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A"™™INIMAL" UNDERSTANDING OF
THE ROLE OF DEMOCRATIC DEMANDS

by George quack

One of the three major "theoretical deviations" from:
"the fundamental positions of Marxism" attributed to the
SWP by the Internationalist' Tendency's.political resolu-
tion, "Two" Lines-in the International,” is our alleged "min-
imalist theory of democratic. and transitional demands,
which invests all democratic struggles with ‘a transitional
content in the epoch of imperialism. . . .."

Let me first establish what the Trotskyist theory of
the relations between democratic and transitional demands
really is and what, in contrast, is the view of our critics.
This should make it clear that our conception conforms
to both the text and spirit of the Transitional Program
as Trotsky drafted it while theirs departs from it.

In the expositions published in "The Transitional Pro-
gram for Socialist Revolution,”" Joseph Hansen and I
point out that the program is composed of three distinct
elements: immediate demands, democratic ones and tran-
sitional demands. The synthesis comes after this analysis.
What relations do these components have to one another?

The answer is given in the Transitional Program as
follows: "Democratic slogans, transitional .demands and
the problems of the socialist revolution are not divided
into separate historical epochs in this struggle, but stem
directly from one another.". This generalization is not
limited to the colonial and semicolonial countries but
applies to the imperialist giants as well as to the bureau-
cratized workers states, even though the relative weight
of the: different kinds of demands varies according to
specific conditions.

Similarly, the seventh of the fundamental principles of
the International Left. Opposition adopted early in 1933
stated: "Recognition of the necessity to maobilize the masses
under transitional slogans corresponding to the concrete
situation in. each country, and particularly under demo-
cratic slogans insofar as it is a question of struggle against
feudal relations, national oppression, or different varieties
of openly imperialistic dictatorship (fascism, Bonapartism,
etc.)." (Documents of the Fourth International, p. 24, em-
phasis in original.)

The three categories of demands are actually intertwmed
with one another. It is incorrect in theory and harmful
in practice to try and. put them in separate, airtight, self-
contained compartments, as though the struggle for im-
mediate and democratic demands has no connection with
the transitional ones and has no significant effects upon
the mobilization of the masses on the road to power.
This is a sterile sectarian-approach. Coa

The intimate association of the three types of demands
can be manifested in any serious class combat. If union
leaders and militants are framed-up and jailed in a strike
for higher wages, then the fight for their rights and . free-
dom can become one of the principal issues in the struggle
and its settlement.

In disregard. of the clearly expressed injunction of the
Transitional Program,.the Internationalist Tendency re-
jects the intermeshing of the three types of demands. This
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is the crux of their wrong position. They set democratic
slogans against transitional ones in a rigidly categorical
manner. "East is East and West is. West, and never the
twain shall meet."

In their eyes tran51t10nal demands alone have an un-
alloyed proletarian and revolutionary content leading to
the conquest of power by the workers whereas democratic
ones are petty-bourgeois, reformist and liberalistic. Instead
of promoting the anticapitalist moods and movements
of the masses, democratic slogans divert and impede them,
they believe. That is why these "maximalists” deprecate
the fight for demaocratic demands as "minimalist."

To them the struggles for democratic rights in the era
of imperialism have a strictly limited character and con-
sequences. For example, they assert that the slogan of
Black control of the Black community "represents a very
limited democratic reform, with little impact on the re-
lationship  of forces between classes." How unrealistic to
think that any sustained, large-scale offensive by mil-
lions of Black proletarians for- control of their commu-
nities in' the main cities of the United States, and even
more its realization, would have "little impact on the re-
lationship of class forces." It would entail a colossal social
upheaval and a fundamental shift in the class relation-
ship of forces, to say the least about it.

Intrinsic to our line of supporting struggles for demo-
cratic rights is that we carry out such struggles with pro-
letarian méthods. We look to extraparliamentary mass
action as the central method of struggle and place no
confidence in the bourgeois liberals. This, too, imbues
such struggles with the potential for going far beyond
any "minimalist" demands that might be raised at the
outset. » )

While democratic demands are crucial for the colonial
countries, they contend -that these play a different role
in the xmperlahst ones. Here they are insignificant com-
pared to what they consider working-class demands as
such. Any "emphasis upon the democratic demands of
the individual" or the people, ". . . leads to the liquidation
of the specific'role of the revolutionary party in injecting
class consciousness into the proletariat." That is to say,
the struggle for democracy leads away from the tasks
and objectives of the proletarian struggle for power.

Even if we should grant, for the sake of argument,
that democratic reforms are essentially petty-bourgeois
(which 'is not the case), how would that sociological def-
inition deprive them of political importance? The Tran-
sitional Program. states that in an epoch of decaying
capitalism "every serious demand of the proletariat and
even every serious demand of the petty bourgeoisie in-
evitably reaches beyond the limits of capitalist property
relations and of the bourgeois state” (my emphasis). This
means that the mobilization. of the proletarian and ple-
beian masses in struggle around any one or several of
the components of the .Transitional Program acquires
a momentum directed against the supports of the cap-



italist regime.

That held true of the central slogan of unconditional
and immediate withdrawal of all U.S. troops from Viet-
nam advanced by the SWP for the mass antiwar move-
ment. This demand had a threefold democratic content.
It upheld the right of the Vietnamese to self-determination
free of foreign interference. It called upon the American
people (and not simply the workers) to éxercise their
democratic control over the imperialist warmakers by
vetoing their use of the military in Southeast Asia. And
it appealed to the desire of the draftees, their parents
and kinfolk to pull out of the criminal overseas butchery.

Did this demand, backed by millions of Americans,
have no effect upon the balance of class forces in the
United States or have no transitional edge to it? Neither
President Johnson, who was driven back to his Texas
ranch, nor Nixon, who cowered in the White House, as
the Watergate revelations disclose, thought so. They under-
stood, much better than our sectarians, that when the
masses come out in the streets of the national capital
by the hundreds of thousands resolved to check and re-
verse the war plans of the capitalist rulers, that this kind
of anti-imperialist mobilization under the "Out Now" slo-
gan served to frustrate their predatory policies and en-
feebled their monopoly of decision-making power.

The transitional character of this mass movement was
evidenced in the withdrawal of the U. S. troops from Cam-
bodia after the massive student strike of May 1970 and
the deep-going effects the antiwar struggle has had upon
the consciousness of the American people. They are in-
comparably less inclined to go along with any further
armed interventions abroad and are far more distrustful
of Washington. This changed psychology has become
an important factor in the world relationship of class
forces, especially in regard to the colonial and semicolo-
nial countries.

The democratic slogans under which the antiwar struggle
has been conducted were certainly in the interests of the
working class, even though the unions did not take the
lead in it. But it had a much broader scope. It began
with the students and drew in the intellectuals, the middle
classes, the oppressed nationalities, and eventually the
majority of the population. This experience demonstrates
how impossible it is in real political life to arbitrarily
divide the struggle for democratic demands through mass
action from the rest of the transitional! process as these
critics want to do.

They make a lame effort to buttress their position by
allusions to the national past. They write: "It would be
false to contend that the American bourgeois revolution
was incomplete." This historical picture is itself incomplete
and implies that the proletarian revolution has only so-
cialist and no democratic tasks to perform.

This one-sided statement overlooks the fact that the
presocialist revolutions that brought the bourgeoisie to
power had a dual character. They were both bourgeois
and democratic, the one side representing the interests
of the big property owners, the other the demands of
the plebeian sectors of the people to extend democratic
rights beyond the male property owners. Such objectives
as national independence and unification, agrarian re-
form, secularization, the creation of a constitutional re-
public, industrialization, and free public education were
more thoroughly fulfilled through the two democratic rev-

olutions in the United States than in any other major
capitalist country.

Their outcome was satisfactory to the capitalist rulers
who got all that they needed to clinch their sovereignty
over the nation and command of its resources. It was
quite different for the plebeian participants.

The Blacks and the women, to mention no others, were
cheated and their just rights were not realized. Neither
the oppressed nationalities nor the oppressed sex secured
equality either before the law or in everyday life. Their
democratic demands have still to be fulfilled. These tasks
left over from the bourgeois-democratic revolutionary era
have been handed down to the forces aligned with the
socialist revolution who will have to fight for and realize
them. This set of historical tasks characterizes the coming
American revolution. Its leaders and participants will
not only have to carry through the struggles for popular
democracy partially and stingily realized in the past but
also satisfy all the demands for the extension .of demo-
cratic rights raised by the progress of society and the
heightened consciousness of various sectors of the op-
pressed from prisoners to gays since the end of the Civil
War. ‘

So much for the past and the future. What about the
present? The reactionary nature of the imperialist bour-
geoisie, which increasingly encroaches upon the rights
of the American people, makes the defense of democracy
a paramount task under the capitalist system. This is
an indispensable necessity in the day-to-day work of the
revolutionary party under the most liberal regime, not
to speak of the stages of intensified class confrontation.

The writers of the resolution take exception to my state-
ment that "the Trotskyist movement aspires to be the
foremost protector and promoter of genuine democracy
against all anti-democratic and authoritarian forces, in-
stitutions, laws and regimes." Well, doesn't it? A Marxist
party that, as Lenin pointed out, must be the tribune
of all the oppressed can be no less.

My 268-page book on Democracy and -Revolution aimed
to demonstrate, by studying three thousand years of his-
tory, that the promotion of democracy, from the Greeks
to the workers states, is inseparable from the course of
the class struggle, that the democratic freedoms we enjoy
are the fruit of popular revolutions, and that only the
struggle for the world socialist revolution can consum-
mate this process of democratization. Yet the critics seek
to ascribe to me and to the SWP the conception of "de-
mocracy in the abstract," "a pure or genuine democracy,
understood as some form of freedom from the class strug-
gle" That is, I am not a Marxist but really a liberal
in masquerade, contaminating our movement with petty-
bourgeois ideology. This sort of misrepresentation ought
to be left to the Healyites and kept out of our debates.

We are not champions but opponents of bourgeois de-
mocracy or its institutions; we are revolutionary advo-
cates of workers democracy. But we are defenders of
democratic rights and fighters for their extension.

Are our critics balking against referring to democracy
in general or in a favorable sense without specifying
its class content in every instance? Then they will have
to expurgate this usage of the word from the works of
every eminent Marxist. They can start with the third para-
graph of the Transitional Program itself which reads:
"In the historically privileged countries . . . the bourgeoisie



can still for a certain period permit itself the luxury of
democracy at the expense of national accumulations. . . ."

The resolution of the Internationalist Tendency acknowl-
edges that "in the epoch of imperialism the bourgeoisie
tends to withdraw some of the democratic rights it had
previously granted." However, they do not draw correct
and comprehensive conclusions from this fact.

The anti-democratic drive and direction of the monop-
olists and militarists have the most profound consequences
for our epoch. It means that the tasks of protecting and
promoting the elementary rights of all sections of the
people, including its own, devolves upon the workers
movement. This has become its historical responsibility.
Self-preservation alone dictates the observance of this ob-
ligation. Under imperialist domination at home and
abroad the struggle for democracy has become, not less,
but more urgent and important.

This was explained in the February 1950 resolution
of the SWP National Committee entitled "The Witchhunt
and How to Fight It." (See Education for Socialists bul-
letin, "Defense Policies and Principles of the Socialist Work-
ers Party.")

Its principal propositions remain completely valid twen-
ty-three years later and continue to guide our movement.
It emphasizes that the revolutionary socialist vanguard
must be the best and most uncompromising fighters for
the rights of the people and, yes, of the victimized in-
dividual. Much of the SWP activities from 1928 to 1973
have been devoted to such efforts. These campaigns have
ranged from defending the rights of individuals and or-
ganizations, including our own, from attacks by the au-
thorities, to campaigns for the extension of democratic
rights (the right of 18-year-olds to vote, the right of abor-
tion, high school rights). ‘As class conflicts sharpen in
the future, we shall have to invest still more energy in
these activities.

Is all this "raising of democratic demands" and "em-
phasis on the democratic rights of individuals" wasted
effort, unproletarian, opportunistic, as our critics imply?
Which one of the hundreds of cases that we have ini-
tiated or participated in falls into this category?

Let our critics express their opinion on a single per-
tinent instance. From 1969 to 1973 our party and my-
self in particular expended considerable energy in com-
bating the exclusion of Ernest Mandel from the United
States. On the juridical side, his appeal was taken all

the way to the Supreme Court. It put emphasis on "the
democratic rights of the individual" in order to test the
constitutional right of Americans to hear all views. This
civil liberties case did not directly involve "the democratic
rights of the working class to unionize, put out its press,
and hold meetings,” as our critics prescribe. It more im-
mediately concerned the academic and intellectual com-
munity, who provided the plaintiffs, than the labor move-
ment at its present level of consciousness. In organizing
the campaign around this issue, did we thereby take a
"minimalist approach" deprived of class content and did
we violate the mandate and method of the Transitional
Program?

The untenability of the position of our critics on the
place and importance of democratic demands in the im-
perialist countries can be highlighted by reference to the
situation in the workers states. Democratic demands under
certain circumstances have an explosive force not only
in the mass struggles against imperialist rule but also
in the movement against bureaucratic oppression. Nu-
merous demands for such democratization are incorpo-
rated in the Fourth International proposals for the po-
litical revolution.

The Transitional Program states: "The struggle for the
freedom of the trade unions and the factory committees,
for the right of assembly and freedom of the press will
unfold in the struggle for the regeneration and develop-
ment of Soviet democracy." Note how the fight for demo-
cratic rights and class demands are tightly tied into a
single knot. And in fact during the Czechoslovakian de-
mocratization movement of 1968 the struggle against
censorship, for free expression and free assembly, went
hand in hand with the formation of factory committees
and the regaining of independence of action by the unions.

Thus in all three sectors of the world revolution, the
backward countries, the capitalist lands and the workers
states, "democratic slogans, transitional demands and the
problems of the socialist revolution . . . stem directly from
one another." That is the teaching of the theory of the
permanent revolution. That is the approach recommended
by the Transitional Program of the Fourth International.
That provides the guideline to the theory and practice
of the SWP.

And that is what the Internationalist Tendency fails
to understand and why their unfounded objections to
our position must be firmly rejected.

July 12, 1973



THE LIGUE COMMUNISTE, THE DEBRE STRUGGLES,
AND THE EUROPEAN DOCUMENT

by Jane Roland, Boston Branch

[The French government's ban on the Ligue Commu-
niste may well have some affect on the world discussion
and- the discussion- within the SWP as well. It should be
clear to everyone, however, that we must continue to de-
bate the political issues in dispute at the same time we de-
fend unquestionably .the Ligue's right to exist.]

The subject of this contribution is the recent youth strug-
gles that took place in France, and the tremendous work
of our comrades in intervening in and leading these strug-
gles. I want to discuss the relationship of this intervention
to the line presented in the "Building of Revolutionary Par-
ties in Capitalist Europe" document. Qur comrades' work
in the youth struggles followed the line not of the European
document under discussion, but the line projected by the
United Secretariat document adopted. prior to the 1969
world congress, "The Worldwide Youth Radicalization."
The Ligue followed an orientation in the intervention that
we of the SWP would recommend. However, the line fol-
lowed in building these struggles-in no way correlates
to the projections laid out by the European document now
under discussion. I want to go into the relationship of this
intervention to the European document, and try to analyze
the fact that the intervention proceeded, one might say,
despite the European document, .and also discuss how
approval of this document can, by extension, lead to
ignoring such struggles in the future.

Over the first few months of 1973 —before, durmg, and
after national elections—a major student and youth up-
surge swept France. The upsurge was based on opposition
to two new national "reforms" of concern to young people:
the Debre laws, and the DEUG, a proposed two-year
diploma.

The Debre law concerned the compulsory mlhtary ser-
vice for all French males. In order to fulfill the regime's
desire to lower the average age of soldiers, the law ruled
that all male youth must enter military service before the
end of their 21st year. The critical pravision called for
the abolition of all student deferments. The DEUG was a
proposed diploma —the General University Studies Dip-
loma —to be given after two years of study. The govern-
ment called it.a landmark in egalitarian and liberal edu-
cation, but actually it was the government's response to
the situation of too many students leaving university with-
out degrees, and the degrees given not corresponding
with ‘the job situation. The purpose of the DEUG, and
it was immediately seen as such by the masses of French
students, was to produce semitrained labor for the ruling
class.

The struggles began in the high schools against the
Debre laws last February, and in the following months
the high school students were joined by technical school
students and by university students as the struggle against
the DEUG intensified. The struggle spread beyond the
student movement and drew in many working-class youth.
There were massive student strikes—in mid-March 70-80
percent of all high schools were on strike —and huge dem-
onstrations, including a massive nationally coordinated

action of over 300,000 throughout France, 100,000 in
Paris. alone. The Communist Party and Socialist Party-
controlled trade-union leaderships were forced to relate
to the struggles as support for the students grew in the
working class, and the student and trade-union leaderships
together called for May Day actions.

The Ligue Communiste was the recognized leadership
of these massive struggles. Our comrades figures in many
of the local student committees of action; and their inter-
vention was no doubt largely responsible for the demo-
cratic organization of the strike committees, for the contin-
uous mass mobilizations, and for the movement's reach-
ing out to broaden participation and extend the struggles.
Le Monde recognized the leadership of the Ligue in. many
articles; the French government clearly recognized the
Ligue's leadership when it banned its existence; and the
Communist Party recognized the leadership of the Ligue
in its attempts first to ignore and then to subvert the
growing struggles. The CP's fetish with electoral politics
and its opposition to mass mobilizations in order to con-
centrate on the victory: of the Union of the Left —which
would then ostensibly repeal the Debre laws —revealed
its miserable politics to the thousands.and thousands of
French youth (mostly below voting-age) who were not
interested in putting off their struggle to a later date. And
they turned to the Ligue Communiste for leadership.

[The. question can be thrown out at'this point of what
further gains might have been made were there an inde-
pendent Trotskyist youth group in France. Many young
people attracted to us by our leadership and action during
the struggles would have joined such an organization, and
very possibly - the Ligue in the future. The Red Circles,
which related to this growing -youth periphery, held a
conference recently that attracted over 400 high school
students. At that conference, all but one of the workshops
was led by a Political Bureau or Central Committee' mem-
ber of the Ligue—none of them high school students.
It certainly testifies to their extreme interest on our move-
ment that the bulk of the students stayed at a conference
where the leadership was almost entirely in the hands
of older political people.]

Careful reading of the United Secretariat majority Eu-
ropean document makes it clear that intervention in the
student movement is- not a major task projected for the
European parties—in fact, the document ‘does not men-
tion such interventions as being a task at all. But the
youth struggles became a central focus of the Ligue over
the last several months. In the "Preparatory Texts for the
'71 Conference of the Leaderships of the European Sec-
tions," a basis for the European document on the building
of revolutionary parties, Comrades Vergeat and Delphin
maintain that the student movement is less and less an
active political force. Although the ambiguity in the Eu-
ropean documents makes it rather difficult to understand
exactly what position the European leadership takes on
such student struggles, the emphasis is that there will be
no more "May '68s." And while no one expects another



situation identical to May '68, we do consider it to be a
model in terms of a student movement growing and be-
coming a catalyst for the working class. And that corre-
sponds to the potential shown by the Debre struggle.

If anyone still needed proof, the Debre struggles proved
that the student movement isn't dead. Events have shown
otherwise again and again throughout the world — objec-
tive factors led and may well lead again to students spark-
ing a national upsurge by struggling over issues that af-
fect them concretely, and those actions can take on an
objectively anticapitalist role. That was true of the Debre
struggles, and the intervention with the understanding of
that dynamic most certainly helped to push the struggle
to become the massive and influential- movement it be-
came. Had the Ligue considered these issues simply to,
as the European document refers to student issues, "provide
a ferment of agitation and organization . . . to radicalize
the less politicized layers," much of the struggle would have
been lost.

So, again trying to relate the line of the European docu-
ment to their intervention, the Ligue did not abstain from
building these struggles on the grounds that the student
movement was dead. Did the Ligue intervene, then, as
part of their plan to win hegemony within the mass van-
guard? No—Dbecause those were not struggles of the mass
vanguard. Their intervention was directly :into the strug-
gles of the masses —the masses of students, and the exten-
sion of the actions into the working class.

The European document outlines the central tasks for
the European sections of the Fourth International on pp.
17-18, as mentioned above, and none of these tasks re-
late to activity in the student movement. Comrade Mary-
Alice, in her contribution to the discussion, talks about
intervention in the student movement, following the out-
lines set forth in the document "The Worldwide Youth
Radicalization." Our major task here in the U.S. as well
as for Trotskyists in Europe is recruiting and educating
the basic nucleus of cadres who will be able to win a
base in the working class and build-a mass Trotskyist
party. We recruit wherever we can find these cadres — cer-
tainly in high schools and universities. We can often win
the leadership of struggles around questions and issues like
those raised by students, orient them in a revolutionary
direction, and link them up with working-class struggles.
It is often through such channels that we begin to be
looked upon as a significant political force and gain a
hearing and initial recruits within the working class.

In fact, it seems to be with that orientation in mind that
the Ligue Communiste intervened in' this upsurge! —but—
in contradiction to the European document, which clearly
relegates all struggles except those around the demand
for workers control to a decidedly secondary place.

The question remains: how can the Ligue Communiste's
major role in this struggle be rationalized within the scope
of the European document? The document does mention

what is referred to as the "special problem of increasing
opportunities for comrades to win positions of leadership
in youth organizations that are not specifically revolu-
tionary." In each concrete case, the document states, it
will be necessary to assess the opportunities for investing
forces by weighing the gains that could be made against
the gaps such a deployment of forces would create else-
where. This discussion of possible interventions is one
explicit—and very minor — reference in the European doc-
ument which can cover intervention in the upsurge; there
is one more such reference. In describing tasks and pri-
orities, the document notes that it is "the job of . . . lead-
ership . . . to set an order of priorities based on general
perspectives and analysis." These priorities should be held
to and not departed from "in an impressionistic way, un-
der the pressure of new opportunities turning up in this
or that sector." "Of course,” the document continues, "this
order of priorities must be periodically reviewed and re-
vised." So, the leadership of the Ligue must have looked
at the Debre struggle and decided to intervene directly.

The problem is that the European document is so amor-
phous that almost anything can be covered by it; almost
anything, that is, except a concrete, well projected and
planned program for intervention in the day-to-day strug-
gles over the next period.

Through the course of the preconvention discussion
it has become obvious that some people consider this
document to have a proletarian orientation— it is on that
ground that a couple of comrades in Boston have ex-
pressed for it. But a proletarian orientation does not mean
simply calling for rooting in the working class; it means
the arduous task of building a proletariat vanguard com-
bat party, and building it out of the concrete situation
that exists in reality today. Our comrades' intervention
in the Debre struggles’ is an example of a proletarian
orientation. The Ligue was in a perfect spot to intervene:
about 50 percent of the Ligue is high school and univer-
sity students, another 25 percent are teachers. By throw-
ing these comrades into the struggle we played a major
role in building mass demonstrations and strikes among
high school, university, and technical school students, that
gained the support of the working class and forced the
Stalinist and reformist trade-union leaderships to deal
with a leadership they knew was influenced by revolution-
ary Trotskyists.

That is a proletarian orientation. That is the kind of
orientation that must be continued and expanded, and not
as a by-the-by passing reference in a document which
should be outlining the central tasks for the next period,
but' as a concrete projection and as' a central priority.
I would urge all comrades to reject the document on the
building of European parties, which runs counter to the
general line followed in building the Debre struggles, and
to support the international minority tendency, and the
SWP majority position.

July 12, 1973



THE COMMUNIST LEAGUE AND THE 1973
LEGISLATIVE ELECTION IN FRANCE

by Tony Thoimas, Lower Manhattan Branch,
New York Local

During the discussion on the perspectives for Europe,
a lively debate took place on the role of the League in
the recent French. elections. Supporters of the Internation-
alist Tencency in our branch defended the Communist
League's election campaign as "exemplary” while support-
ers of the Leninist-Trotskyist Tendency (although the ten-
dency has taken no position on this question) criticized
some errors made by the Communist League in the elec-
tions.

In my report on this question to my branch, I pointed
out that one of the main errors committed by the authors
of the. IEC majority resolution on Europe which is sup-
ported by the Internationalist Tendency and the Levitt-
Stodola-Warren-Shane grouping in our party and by the
Maitan-Mandel-Frank tendency internationally, is that it
does not take any stand on our comrades’ attitudes to-
ward electoral politics or critical support to the mass
reformist workers party in Europe. Not only is this ques-
tion of vital objective importance for our European com-
rades, but within almost every European Trotskyist or-
ganization, a lively discussion on this question is taking
place. .

We have already seen in the discussion in the IMG
how major errors have been made in regard to the Brit-
ish Labour Party. Now we can see that the Communist
League appears to have made a major error in its at-
titude toward both rounds of the French legislative elec-
tions. A resolution on perspectives for Europe should
state a clear attitude on these questions, rather than
dodging the question as the current resolution does. In
my opinion, the resolution dodges these questions because
it reflects the ultraleftist pressure toward abstentionism
from elections and also because it attempts to make an
amalgam between the various comrades nn Europe and
elsewhere who have expressed major diffcrences on this
question.

An examination of the Communist League¢'s errors will
show why a correct line on these questions is of crucial
importance to the European and worldwide Trotskyist
movement. Within this context, it must be kept in mind
that the League's decision to launch a vigorous first-
round campaign and to launch a propaganda campaign
around the second round was a positive step in regard to
the abstentionism that seems to reign in the rest of our
European groups ( no other European section has run
any election campaigns since the Ninth World Congress,
to my knowledge).

First Round

The manner in which the Communist League called
for a first-round vote for Lutte Quvriere and other "far-
left" groups appears to have been a serious tactical error.
Although it may have been possible and correct to give
critical support to these currents on the basis of common
agreement on a specific series of points, the basis which
the Communist League called for a vote for Lutte Ouv-
riere and other "far-left" groups was incorrect.

The political resolution adopted at the most recent con-
gress of the Communist League and published in the
December 16, 1973, Rouge indicates that the League's
aim in the first round was to achieve programmatic clar-
ification. This would seem to indicate an attempt to clar-
ify specific and concrete programmatic problems involv-
ing issues posed before the working-class movement in
France and the general delineation of our revolutionary-
socialist program as opposed to the program of opponent
groups, including those groups falsely claiming to be
"Trotskyist." i

The same resolution states that in this vote, "Where
the Communist League is not presenting candidates, we
will primarily call for a vote for LO[Lutte Ouvriere].
Everywhere else, we will call for a vote on the first round
for candidates of the far left, that is to say the candi-
dates who reject the electoral and peaceful roads to so-
cialism. . . .

"This appeal for a far-left vote means that we can call
for a vote for AJS [the youth organization of the Lam-
bertists — Alliance des Jeunes Socialistes — Alliance of
Young Socialists] candidates, certain PSU candidates or
'independents’ (under the control of the Central Commit-
tee)."

In the March 2, 1973, issue of Rouge, the last pub-
lished before the first round, an emphasized editorial by
Comrade Henri Weber stated on the first round vote:
"Vote for the revolutionary candidates of the Communist
League and Lutte Ouvriere.

"In districts where neither the League nor Lutte Ou-
vriere are presenting candidates, vote for the candidates
who describe themselves as from the new far left, every-
where where such a vote constitutes an act of opposition
to the regime and of defiance in regard to the Union
of the Left." (Emphasis in original.)

The programmatic justifications for this policy, as sta-
ted by the League, tend to lead away from rather than
toward programmatic clarification as described in the
resolution.

The League's political resolution states that this vote
is justified because these currents represent "the appear-
ance of a force broken with the Union. of the Left—even
on the limited level of the electoral plane.” In Comrade
Weber's March 2 editorial he wrote that the far-left can-
didates represent "defiance of the Union of the Left."

If this vote is supposed to be for programmatic clari-
fication, then we can take this definition to mean that
these currents (Lutte Ouvriere, AJS-OCI ' and "left" can-
didates of the PSU) represent a positive programmatic
alternative to the Union of the Left.

This is contradictory to the facts. The only point of
agreement which these various groups shared was ver-
bal opposition to the Union of the Left. A review of their
positions toward the Union of the Left discloses that these
tendencies were in complete disagreement.

Their programs are in no way a positive alternative
to the Union of the Left's program or to that of the Com-






















































