear 5n the relation of the INMG to the FI: it
is it a typical sectisn ? is it untypical ? etec. I have sutlined in my v
Amendments t5 the Theses at the last NC my vresent views sn this voint,

Martin Thonas,




Philosophy and education. . {1g

Several monthe nzo T was asked to produce an educational programme
for the group on philosophy - as comradés are no doubt aware, this has
not been donc. There are two main reasons for this: one whlch is all too
common, and one which is intercsting and important.
,i)_ lack of enough free-time to do anything more than complete hmlf
 of the writing, and not all of the reading,
' 4i) more importantly, the abscence . of any reully clear ideas, both
from myself and from .other comrudos,,as to preciscly what such an education
programme should contain and how i% should be presentecd. Marx1st phllosophy
is an ill-defined arca (hasn't phlldsophy been superceded. by Harxism anywy,
~as Engels p01nts out”) and one which is not found codified anywhere in on
unambiguous fashion (for example, what exnctly and concretely is the
relationship between theory and practice - leaving aside the glib -
'love and morriage! phraseology.."you can't have onc without the other" ctc. )
Thig is o problem which shoyld not be treated lightlys in a cavalier fashion,
by simply banging down o fow plntltudes mixed up with intuitions and real
analysis. There aré enormous problems and great differences - probmbly *
even atong WF cdes. For examplu, I am an ardent admlrer of Gramsci - porhﬂps
other cdes. regard him os being o rabid idealistesss
In this sort of situstion it is Dblind dogmatism to pretend that' M%rx1st
philos ophy has sprung fully armed from the hcad of larx, to always be hostilc
to all forms of bourgeois phiplsophy whatever thoir content, to regnrd the
_ar.a as being complete, The differcnces arc there and they need to be
discussed. This has not yct been done in the group nnd until it is the
formulation of an cducational progromme in philosophy will be an excrclpc
in dressing up mutton as lamb ~ pr“scntlngA_z crnck~pot idoas as our
crack-pot ideas. It will be simply on cxcrcige in expertisc and bins
This is the more 1mportant reagon why the programme has not been
- completed, and I hope that cdes, find it an acceptable reason for abandoning
the attempt to produce such L PrOLTAmME , Howcver, gonG progress must be
made and it scoms that the best way to do this would b. to intinte in the
IB a scrics of discussgions on the problems of Morxist pailosophy.
Perhaps thc most convenicnt place to start would be my srticle on dlﬁloctlcsa
Now some cdes. regard this article as being dubious in that it ccems to
them to be idealist -~ ic. I am saying that dialectics only applics  to
thought and not to the re~l world. This is not what is intended in the article,
but it scems to be an important place’ +to start a discussions: ‘on the ocuestion
of dialcctics and the relationship of the laws of the dlalectlc +$o the
material world and to thought. I suggest that cdes witl any comments to
make on this article cither writec %o ne, or put somthing in the IB, nnd
in that way o dlscus31on can be got off tho srounds PS and myself homwe
to write further contributions to the discussion to appear in loater IB'g
and then hopefully we con move on to .other topics.
Onc thing that I have produced is a reading lists—

General books of readings

i) Selsam 2nd Martel (ed):— 'Roa er in Marxist philosophy', International
Pub, NY.
(Good collection of Marx, Engels, Lonin)



—

&

ii) Easton and Cuddat (ed):~*Writings of tho Young lnre on Philosophy and (27
Society', Doubledny Anchor 1969, ,
(Very good selection und contnins material difficult to fand elsewhere,
Introduction is full, informative, but heavily tinged with liberalicm)

iii) Bottomorc and Rubel (ed)s= 'Karl Marx - Selcctod writings on Philosophy
and Sociology'!. Penguin 19683, ,
(Cheapest one, *though rathcr short on the philosophy. Only recommended
if the other two arc too pricey or too high on the shelves!)

iv) UWetters— !'Dinlectical Materinlism!. Routiedpge and Repnn Poul,
" (Probably thc most complcte and authorative account of thc development
of Morxist philosophy, ¢specinllythe section on the USSR contnining ~n
account of the early battles in the CPSU between 'mechonists! ond
'idealists!. Written, unfortunatley, by o Jesuit pricst so comment is
somewhnt polemical, but is factunlly thc best I've come neross given
the large time span he covers. Expcnsive). ' ,

ve) H. Lefcbvre s~ 'Dialectical Mnterinlism!, Cape I969
(Availabe in cheap papcr—back, First scetion on Hegel and Marx |
intceresting, but most of the book marred by app-llingly convoluted style
and existentialist tendencies)

vi) McClellanz— 'Horx before lorxism'. Pe nguin I972.
(Useful cheap sccount of the devcelopment of lMarx!s thought in early
period) '

Original Sources

i) Vnrxs= 'I844 Manmuscripte!. Lowrence Wishart,
(Essentinl for nn understanding of clienations on importaont mile-—stone
in the breok with Hegeléanism)

e
b
s

Morzs— 'Grundisse! (cdited by HMeClellan). Me 'illan I97L,

(Bxpensive = but indicates link between the tonrliy! and the ‘lote!
finrx. Discusses methodology, tcchnology, communist socicty, alicn-tion,
rioney, ctcs.)

iii) Marxs— 'Capital! (cep ccially, first chapt, Vol I.) Lowrence Wishr=t,
(Needs nd introduction except to sny that the firzt chapter discusscs
nethodology ~nd this is nlso referred to in the various introductions
by Morx,.)

iv) llarxs- 'Poverty of Philosophy!. Lowrence Wishart.
(Attack on the Hegelionism of Proudhon with discussion of rolc of
man in society.) '

v) IPngoelsi— 'Transition from Ape to Man!', In sclected works.
(Excellent socount of the rolc of l-bour in developing mon. Idens
accepted by lending anthropolosists as Washburn. )

vi) Engels: ¢ 'Dialectice of Nature!, Lowrence lishnrt.
(Important — but is it corrcct?)







v111)Nwrx & Ingolgse !Gormon Ideology! . Lawrcnoe lishart, - ' CZ}

(The decigive brenk with prévious phllosophlus ~no the germs of

historical materinlisms Lengthy,and somctimes tedious, polemic with
left-Hegelinms,) . v

Morxe— 'Thes on Fuerbach!. In molcctud works,

(Cryptic crlthuo of pasgivc materinlism nnd revssertlon of the begt of
He~01 ic, the dyno mlc v1cw of t e womld )

Lening— 'lnterinlism nnd Pmplrlo—crltlclsm. Progrcss Puba,
(Lenin bending the stick in hie polcmlc acninst melr101°m.)'

Lenin s~ Collccotod works, vol 38, Progrcss Iub. ‘

(The 'Philosophical Notcbooks!. Very importantfor nn undcrstanding of
Hegclion idons in Morxisttheory, for nn understanding of method,
for an undorstmndlng of Lenin's own philosophical development .However,
the posegnges were not meant for publication nnd nre often obscurc nnd ¢
condensed. Fof an 3nQIy91s of the significonce of vol 38, secc Cliff
Slaughterts pnmpblct 'Lenin on Dialectics 'yNew Park Pubs, and
my criticism of thot in PR, ) -

Lenin:— !Three Sourcoq and Compononts Parts of Marziem!. Progress Pubs.
;(Tltlb prlalns the content, Briecf but uscful summ“rJa) .

xiii)Plekhanovs— 'Fundamental Probloms of Harxism,' Lawrence Wishe rt'I969,'

viv)

xv)

(Vory good nccount of hlstormvﬂl me terlnlis gspcclally good being
the ﬂcctlon og free will “nﬂ tho 1na1v1duﬂ1 S

Gramsci s— !'Prison Notebooku . Lowrence Wlshnrt 199I.

(To my mind the grontost Marxist philosopher after HWI, “Sprlqlly
importont is his onalysis on the role of culturc and common sense ideng
the role of 1ntcllcctu“1~, ond his critique of mechnnism. Much of this

is avoilable in 'Modern Princce ~nd other Jritin: os's Intern-tionnl Pub
N.Y. ,I970).

Trotsky:~ !'In Defence Of larxism!. Pkthflndcr Pubs,NY.
(Bspecinlly interesting ie the treatment of subjects such s piydics
and paycho~ wmalysgs. Not so good on dialcetics,) '

There ore many more = Lucacs, Althusser, Korsh, Sartre (loter works) -

but the books above should provide morc than an 1ntroduculon to dﬂrxist
Philowophy. Anyone wonting a fuller list can write to me for that o

 Neol Smith.







