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in French Explosion
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Pierre Frank and Alain Krivine

Alain and Michele Krivine

Arrested in Paris

French Communist Party

Draws Its Balance Sheet

,, Citroen Action Committee—
ALEXANDER DUBCEK. Czechoslovak president isunder heavy Experlence Gnd PerspeCtive

pressure from Kremlin to end reforms, but workers at home
want de-Stalinization carried further. New voices, far to the
left, are being raised for socialist democracy. See page 658.

Trotskyist Manifesto Published in Czechoslovakia
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CZECH MAGAZINE PUBLISHES TROTSKYIST MANIFESTO

By Gerry Foley

cal and practical school that can make posi
sible the achievement of socialism and so-
cialist man.

The de-Stalinization process in
Czechoslovakia reached something of a
landmark in June when a Prague magazine
published extensive sections of a mani-
festo addressed to the workers and stu-
dents of Czechoslovakia by the Fourth In-
ternational, the World Party of Socialist
Revolution founded by Leon Trotsky.

"Therefore, we are publishing here
about two-thirds of an official declaration
of the Fourth International which was pub-
lished in the May issue of the Paris maga-
zine Quatriéme Internationale."

The excerpts from the manifesto,
"For a Government of Workers Councils in
Czechoslovakia" [cf. Intercontinental
Press, May 1%, 1968, p. 428], appeared
in the June 24 isgue of a new magazine,
Informadni Materidly [Informational Ma-
terials]. Those sections directly criti-
cal of the Kremlin were omitted, but the
proposals for the establishment and con-
solidation of proletarian democracy in
Czechoslovakia were printed in full. The
editors offered the following explanation:

Another interesting item, "A Letter
From Paris," offers an accurate and percep-
tive Marxist account of the development of
the French revolt.

The author, Henri Cigan, exposes the
counterrevolutionary role played by the
French Communist party. Its line of "peace-
ful and parliamentary roads to socialism,"
he explains, disarmed the workers, enabling
the bourgeoisie to inveigle them into the
electoral trap.

"The French section of the Fourth
International (the Internationalist Commu-
nist party), which was so greatly damned
in our country in the past, has been un-
dergoing a renaissance for some years now.
This was especially evident in these last

Against the charge of "adventurism,"”
which the French CP hurled at the students,
Cigan emphasizes the dangers inherent in re-
formist demobilization of the masses, point-
ing out how this led to the massacre of the

weeks marked by revolutionary events in
Paris and throughout France.

"It is our judgment that no ideolo-
gy or concept, and particularly no social-
ist concept can be rejected except through
dialogue with its proponents. And this
presupposes an elementary knowledge of
their ideas.

"We by no means identify with all
of the leftist or other socialist cur-
rents which for many years (and in some
cases decades) were isolated in opposi-
tion to the official Stalinist or post-
Stalinist conceptions of socialism. We
by no means identify with all these ten-
dencies which have formed in recent years
and are constantly forming in an effort
to find the answers to the fundamental
problems of socialism and which are strug-
gling to achieve the tasks of socialism
~— the liberation of the individual and
his labor, the development of his cre-
ative abilities.

"We do not accept the dogmas or
the views of the Fourth International, or
the Maoists, or the supporters of China,
Cuba, Castro, Che Guevara, Marcuse and
Rudi Dutschke, or 'anarchists' like Dan-
iel Cohn-Bendit, or their comrades who
are fighting arms in hand against Ameri-
can imperialism. However, we must take
cognizance of their views (which, more-
over, are often related and similar) and
try, with the help of our own rich expe-
rience in integrating all concepts and
programs, to create a powerful ideologi-

Indonesian Communist party. He credits the
French students with showing the workers
how revolutionary direct action could force
the government to grant concessions which
ten years of electoral maneuvering by the
CP had been unable to exact.

Contrasting the "retrograde petty-
bourgeois nationalism" of the French CP
with the high level of socialist interna-
tionalism shown by the revolutionary youth,
Cigan makes a special point that the revo-
lutionary student movement began with the
fight against the Vietnam war. He notes,
moreover, that when the students first oc-
cupied the University of Nanterre, touching
off the movement which culminated in the
night of the barricades, one of the first
things they did was hold a conference whose
program included discussion of "the student
struggle in the people's democracies." IHe
notes as well that they sent a declaration
of support to the struggling Polish stu-
dents.

To explain the Communist party's
negative attitude to the revolutionary
youth, Cigan shows how the "theory of so-
cialism in one country" and its subordi-
nation of the world workers movement to
Soviet foreign policy destroyed the revo-
lutionary character of the French CP as
of all the others. "Since it was possible
to build socialism in the USSR, it was
necessary to assure peace for the Soviet
Union. So, Stalin ordered the revolution-
ary movement in the West not to do any-
thing which might anger the capitalist
powers..."
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The French students, Cigan says,
renewed the revolutionary struggle aban-
doned by the Communist parties. He ex-~
Plains in detail the young revolution-
ists' concept of Soviet democracy as both
the goal and a means of fighting for so-
cialism. They sought, he says, to trans-
form the workers organs of struggle —-
the strike committees, action committees,
self-defense groups —- into the organs of
power in the country. They called for the
dissolution of all the state repressive
bodies and their replacement by workers
militias.

Cigan gives an excellent descrip-
tion of how the students organized the
Latin Quarter during the revolt, provid-
ing all essential services and institut-
ing the fullest workers democracy: "We
established workers democracy which was
based on the principle that every politi-
cal group claiming adherence to socialism
had the right to express itself...Along
with the creation of workers democracy,
we set in motion a process of eliminating
the bad habits of Stalinism and all the
ideas inherited from the Stalinist period
which still afflicted even those who had
long since broken with Stalinism."

Cigan is careful to point out that
the young revolutionary movement is not
limited to France, that it is an interna-
tional phenomenon. "In all the European
capitalist countries, currents are de-
veloping which in practice stand to the
left of the traditional Communist par-
ties."

A translation of an interview
with the German student leader Rudi Dut-
schke, originally published in the March
issue of the German magazine Konkret,
following a visit by Dutschke to Czecho-
slovakia, deals with the meaning of the
Czech de-Stalinization for the young so-
cialists in the capitalist countries.

In answer to a question on the re-~
lationship between the revolutionary
struggle in the capitalist countries and
in the workers sbtates, Dutschke says
first of all that while the young revo-
lutionists in the workers states are
fighting for changes essentially in the
political structure, the object of the
revolutionary struggle in the capitalist
countries is the overthrow of the basic
organization of society.

He goes on to describe, however,
how these two kinds of struggle are com-
bined in one process. "The more quickly
socialist democracy develops in the coun-
tries of the socialist camp, the more
quickly the division between the party
and the masses is eliminated, the greater
will be the chance in West Europe for the
realization of the concept of liberation
from capitalism, war, and exploitation."

To unite these struggles, Dutschke
calls for discussions between the anticap-
italist revolutionists in the West and the
antibureaucratic fighters in the workers
states. "A revolutionary democratic strat-
egy must further a common goal -- the
establishment of real socialist democracy
from the ground up in all countries."

While welcoming the de-Staliniza-
tion in Czechoslovakia, Dutschke makes it
clear that socialist democracy is quite
different from the liberalization spon-
sored by the moderate wing of the bureau-~
cracy under Dubdek. He even sees some
dangers in this process. "It is of course
dangerous that the democratic forces in
the socialist countries extoll bourgeois
democratic forms ('liberalization'). The
blame for this, however, must be attrib-
uted essentially to the previous undemo-
cratic practices of the party leadership."

A translation of the sixteen-point
resolution of the August 1966 plenum of
the Chinese Communist party, which pro-
claimed the "cultural revolution," is
introduced with favorable comment by a
correspondent of the magazine. He admits
that he has no knowledge of the factional
struggle in China and limits himself to
discussing the democratic planks con-
tained in the "sixteen points." He points
up what seem to be correspondences be-
tween the Mao faction's accusation against
Liu Shao-chi and his group and the his-
tory of the Stalinist regime in Czecho-
slovakia: that is, that the Liu group
formed a bureaucratic apparatus separa-
ted from the masses and maintained it-
self through repression, that Liu advocat-
ed blind obedience as the highest duty of
Communists while Mao called for the wid-
est possible mass initiative. He does not
mention the cult of Mao or the Mao fac-
tion's defense of Stalin.

The omly major article from Czech-
oslovakia in this issue of Informacni Ma-
teridly is Zbynék FiBer's article on
workers councils (published elsewhere in
this issue of Intercontinental Press).

Another item of interest in the
issue is a favorable review of a Czech
translation of the "Open Letter" by the
young Polish revolutionists Kuron and
Modzelewski. A major programmatic state-
ment of the Polish revolutionary Marxist
students, the "Open Letter" has Jjust been
published by the student council of the
University of Prague.

But perhaps even more indicative

of the depth and revolutionary direction
of the de-Stalinization process in Czecho-
slovakia than the publication of all these
previously forbidden views -- this magazine
announces the formation of a left communist
group which is petitioning the government
for recognition.
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CZECHS DEBATE HOW TO ESTABLISH WORKERS DEMOCRACY

[An example of the kind of debate
and rethinking of basic socialist princi-
ples now going on among Czechoslovak
workers and students, which the Soviet
bureaucracy finds so frightening, is pro-
vided by the following article, the first
of a series by Professor Zbyndk FiSer. It
appeared in the June 14 issue of the
Czech daily Nova Svoboda.

[The second article in the series
was published in the Czech left opposi-
tion bulletin Informadni Materialy of
June 24. (A review of the other contents
of this interesti new publication ap-
pears on page 658.) The editors state
that further installments in the series
are to follow.

[The translation is by Interconti-
nental Press.]

* ¥ %

Now, at last we have gotten to the
point of discussing (though not yet of
putting into practice) the prime element
in the democratization process -- workers
self-management. From its inception, the
Marxist concept of socialism was directly
based on the idea that workers self-
management in the factories would be the
foundation of workers power in the eco-
nomic and political spheres.

Thus, it is quite understandable
that the demand for workers self-manage-
ment should arise again today iu our
present stage of development. This stage
is characterized by an attempt to carry
through a process of democratization and
to create real socialist democracy, which
must be defended equally against conser-
vative elements and antisocialist tenden-
cies.

The demand for workers self-manage-
ment cannot be understood abstractly.
Everyone knows that today even the Gaull-
ist government is promoting the idea that
some form of ostensible workers self-
management must be instituted. The mean-
ing of workers self-management differs
fundamentally according to the social
system in which it exists.

A not unimportant historical ex-
periment -- the Yugoslav -- has shown
that where the market economy and its
needs predominate -- that is in the con-
ditions envisaged by our new economic
system* -- workers self-management insti-

* [The economic system advocated by Pro-~
fessor Ota Sik, which is based on eco-
nomic decentralization and use of the
"market" mechanisms to regulate the econ-
omy. - I.P.]

tutions quickly became pliant tools of
technocratic management, that is of the
plant managers. Moreover, it is not
true that in the structure of Yugoslav
society the plant managers' interests
automatically coincide with those of
the real workers.

The Yugoslav factories are sup-
posed to be run in accordance with the
wishes of the self-governing workers.
However, plant managers fire workers by
the thousands in order to step up labor
productivity. They keep quiet about the
increased unemployment in the country.
And they say nothing about the exporting
of workers, which from the standpoint of
the Yugoslav state, has become one of
the main means for reestablishing the
balance in its foreign currency account.

In our circumstances, the program
of workers self-management must have a
totally different content. We must clear-
1y understand that workers self-manage-
ment cannot be a merely formal institu-
tion. We must not forget that for Marx
the principle of workers self-management
could only be effective once the entire
political system of the society was in
the hands of the workers, or rather of
their political representative, which
could be none other than a truly revo-
lutionary party.

At the present stage of develop-
ment an important problem is beginning to
be posed. The question is whether, above
and beyond the demand for workers self-
management, a demand should be formulated
also —— if only as a first step -- for
effective guarantees of the right to
strike. In fact, if the new economic sys-
tem proposed by Professor Sik is put into
practice, the workers would be left with
no social guarantees. (This problem was
correctly handled by Robert Kalivoda in
the Prague party conference. Cf. Rudé
Préavo, May 5, 1968.)

Guarantees of the workers' social
rights must be firmly demanded. Indeed,
without guarantees that the workers' eco-
nomic interests will be satisfied, there
can be no guarantees either that their
political interests will be realized.
Democracy as well as political and civil
liberties which are not based on real
satigsfaction of the needs and vital in-
terests of the broadest strata of workers
can be neither stable nor lasting. This
democracy and these freedoms would be
only for socially privileged groups; they
would not be the real freedoms expected
from the democratization process. They
would be only a liberal caricature.

Democracy handed down "from above,
democracy which did not strive to stimu-
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late the maximum activity and initiative
of the broadest strata of the population
could never maintain itself; it could
never deliver the results everyone de-
mands from today's rebirth. The party's
Central Committee posed the gquestion of
gsocialist democracy too casually in pre-
senting it as a problem which agitates
the Czechoslovak people as a whole. In
fact, at the moment what we see primar-
ily is stepped-up activity by disoriented
liberal groups, which represent minori-
ties in the society.

Workers self-management is cer-
tainly an essential precondition for
building socialist democracy in all our
society. However, it can obviously accom~
plish very little by itself alone. The
workers must have a genuinely revolution-
ary working-class party. Only such a par-
ty can represent the interests of the
broadest mass of workers. We are afraid
that the process of developing real so-
cialist democracy will be blocked until
the top party bodies,rid themselves of
all their conservative elements.

In order to be able to defend our-
selves effectively against attacks from
right-wing elements, which reflect the
views of only a tiny minority of our peo-
ple, the party leadership must represent
first of all the interests of the working
class. The establishment of workers self-
management could effectively further this
goal.

There is a real danger that work-

ers self-management can become camouflage
for the manipulation of the workers by
the management. Our own experience has
shown this (for example, what became of
the unions!) as well as the experience

of Yugoslavia and Poland. In order to
prevent this from happening here, thought
must be given right now not only to forms
of workers self-management but also to
forms of workers self-defense.

Parallel to the program of build-
ing workers self-management and parallel
to promoting initiative and creative ef-
fort to develop a real socialist democ-
ratization of society from the ground up
-- that is, based on the broadest strata
of workers, white-collar workers, intel-
lectuals, and peasants —-- we must strive
to create strike funds. This is already
being done in the most advanced plants.

There is no doubt that workers
self-management based on the principle
of the broadest democracy and endowed
with the most extensive and effective
powers is the foundation of the social-
ist system as it was understood by Marx
and Lenin. However, it is not a provi-
dential remedy because in itself it does
not settle the question of state power.

This question can only be resolved
by a revolutionary organization of the
working class. Such an organization must
be developed.

May 30, 1968

7,000 UNIONISTS AND STUDENTS BATTLE POLICE IN NEW ZEATLAND

A mass demonstration of more than
7,000 trade unionists in Wellington, New
Zealand, June 26, gave parliament a rough
opening. The workers were protesting the
refusal of the Arbitration Court to grant
an increase in the legal minimum wage.

The Press, published in Christ-
church, N.Z., described the action in its
June 27 issue as "unprecedented." Clashes
between demonstrators and police forced
the governor-general ‘to enter parliament
by a side door. The elaborate ceremony
prepared for his entrance had to be
canceled. The Press reported this includ-
ed "a 100-man honour guard, a trumpet fan-
fare, a 2l-gun salute, inspection of the.
honour guard, and a fly-past by Air Fcrce
jet aircraft. The red carpet normally
rolle? out on the main steps was not
used."

The unionists were Jjoined by hun-
dreds of students and members of the Com-
mittee on Vietnam, the Campaign for Nu-
clear Disarmament, the Campaign Against
Rising Prices, and the Maori Organization

of Human Rights.

Although police prevented demon-
strators from entering parliament, the
chauffeur-driven car carrying the Aus-
tralian high commissioner and his wife
"was engulfed by students and other
demonstrators. The car's radio aerial
was broken off, and demonstrators began
rocking the vehicle. Police forced their
way to the car and rescued Sir Edwin
Hicks and Lady Hicks, who were taken into
Parliament Building unhurt.”

Students reportedly shouted "Long
live Danny the Red," as they let the air
out of the tires of the captured car.

At a rally on parliament grounds
shortly before the clash with police,
unionists cheered Labour party spokesmen
who condemned the Arbitration Court's rul-
ing. Observers considered it significant,
however, that when the orators said they
accepted the principle of compulsory gov-
ernment arbitration of wages they were
heartily booed by the crowd.
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JULIO DAGNINO FACES MILITARY TRTAL IN BOLIVIA

In mid-April, the Bolivian govern-
ment announced the arrest of Julio Dagni-
no Pacheco, a Peruvian journalist accused
of having collaborated with the Bolivian
guerrillas under the’ command of Ermesto
Che Guevara.

There was a great deal of publici-
ty at the time and a number of statements
appeared in the press that were attribut-
ed to Dagnino although their source re-
mained somewhat hazy. The Barrientos dic-
tatorship made no move either to release
him or to bring him to trial at that time
and his fate remained unknown.

The June issue of Por la Libertad
["For Freedom"], the bulletin of CODDEH,
the Peruvian Comlte de Defensa de los
Derechos Humanos, reports that Dagnino is
still being held in a Bolivian prison and
that he may soon be brought to trial be-
fore a military court.

"Dagnino was kept incommunicado
for a long time," the bulletin said, "and
his capture was revealed only after a
long period of virtual seclusion. Up to
now, Dagnino has remained at the mercy
of his Jailers and subject to the Jjuris-
diction of a police force whose lack of
scruples is known continent-wide....

"He enjoys no legal rights and it
is likely that he has been subjected to
torture and pressures of all kinds by the
CIA, the police organization which is 4i-
recting the counterinsurgency repression
in our neighboring country."

The human rights committee ap-
pealed for a worldwide campaign of pro-
test on behalf of Julio Dagnino, demand-
ing that the Peruvian writer be freed "or
else tried by an impartial civil court,
with all legal safeguards for his life."

JULIO DAGNINO PACHECO

MEXICO CITY DAILY FEATURES REBELLION OF THE YOUTH

"Los Jbévenes en el Mundo" [the
youth in the world] is the title chosen
by the editors of El Dia for a special
supplement celebratlng the sixth anniver-
sary of the Mexico City daily.

The supplement contains a two-page
interview with various students at the
Sorbonne obtained by two Mexican students
in France, Jorge E. Dominguez R. and Ed-
uardo Téllez R. It deals with "The Night
of the Barricades" and the views of the
students on the reasons for their action.

This is followed by an interview
granted by Alain Krivine, one of the lead-
ers of the Jeunesse Communiste Révolution-

naire, to Mary-Alice Waters. Originally
published in The Militant of Jume 21, it
presents a Trotskylst interpretation of
the events. El Dia also offers a transla-
tion of the interview granted by Rudi
Dutschke to Mary-Alice Waters last Febru-
ary 18 which was published in the May is-
sue of the Young Socialist.

A full page is devoted to an ex-
change of opinion between Daniel Cohn~
Bendit and Jean-Paul Sartre. A number of
photographs show students in action
around the world.

Mexican youth will no doubt study
the supplement with keen interest.
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THE ROLE OF THE TROTSKYISTS IN THE REVOLUTIONARY EXPLOSION IN FRANCE

An Interview with Pierre Frank and Alain Krivine

[The following interview with
Pierre Frank and Alain Krivine was ob-
tained by Joseph Hansen, editor of Inter-~
continental Press. Ernest Tate of London
and Sirio Di Giuliomaria of Rome also
asked occasional questions.

[Pierre Frank is a leader of the
Parti Communiste Internationaliste, the
French section of the Fourth Internation-
al. At the time of the interview, in June,
he had just been released from prison by
de Gaulle's political police after a
three-day hunger strike.

[(Alain Krivine became known inter-
nationally during the French social up-
heaval in M as a leader of the Jeunesse
Communiste Revolutionnaire and a promi-
nent figure in the student demonstrations
that touched off the general strike. Om
July 16, he and his wife, Michdle, were
seized by the political police and are at
present being held incommunicado in a po-
lice camp outside of Paris.]

* ok k

Joseph Hansen: I should like to be-
gin by asking Pierre Frank what his opin-
ion is on the feeling among the workers
at present, now that they have gone back
to work, the general strike is ended, and
the big events seem to be over.

Pierre Frank: The strikes came to
an end barely a week ago. So it is a bit
difficult to draw hard-and-fast conclu-
sions. Nevertheless, my opinion is that
among the working class in general the
feeling is that they made gains in their
standard of living beyond anything seen
in years and years.

Especially the lowest paid layers
of the working class gained a very sub-
stantial increase in wages, I think about
15 or 16 percent. Those layers feel that
they won a victory.

However there are layers of the
working class that feel the strike could
have been carried much further, securing
not only economic benefits but political
gains. They feel that the upsurge could
have toppled —-- if not the capitalist sys-
tem ~- at least the de Gaulle regime. And
these layers, which are not insignificant
in size, feel disappointed —-- cheated in
the outcome of the battle.

Hangen: What is the feeling among
the students?

Frank: Some students who became
caught up in the struggle are now revert-
ing back to a bourgeois outlook. But I

think these are only limited layers. Great
numbers of students were won to the idea
of socialism, to the socialist revolution,
and I think that it would take many years
and a crushing defeat of the masses to re-
establish the old order in the universi-
ties. So while we cannot know exactly when
the movement will start up again within
the working class, we can say that as soon
as the university resumes, that is, next
fall, the students will go into action
again.

Hansen: Alain, what do you think
about the situation in relation to the stu-
dents?

Alain Kirvine: I think that disil-
lusionment is much greater among the stu-
dents than the workers. From the beginning
the students felt that more was involved
than university reform. They felt that
they were waging a political struggle to
overthrow the regime. Today, they feel be-
trayed.

Of course, this is nothing new for
the vanguard elements. But tens of thou-
sands of students first became politically
aware through the movement; and now for the
first time they feel that the big workers
organizations and unions betrayed them.

As a result there is an extremely
violent antagonism among the students to-
ward the Stalinists and the Social Demo-
crats and the unions they control. This
feeling can often take very ultraleft forms,
but it is a general sentiment.

Moreover, there is a feeling not of
defeat but of more bitter betrayal because
at the present time the repression is aimed
essentially against the students. The stu-
dents' resentment is especially strong now
because the police are occupying the univer-
sities one after the other without any re-
action from these parties or unions.

My impression is that since the stu-
dents have gained so much experience and
shown such combativity that they are only
waiting for the opportunity to renew the
fight. On this, I agree with Pierre.

Sirio Di Giuliomaria: What did the
high-school students contribute and what
was the relation between them and the uni-
versity students in the struggle?

Krivine: One of the most interest-
ing things about the student movement was
that for the first time the high-school stu-
dents mobilized. Their movement developed
prior to the May mobilization with the orga-
nization of the Comités d'Action Lycéens
(the CAL)[High-School Action Committees].
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Before May these committees exist-
ed mostly in Paris and a few provincial
cities. They comprised a few thousand
high-school students. But in the course
of the May mobilization, they spread to
most of the cities in France.

The linkup between the high-school
students and the university student move-
ment developed in the streets. For exam-
ple, the high-school students managed to
bring 10,000 Parisian high-school students
to a university student march at the Place
Denfert-Rochereau.

A great ferment developed in the
high schools which led to a revolt against
the whole administrative setup in the
high schools, the whole hierarchy of
teachers and administrators. Now, as a
result, even the administration has been
obliged to take account of the CAL and to
completely change the o0ld relationship be-
tween the administration and the students.
And in those high schools where the stu-
dents went back just before the vacation,
very important changes were made, essen-
tially in regard to discipline.

Next year, for example, I do not
think it will be possible to hold the bac-
calaureate examination in the same way
it was held this year or the preceding
year. Because we have seen high-school
students occupy not only classrooms and
the rest of the high-school buildings but
also the rooms of the director and head-
master. We have seen them set up infirma-
ries and even nurseries in some of the
schools to0 help the married university
students. That is, they, in fact, estab-
lished their own control over the high
schools. And, in my opinion, this repre-
sents an advance which no one can chal-
lenge at the present time.

Hansen: Before going into this in
further detail, I would like to return to
consideration of the attitudes of the
classes in a broad way. What is the reac-
tion of the middle class?

Frank: On the middle classes we
have not yet had a clear indication. The
elections will probably provide this. No
doubt a part of the middle class has
shifted back to the right. For a time the
middle class was carried away by the move-
ment. Especially in what is called the
"new middle classes," big shifts have in-
dicated opposition tc the o0ld traditions
and institutions of bourgeois society.

If we include the teachers, the
university professors and high-school in-
structors in this, a very marked left ten-
dency is apparent. And these layers are
very highly developed politically. They
may be confused on line but not on their
attitude towards the government.

Hansen: And the bourgeoisie?

Frank: For the French bourgeoisie,
for French capitalism, it's a big problem
to swallow all these wage increases, and
Just when the Common Market is going to be
opened. So what will they do? I think they
will try to avoid a too quick increase in
prices, because they understand they can
have a very sharp reaction from the work-
ing class if in a few months they lose
everything they gained.

Besides that, there is the question
of competing on the world market. So I think
they will try to block too steep a rise in
prices and also try to avoid devaluation of
the franc.

But whatever measures they undertake,
they will be faced with a situation where
the concentration of capital will increase
very rapidly. Small firms will have to close
down. There will be many bankruptcies and
then we will come to another problem -~ un-
employment.

Hansen: Which area of the working
class will be most affected by this?

Frank: Definitely, the young workers.
I think the young workers will be the first
to suffer. Of course, it depends somewhat on
where the plants are located. Some of the
industries will be hard hit.

Hansen: What about de Gaulle's pol-
icy? How far do you think he will go in at-
tempting to strengthen the ultraright ten-
dencies in France?

Frank: I think in this matter de
Gaulle is trying to build a counterweight
against the working class. That's why he
freed people like Salan and others. He
wanted the votes of former pieds-noirs and
sectors like that. But I doubt that he will
go so far as to open a general offensive
against the working class. There are people
who think the turn is now towards fascism
but I think this is totally wrong. There is
no reason for the French capitalists or for
de Gaulle to declare war on the CP and CGT.
Those organizations were the most helpful
in stopping the working-class movement and
preventing it from overthrowing de Gaulle's
regime. Why should they smash those organi-
zations as such?

I think it is more probable that de
Gaulle will resort to a harassing policy
against the revolutionary vanguard and
against the best militants in the CP and
the CGT who try to respond to the aspira-
tions of the working class. So I think that
in the coming period the repression will be
aimed against the vanguard elements to pre-
vent them from developing, from organizing,
consolidating, creating a revolutionary mi-
nority which could play a very important
role in the future struggles. That is de
Gaulle's line. And, of course, there will
be attacks of various kinds in addition --
not exactly fascist groups trying to smash
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the main organizations, but doing their
best to strike at militant sectors of the
working class.

Hansen: What about the possibility
that such a course might pave the way for
an outcome like the one in Greece, that
is, a military take-over?

Frank: You cannot of course theo-
retically exclude such a perspective. But
as I see it, this is not the most probable
variant and not even the most, I would
say, rational one for the bourgeoisie.
Why should they engage in such struggle
against the working class which is very
strong, not demoralized, and which is so
well organized? Its main forces are under
the control of the CP and the CGT.
should they compel the CP and the CGT to
defend themselves in a way that could
cause them to go further than they want?
It seems to me it would be irrational
from the point of view of the bourgeoisie.
Of course, we can say that in the coming
period there may be repeated waves of
struggle and maybe after three or four
waves —- if they should fail to achieve
socialism -- demoralization could set in
on such a scale as to open the way to fas-
cism.

But for the time being, it seems
to me that we are in the phase of a bona-
partist regime which right now has shift-
ed to the right to find support against
the left whereas in the past it sought
support on the left against the right,
when the right wanted to find a solution
in the Algerian war.

Ernest Tate: One of the causes for
the crisis was that the traditional par-
ties of the working class were unable to
hold the working class in check. Won't
this inability lead the bourgeoisie %o
decide on taking strong measures?

Frank: You cannot say that the tra-
ditional parties were unable to check the
working class. They were unable to pre-
vent it from going into action. The move-
ment started spontaneously and for many
weeks it was beyond the control of the
traditional working-class organizations.
But they finally managed to establish con-
trol.

It is true that the bourgeoisie
are alarmed by all this. What alarms them
is the development of a strong revolution-
ary minority of a scope that is still hard
to estimate. And they recognized that part
of the population -- the youth, the stu-
dents, both university and high school,
and also a big part of the working-class
youth -~ got out of control and that
alarmed them. And I think that they will
of course turn to some use of the fascist-

type gangs.
They also have what they now call

the Service d'Action Civique which is an
organization controlled by the Gaullists.
It includes the riffraff, the worst part
of the population, and they will use this
in attacks. Last week, there was a small
incident that is revealing. During the
electoral campaign some fights occurred
between the Gaullists, who were putting up
posters, and the railwaymen in the Gare St.-
Lazare. They used guns, shooting against
the workers.

Immediately there was a reaction.
The Gare St.-Lazare, one of the most impor-
tant railway stations in Paris, was closed
for three or four hours by the workers.

Hansen: One more question about the
regime. For a time during the May events,
especially in the last week or so, the re-
gime seemed to be suspended in midair. Now
it appears to have regained some strength.
But the question remains, how strong is
this regime in reality? What is your opin-
ion on that?

Frank: It is true that in the last
week of May, say from May 24 to May 30, the
regime almost collapsed. There was nobody
in the ministries. More important, the
forces of repression were on the verge of
disintegrating. The Paris police did not
want to continue fighting. As a matter of
fact, they were not used in the last two
weeks against the demonstrations. They even
threatened to strike.

One reason was that the Gardes Mo-
biles and the CRS became exhausted by. the
constant mobilization.

In the army, it would have been al-
most impossible to use the troops with per-
haps the exception of some paratroopers and
special armored corps. I have even heard
that the Foreign Legion itself could not
have been mobilized against the working
class. We could not say, however, that the
bourgeois state collapsed. That would be an
exaggeration.

Hansen: What was your experience in
this, Alain?

KErivine: In the days Pierre spoke
about, such a situation indeed existed. In
the Latin Quarter, even traffic was direct-
ed by the students. For three weeks there
was not a single policeman in the Latin
Quarter.

During the CGT demonstration in
Paris, that is at the height of the mobi-
lization, traffic in the rest of the capi-
tal and on most of the main highways lead-
ing in and out of the capital was directed
by union stewards wearing green armbands.
There were no police around.

Furthermore; there was not Jjust dis-
organization in the police forces but a
crisis. We saw a communiqué issued by the
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Paris policemen's union as well as the
Marseille policemen's union asking the
government not to put them in a position
where they would have to repress the pop-
ulation. They even added that they had
demands identical to those of the people
and that they might go on strike.

I think that regardless of the
election results, the government remains
relatively weak. Of course, part of the
bourgeoisie has now regained its confi-
dence. But the most dynamic part of the
workers and students, and even those
workers who voted for de Gaulle, feel
that the problem will not be settled by
elections but in the plants and in the
streets.

Hansen: Pierre has already indi-
cated that he thinks the workers may re-
sume the struggle when inflation catches
up and begins to wipe out the gains that
they have made. What will impel the stu-
dents into action, Alain?

Krivine: I think that the student
struggle will proceed on two levels. At
the beginning of the school year, there
will be an initial battle, not to legal-
ize but to force recognition of a whole
series of gains established during the
May-June mobilization. That is, the stu-
dents will fight for the right to carry
on political activities in the univer-
sities and possibly to occupy administra-
tive offices and university facilities in
order to hold meetings and organize dis-
cussions.

This fight will not be an easy one,
in my opinion. We already have an example.
At the start of the Nanterre movement, the
students forced the dean to allow meetings
in the university. But toward the end of
the first phase of the Nanterre movement,
that is before March, the dean took back
little by little all the rights he had
granted the students.

The second battle, which is linked
to the first, will be a battle over re-
form of the examination system. In my
opinion, there is a danger that this
fight may get the movement bogged down,
inasmuch as it can be easily diverted by
the reformists, helped along by the teach-
ers unions and the Communist party. That
is, it is possible to get petty reforms
which will not fundamentally challenge
the underlying structure of the examina-~
tions nor the existing relationship be-
tween teachers and students.

Finally, there will be a new bat-
tle which has been provoked by the govern-
ment. The ban on the "dissolved" organiza-
tions cannot be enforced in the universi-
ties. These organizations will reappear
there legally and publicly. This is a
question of principle and I do not think
that the students will give way on it.

The open presence of the banned or-
ganizations will be an argument for the po-
lice to intervene and reoccupy the univer-
gities. You can be sure that the first bat-
tle after the resumption of classes will be
over the right of the dissolved organiza-
tions to hold meetings in the universities.
This right is essential if only because the
"dissolved" organizations are the only left
organizations that have any influence in the
universities. Thus, this question will be
o?e of the main themes of the student strug-
gle.

Di Giuliomaria: You spoke about re-
formist maneuvers in the field of the
schools. Do you think that this could en-
danger the student movement in the near
future?

Krivine: Yes, there is a certain dan-
ger, but not for the vanguard. We have had
this experience. When the workers movement
started to become political and to advance
political demands, while the students were
already very highly political, there was a
reformist maneuver. The Stalinists, helped
along by part of the teachers unions, ex-
plained to the students that their problem
was not to struggle against Gaullism. This,
they explained, was a matter for the work-
ing class. The students' problem was whether
or not they would take their examinations in
June.

After the period of the barricades
was over, which had united, say, from 15,000
to 20,000 students, we saw thousands and
thousands of students flood into the occu-
pied universities, notably at Nanterre.
These students had not taken part in the
barricade fighting. They more or less sup-
ported it as a gesture to get things moving
politically. However, they were primarily
interested in educational reform and most
of all worried about whether or not they
would get to take their exams or whether
they would lose a year of academic credit.

At one time, after the barricade
fighting ended, we were overwhelmed by this
mass of completely apolitical but somewhat
reformist students, who were backed up by
the Communist party. For example, we wit-
nessed an extraordinary scene at the Univer-
sity of Nanterre. A more or less spontaneous
demonstration of right-wing or apolitical
students tried to break into an auditorium
occupied by left-wing students, shouting
"We want to work! We want to work!" The
demonstration was led by the Communist stu-
dents, had a speaker from the UEC [Union
des Etudiants Communistes], and included
fascist students. It took in everything
apolitical, right wing, and ultrarightist
that you can find in the student world.

Thus, it is clear that when classes
begin the Stalinists will play on the theme
that since we can no longer hope to over-
throw de Gaulle, we must go back to more
reasonable proposals, that we must try to
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get a dialogue with the government and
win some changes in the examination pro-
cedures, certain reforms.

They will completely divorce the
need for these reforms from the fact
that, in the last analysis, we can now go
much further, given the political con-
sciousness of a large part of the stu-
dents, who now see much further than this.

Hansen: Why did the Communist par-
ty follow the political course that it
did?

Frank: The Communist party of
France wanted to replace the de Gaulle re-
gime but only by parliamentary meams. They
wanted a government made up of the Fédéra-
tion de la Gauche; that is, the broadened
Social Democracy and the PCF. But they had
not reached agreement on the program. And
the leadership of the PCF is afraid to re-
place the de Gaulle regime, whose foreign
policy suits the Kremlin, with a regime
which, if not pro-American, would be at
least less anti-American than the de
Gaulle regime appears at present.

So, they did not want to carry the
fight too far as long as they had no guar-
antee on foreign policy from the FGDS. In
addition they do not want a revolutionary
movement. That is very clear.

Krivine: I think that two very re-
vealing paradoxes appeared in this situa-
tion. First, we saw the working class of-
fer power to the Communist party and the
FGDS and we saw them refuse to take it.
The second thing, which is also a para-
dox, is this: we can say that out of the
ten million workers who took part in the
movement, three-fourths probably voted
for Mitterrand for president [in 1965],
and yet not once in any demonstration did
they shout "Mitterrand to Power!" although
they had voted to put him in power in the
last presidential election.

It is obvious that the Soviet Union
prefers de Gaulle to Mitterrand. But I
think that it is primarily French condi-
tions, the dynamic in which the Communist
party is enmeshed, which explains the po-
sitions it has taken.

That is, the Communist party does
want to put Mitterrand in power. But it
wants to do this by votes and not by bar-
ricades. The CP knows perfectly well that
if the workers movement imposed a govern-
ment in such circumstances, it would no
longer be able to keep a rein on this
movement's development. And it knows that
in such a situation, Mitterrand would
play the role of a Kerensky. This fact
was uppermost in their calculations.

Now, a final point. We must note
the special role the Communist party
played. For a whole period it stepped

down as the party of the left, as a polit-
ical party. It left the leading role to the
CGT. For, as this union itself explained, a
union does not have to raise political ques-
tions. It need only concern itself with eco-
nomic demands.

Thus, the Communist party intervened
only twice in an independent manner and as
a political party distinct from the CGT. On
the announcement of the referendum, the CGT
did not take a position. The CP, however,
took an independent stand, explaining that
it accepted the referendum and would cam-
paign for a no vote. The CP's second polit-
ical intervention came with the announce-
ment of the legislative elections. That is,
the CP intervened as a political force only
in the electoral realm.

Frank: I think that the movement of
May 1968 has shown that the CP has reached
a new stage. During the war, the CP carried
on a long, illegal struggle and many of its
militants were victims of the Nazi repres-
sion. But after that, the CP entered the
government. It was ejected from the cabinet
but it still held many positions and the
party became still more corroded. Its lead-
ership is not much different from the Social
Democratic bureaucracy.

This party is now a very legal party
in the bourgeois-democratic sense of the
word.

Hansen: The Communist party and the
Social Democrats were to a certain extent
by-passed in the May events. They did not
call the general strike. They did not orga-
nize the demonstrations leading up to it.
Other forces moved to the forefront.

One of the particularly interesting
aspects of this is that small groupings ap-
peared to play the role of a "detonator"
and this has caught the imagination of many
students and young people throughout the
world. They are interested in the "detona-
tor" and some people are beginning to draw
theoretical conclusions about it.

Could you explain to us exactly what
happened in the May events in this respect?

FPrank: If I'm not mistaken, in the
H-bomb you start the explosion by a small
atomic bomb which acts as a detonator. I
think the situation in France worked about
this way. There was great discontent among
the masses, but something was needed to
start the explosion. This came through the
rebellion of the students. Obviously, in
every revolution you see something like
this. The social tension increases and
somewhere a link snaps.

Hansen: Did the Trotskyist youth
plan to detonate a general strike involving
ten million workers in May?

Frank: No, that was out of the ques-



-668-

tion. Nobody thought that we could do
that with the precision of a physical sci-
ence. It occurred; but it was not calcu-~

lated.

Hansen: Do you think it could be
repeated? For example, could the students

select a definite date for an

action that

would in turn lead to a general strike?

Frank: Certainly not. The students
could perhaps engage in big actions. That
doesn't mean that the working class will
react. In May it happened. The conditions

were there.

Hansen: What do you think of the
tendency among students in other coun-
tries to develop a theory on this -~ that
by engaging in actions like the French
students they, too, can detonate a tre-

mendous movement?

Frank: As a theory, it

seems to me

wrong. It can succeed if the conditions
are there; it won't succeed if the condi-

tions are not there.

Hansen: Would you agree on this,

Alain?

Krivine: I agree. But I think that
there is a double danger. There is a dan-
ger of overgeneralizing the experiences
of the student struggle, of making theo-
ries based on them after the style of Mar-
cuse. But I think there is also a danger

of by-passing the problem and
"The students played the role
in this case, but this was an
tomorrow the spark could come
tory or from somewhere else.”

We must recognize that
movements of revolt in France

saying:

of detonator
accident and
from a fac-

there were
in the re-

cent period which showed great discontent
among the workers and which the working-
class organizations were no longer respon-
sive to. For example, in the riots in
Caen, in le Mans, in Mulhouse, and in a
whole series of cities, we saw especially

the unorganized young workers

launch very

violent movements. But these revolts did

not spread.

But when we look at the situation

in May we see —— and I am not

making a

theory, I am just describing the reality
—— that the students played two roles.

First of all, they played the

celebrated

role of detonator. But later on they al-
so played the role of a radicalizing

agency.

That is, once the students had
touched off the movement, once the work-
ers movements had joined in the struggle
and attained a certain political con-
sciousness, the students organized demon-
strations which served as a politically
radicalizing force and again enabled the
workers movement as a whole to move on to

a higher stage. After the rally in the
Charléty stadium, where there were about
50,000 people, 20,000 of them workers, the
CP was forced to call a demonstration
around totally different slogans -- polit-
ical slogans, "A People's Government!"

None of us had foreseen that the stu-
dent movement would set off an insurrection-
ary general strike of ten million workers.
However, we had seen the experiences of the
German SDS and of the Italian student move-
ment. We had seen that first of all the stu-
dents were able to draw into their struggle
young workers discontented with their polit-
ical and union leaders, and, secondly, that
they could produce a political crisis, I
won't say of the system but at least of the
government. That is, we thought that the
student movement could carry out actions
which could serve as a model of struggle
for the discontented young workers and
bring them into the fight. The only thing
that we underestimated was the breadth that
we could achieve.

What happened in France and what is
happening in Furope can be explained this
way: the mounting working-class discontent
could not find an outlet on the national
scale because of the weight of the bureau-
cratic workers organizations. Normally,
only these organizations could give broad
scope to a movement of revolt. And we saw
in France, especially in the struggle
against the social security cuts, that they
did not want to do this. Therefore, only a
national vanguard organization could extend
the movement. However, such an organization
does not yet exist in France.

On the other hand, the student move-
ment as such, once it had developed a base
and sufficient numerical strength, was able
to become a national political force and of-
fer a nationwide political example. Thus,
for a certain time it could substitute for
the missing vanguard.

What impressed the majority of young
workers who joined in the struggle, as we
have pointed out, was not the student move-
ment's demands. For example, police occupa-
tion of the Sorbonne means nothing to the
workers. What they borrowed from the stu-
dents was their new forms of struggle —--
direct action. And the lesson they learned
was that the government yielded to these
new forms of struggle. Once the workers had
seen this, the student movement could play
its role.

Thus, I am not saying that the stu-
dent movement can serve to touch off revo-
lutionary situations in all cases. That
would be an idiotic and extremely dangerous
notion. What I am saying is that in view of
the character of the working-class parties
and the fact that the discontented young
workers are more and more alienated from
the trade-union and political leaderships,
the student movement can serve as a partial
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detonator, perhaps on a national scale.
And T am saying as well that the student
movement can appear as a pole of polit-
ical radicalization, as an example of
what can be done at the practical level
and not Jjust in theory.

Hansen: The JCR, of course, was
recognized by most of the bourgeois press
as playing a leading role in the events
during May in the student movement. Did
the JCR experience a corresponding growth
in membership, in real weight as an orga-
nization?

Krivine: As a consequence of the
May mobilization, the JCR made important
gains both in membership and in influence
among the youth. These gains were not re-
lated to the publicity we got in the in-~-
ternational press, because the JCR members
d4id not read these papers. Our gains were
a result essentially of the way the JCR
intervened in the movement, as opposed to
the way the other vanguard groups went
about it.

From the start, the JCR fully in-
tegrated itself in the movement, even
though we were aware that the forms the
student movement was taking were extreme-
ly provisional. We realized that these
forms, that is, the antileadership, spon-
taneity-worshipping, sometimes anarchistic
aspect of the movement, could not last
without threatening to get the student
struggle bogged down. But we thought that
the movement would develop as a result of
the students' experience and by our pos-
ing political problems and the need for
political organization. And this is what
finally happened.

Conversely, this development of
the student movement also explains the
decline of all the anarchistic currents.
At the beginning, all these currents were
perfectly integrated into the movement.
This was so essentially because, at the
start, the reality of the student movement
seemed to fit their theoretical prescrip-
tions about the lack of a need for orga-
nization. However, the movement soon went
beyond them, and this was the reason for
the decline in the influence of the polit-
ical positions of some comrades, like
Geismar, or Cohn-Bendit.

To take up our gains more concrete-
ly. In Paris, for example, the JCR doubled
its membership during the May-June mobili-
zation; and it was the same in many pro-
vincial cities.

But aside from this very intensive
recruitment, what was much more important
for us was the hearing we were able to
get before thousands, tens of thousands
of youth. This means that when classes
resume we will be the strongest left po-
litical organization in the high schools
and universities, stronger even than the

Communist students.

What is also important is that the
May-June mobilization enabled the JCR to
begin to acquire roots in some plants and
to recruit a much larger number of worker
militants than in the past.

Also the May movement made it pos-
sible for us to have an impact on adults,
both among adult workers and among the mid-
dle strata. We must find organizational
forms by which to take advantage of this
new influence.

Finally, one last point. Up until
now the JCR has been known as the youth
organization with the most experienced
cadres, both on the level of political edu-
cation and practical experience. For these
cadres came out of a factional struggle in-
side the CP and this contributed to their
political training, teaching them how to be
mass leaders and carry on a certain level
of mass activity. It is obvious that the
JCR has emerged from the May mobilization
much more seasoned than in the past. And
so there is every chance for the JCR to
double or triple its membership in the com-
ing months, despite the ban.

Tate: I would like to know how the
previous activities of the JCR led to it
being placed in the position it was in Just
before the explosion, so that it could take
advantage of the situation.

Krivine: There were two things which
were interconnected: the political activity
we carried on and the political explanations
we gave. As I Jjust said, the movement did
not come as a surprise to us. We had antic-
ipated it and we even fought against other
political groups on the basis of this per-
spective.

For example, last December there was
a demonstration organized by the student
federations which included thousands of stu-
dents who showed a combativity not seen in
the student world for many years. At that
time, the police prevented the students
from entering the Sorbonne. We decided to
go into the Sorbonne and start a fight to
achieve this aim. We explained to the stu-
dents that we were in the middle of a peri-
od of working-class struggles because of
the ferment over the social security cuts.
We explained that a strong demonstration in
the Latin Quarter would have meaning and
could unleash something in the country.

We put it down in black and white at
the time in an article in L'Avant-Garde,
notably to refute the position of the Lam-
bertists. During this demonstration they
interposed their stewards between us and
the police in order to avert a clash, ex-
plaining that students should never fight
the police alone. Without the help of the
workers, they said, the students risked be-
ing crushed.
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A second extremely revealing exam-
ple came on Easter Sunday this year, in
the middle of the vacation. Two days af-
ter the attempted assassination of Rudi
Dutschke, we organized a demonstration in
front of the German embassy and in the
Latin Quarter where we got a thousand stu-
dents -- in the middle of the vacation!
And there for the first time in many years
there was a clash with the police. The
French students never fight the police.
They never stoop to the material, or
counter the police in a material way. Al-
though this fight lasted for only a quar-
ter of an hour -- for just one quarter of
an hour -- the students used everything
material they could get their hands on -—-
garbage cans, chairs, bottles. This had
never been seen before in the student
world.

What enabled us to develop a base
among students but also among adults was
that we were already known before the May
mobilization. The preponderant role we
played in the Comités Vietnam Nationaux
(the CVN) ([National Vietnam Committees]
is having its effects today. It was after
our intervention in the CVN that we ac-
quired a mass following among the stu-
dents. Neither the Stalinists nor the Lam-
bertists did anything on Vietnam -- abso-
lutely nothing.

We founded CVN's and we organized
demonstrations in the name of the CVN
which sometimes brought out 6,000 to 7,000
students in the Latin Quarter.

And this Vietnam activity made it
possible for us to gain a hearing in the
adult world. The CVN's which were orga-
nized in the neighborhoods formed the core
of the action committees which developed
in the various neighborhoods of Paris dur-

ing the May days.

We came in contact with more mili-
tants through the CVN's than through any
other mass activity we carried on, whether
in the unions or elsewhere. And it is this
work, I think, which explains our success.

Hansen: What about the Internation-
alist Communist party, the French section
of the Fourth International -- how was it
involved?

Prank: At first it was a student
rebellion. Then came the general strike.
The trade unions played a bigger role in
this than the parties. This was because
of the Stalinist policy. But there were
additional reasons why the political is-
sues came to the fore only at particular
moments.

The PCI is composed mainly of
young people, many of whom also belong to
the JCR. The party itself was very active.
This is indicated by the daily bulletins
and leaflets. I don't think we made any

mistakes on the political line and day-to-
day tactical problems. Our activity, of
course, was limited by our forces. We
worked day and night. The roneo was turning
day and night. But that doesn't carry very
far when you have a movement of ten million
people on strike in the factories.

We did our utmost and of course now
we are accused along with other "groupus-
cules" of being responsible for the move-
ment. We'd be very proud if that was so be-
cause if we had been in charge it would
have finished in another way.

Hansen: Maybe you'd say a few words
about some of the other groups that were in-
volved. For example, Voix Ouvriére.

Frank: In France in the last period
we could say that the Trotskyist movement
was composed mainly of three groups: the
French section of the Fourth International,
the Voix Ouvridre group, and the Organisa-
tion Communiste Internationaliste, or OCI,
more commonly known as the Lambert group.
This is the group comnected with Healy in
England.

We could say that the three groups
were each of almost equal size and had
equal audiences, though the audiences were
not exactly the same. I mean in the sense
of the social layers or milieux where they
were working.

The Voix Ouvriére group had no youth
organization although students belonged to
it. They concentrated their work in a sys-~-
tematic way in the workers' milieu. I have
read in Healy's paper an article criticizing
the Voix Ouvriére for their role in the move-
ment. Healy's paper used an article written
by Voix OQuvridre about two or three weeks
before the May events. I must say that the
article was not exactly good; but we do not
judge people so much by what they say as by
what they do.

When the movement started, the com-
rades of Voix Ouvridre understood very quick-
ly its importance. They participated in it
and integrated themselves in it. We cooper-
ated with them and the JCR and formed a co-
ordination committee. It was mainly on prac-
tical matters; but we also cooperated in
putting out a leaflet together. I think that
fraternal links were strengthened by being
together in the battle and also being under
arrest together.

Hangsen: Towards the end of the up-
surge, I noticed that the followers of Juan
Posadas had a literature table at the Sor-
bonne. Were they involved in the movement
in any other way?

Frank: So far as I know, it was only
at the last that they showed up at the Sor-
bonne. But besides the very serious groups
at the Sorbonne there were also some crack-
pots.
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Hansen: On the other hand, I no-
ticed no OCI literature table.

Frank: The OCI -- the Healy peo-
ple -—— they took a very negative attitude
toward what happened in the Sorbonne.
They called it a "kermesse," a carnival.
It's not very different from the "chien-
1it" used by de Gaulle.

Hansen: I saw in The Newsletter,
the paper you mentioned, that a congress
of the Socialist Labour League passed a
resolution stating that their allies in
France were not cowards in relation to
the May events. Maybe you could give me
some indication as to the meaning of this.
Why would Healy's congress discuss whether
or not their French cothinkers were cow-
ards or not cowards?

Frank: First of all, we never
called them cowards, and I don't know any-
one in France who used this expression.

We said that they had a wrong political
line -~ which is something else. They
probably found it necessary to defend the
OCI and the members of their youth orga-
nization, the FER, because of their atti-
tude in this struggle.

Of course, the main incident was
their refusal to participate on the bar-
ricades on the night of May 10 and 11.
Everyone knows this fact. It cannot be
contested because their leaders voted on
it. It was published in various French
papers. They held a meeting that evening.
They left the meeting -~ I don't lkmow how
many there were; they say about a thou-
sand. They came to the barricades and
told the people there not to stay because
it was an adventure; there could be blood-
shed; and so on. And they left.

That is the first thing. But I must
say it was not Jjust an isolated incident
because throughout this period at every
decisive moment, for all their fine lan-
guage, they stood to the right of the van-
guard.

For example, a few days later on
May 13, they participated like everyone
else in the general strike demonstration.
But when we arrived at Denfert-Rochereau
and the vanguard, the minority groups, de-
cided to continue the demonstration, to
go to the Champs de Mars, they refused.
As a matter of fact they had the same slo-
gan as the leadership of the CGT and the
other trade unions -- to disperse.

Also, at the May 24 demonstration
at the Gare de Lyon when a fight broke
out with the police, and barricades were
built, they were against it.

Their whole attitude on this issue
has been very negative.

I want to give another example,

their attitude on the question of the dis-
solution of the organizations. They made a
statement, published in Le Monde of June 16~
17, that they would respect the present

laws, that they would not take to the ma-
quis of Fontainebleau, that they were not
the Che Guevaras of the Latin Quarter, that
the only answer to the ban was to organige

a mass demonstration of all the trade unions.

I think we can now see their line
very clearly: they speak vehemently against
the leadership, the betrayals of the Stalin-
ists, and so on, but they believe that it is
sufficient to denounce them, to propose big
demonstrations, and to denounce them for not
organizing such demonstrations in order to
show that they are betraying the working
class.

When a big demonstration occurs, as
on May 13, they try to take credit for it
as being due to their activities over the
years. I don't doubt that the activity of
militants over the years is very important;
but you cannot explain such demonstrations
by the years of activity engaged in by thenm
and all the vanguard. It was because there
were barricades on May 10 that a big demon-
stration was held May 13.

If you read their documents, you will
see that they speak of the demonstration of
May 13 and the demonstration of May 29 --
the demonstration of the CGT -- but they do
not mention the demonstration of the tenth,
the night of the barricades, nor the demon-
stration of the twenty-fourth at the Gare de
Lyon. They do not understand that mass orga-
nizstions are moved not only by proposals
and shouting, but also by action. That there
are actions undertaken by minorities which
can bring the mass of the working class into
action and force the organizations to move.

Hansen: I also see in The Newsletter
that Healy or one of his writers admits that
their allies in France, the OCI and the FER,
are rather unpopular among the rebel stu-
dents; but that this is all right because
they followed a correct policy. Is it a fact
that they have lost standing, lost influence
in these circles as a result of their line,
their policy?

Krivine: After the night of the bar-
ricades it was almost impossible for them to
speak in any of the students' general as-
semblies. Very extensive democracy reigned
in all the student assemblies, anyone could
speak. They were the only exception.

The minute any one of them identified
himself as an FER member the audience shout-
ed the whole time, "Where were you on the
night of the barricades? What did you do on
the barricades?" And their answer was always,
"We were not on the barricades because we
went to prepare the demonstration of 500,000
workers that followed the barricades." That
was the only explanation they gave.
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I think that they have lost all re-
gpect, all influence, among the students
and that this will be a lasting thing.
This explains why they were the only orga-
nization that did not have a table in the
courtyard of the Sorbonne. They wanted to
avoid being continually attacked by stu-
dents asking them to explain their actions.

Frank: I think that in the prov-
inces their members d4id not conduct them-
selves the way they did in Paris. They ac-
ted more spontaneously and they partici-
pated -- in some provinces they played
the role of leaders. But, of course, in
Paris and in France as a whole, their
line was completely wrong. I may add also
that I met some of them when we were ar-
rested. There, relations were very friend-

ly.

Hansen: What happened with the an~
archists and especially the March 22 Move-
ment? ‘

Erivine: "Anarchist" doesn't mean
very much. There are several anarchist
groups. As groups they had no influence.
They did play a role in the demonstra-
tions, but because they are very brave
people; that is all. It was rather "anar-
chistic" ideas that were to be seen in the
movement. These ideas did not emanate from
the anarchist groups; they arose spontane-
ously from a whole series of conditions.

As for the March 22 Movement, it
has lost its initial character as a demo-
cratic organization uniting all the left
currents of the student movement. When
the action committees developed and took
over this function, it refused to dis-
solve into these committees and insisted
on keeping up the label of the "March 22
Movement." As a result, all the political
elements left it a few weeks ago. Today
it includes about fifty Nanterre students
and is strongly dominated by an anarchis-
tic wing.

It has practically no following to-
day, except inasmuch as any banned move-
ment does. Because it played a role at the
start of the movement the press gives it
a lot of play. But it can no longer mobi-
lize many students.

Tate: I would like to ask Alain
what has been happening to the Marxist-
Leninist groups that participated in the
struggle -~ the pro-Chinese?

Krivine: There are two pro-Chinese
groups in France -- the Jeunesses Commu-~
nistes (Marxiste-Léniniste) composed basi-
cally of students; and the Parti Commu-
niste de France (Marxiste-ILéniniste) com-
posed essentially of adults, often ex-
members of the CP.

These two organizations played a
certain role in the movement. In the be-

ginning, the Jeunesses Communistes (Marxiste-
Léniniste) completely opposed the Nanterre
movement, explaining that it was a one-
hundred-percent bourgeois movement. However,
later on they made a total self-criticism
and joined the movement.

In general they took little part in
the student struggle. They left the univer-
sities and went to the factory gates to cap-
italize there on what had been accomplished
among the students. They had a few successes
in certain factories but because of their
dogmatic policy and their way of interven-
tion they usually very quickly lost the con-
tacts that they had been able to make.

Furthermore, their progress among the
students was limited because of the way they
conceived the relationship between the stu-
dents and the working class. The name of
their paper [Servir le Peuple -- "Serve the
People"] sums up their approach, that is to
send students to put themselves at the ser-
vice of the workers. For months they have
been sending their students into the facto-
ries.

They do have a certain influence to-~
day -- much more than the FER. However,
they are experiencing internal problems.
The two pro-Chinese groups are trading mem-
bers back and forth in their infighting.
They are also having programmatic difficul-
ties. They are copying the program of the CP
and the Stalinists word for word, trying to
give it a different content. For example,
throughout the mobilization their slogan was
"A Popular Front Government!" They put out a
paper entitled "The Popular Front Journal:
For the Victory of the Popular Front."

Hansen: I would like to take up the
question of the repression of the various
so-called splinter groups, as the govern-
ment calls them. Pierre, maybe you could
tell us something about your experiences
with the repressive apparatus in France.

FPrank: The repression up to now has
taken two separate forms. One was a decision
by the cabinet to dissolve as many as thir-
teen organizations. This decree was signed
by de Gaulle, president of the republic,
Prime Minister Pompidou, and the minister
of the interior. This is a decision banning
the legal activities of our movements. They
are dissolved. The pretext was that we orga-
nized combat squads and a private militia.
This is the only allegation. Not a single
bit of evidence is cited. Obviously the
charge is a lie because none of the organi-
zations organized a private militia or com-
bat squads.

Then the Préfet de Police of Paris
issued what is called réquisitions against
people who allegedly violated state securi-
ty. Raids were made on the headquarters of
those organizations and the homes of some of
the members. And a certain number of people
were ~— I don't know how to translate that



673

into English. We are not charged; we are all of the different organizations?
not accused. We were not held as witness-
es. We were "garder & vue" -- held incom- Frank: For everyone and not only
municado. for the organizations. There are other
problems. For instance, this "lettre de
In France under the common law you cachet" system.
have the right of habeas corpus. If you
are arrested by the police, they have to There is also the necessity to de-
either file charges or release you within fend the foreign workers and militants who
twenty-four hours. In cases involving have been expelled from France or are
"state security," this right does not ex- threatened with deportation. In one case,
ist. You are kept for two days. Then it we learned that a Tunisian was deported
can be stretched to five days more, then back to his own country and arrested there.
another three days. This is decided by
the prosecution. There is also the necessity to de-
fend people who are persecuted but not of-
So they began by arresting about ficially. For example, there are soldiers
twenty people to start with. in the army suffering reprisals because of

their attitude during the May movement.
Hansen: You were held in a cell?
The committee intends also to fight

Frank: No, we were not in a cell. against the brutality of the police, the
We were kept in a large room. Material CRS, during those demonstrations, and they
conditions were acceptable for such a already have a lot of evidence on this.
short period. But the problem was that we
could not see anyone, neither a member of So there will be a broad defense com-
our family nor a lawyer. You were taken mittee which will start a campaign on all
out of the society and you have no possi- these matters.
bility to get in touch with anyone. You
were held by the police. The Gardes Mo- Hansen: What can people outside of
biles were there, too. France do to help in this?

And you were lost from society for Frank: Demonstrations, protest ac-
two days at the beginning, then seven tions, would help to publicize this situa-
days, then ten days. It is the o0ld, royal tion, this repression, and to demonstrate
"lettre de cachet," when the king of international solidarity.

France could put someone in jail for, of
course, not ten days, but an indefinite Hansen: What has been the attitude
period. of the Communist party in this respect?

Have they participated in this?

Hansen: What is the situation now '
regarding the struggle against the repres- Frank: Not at all. Protests have been
sion? voiced against the ban by the FGDS, by the

’ Socialist party, of course by the Parti So-

Frank: Perhaps it would be best to cialiste Unifié -- everybody, including the
begin with the legal situation. Formally, CFDT. But the PCF and the CGT have not said
I still have all my civil and political a single word. Instead, they are still slan-
rights. I am able to publish anything, to dering the leftists.
print anything. The office at the Fau-

bourg St.-Martin is open. It belongs to a Hansen: One final point. What can be
publishing house, the Societé Internation- done by Trotskyists or sympathizers of the
ale 4'Editions. Trotskyist movement outside of France to
help the French Trotskyists at this partic-
But the PCI has been dissolved; ular time?
that is, it's impossible to hold a public
meeting of the PCI legally. It is impos- FPrank: What we need today most of gll
sible for the PCI to even function inter- is Trotskyist material in French. In May we
nally without falling under the charge of sold our entire stock of books, pamphlets,
reconstituting the organization. and so on. Everything. When the police raid-
ed our headquarters, they were not able to
I think our case is a very good cart away much because we were stripped clean.
one in the sense that there is all kinds
of evidence that the charge was a lie. We So that is the first thing. We have
have no combat squads and no private mili- to print a lot of things and of course you
tia. know that printing costs a lot of money. We

need not only the usual small items but
A Comité de Défense has been formed  books. We have nothing. Everything went.
with the preliminary support of ten impor-
tant figures 1like Monod and Kastler, Fortunately, many of Trotsky's books
Schwartz and Sartre. are still available in paperback, and some
new ones will shortly be published. But
Hangen: This defense group is for that's not sufficient. We need a lot of
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standard Trotskyist material and also new
items. That's where comrades abroad can
help us very effectively by sending fi-

nancial contributions. And also we need
material help in combating the drive to
repress our movement.

POLLS SHOW HUMPHREY SLIPPING

Hubert Horatio Humphrey Jr., the
57-year-o0ld crown prince of the Johnson
administration, is having image trouble.
The polls show that his "popularity," al-
ready low, is slipping.

Up to now, his strongest asset as
the possible presidential candidate of
the Democratic party is the likelihood
that Nixon will be the candidate of the
Republican party. The "likelihood," of
course, is subject to reservatioms, for
if the Eastern capitalists decide to
pour sufficient money into the right
pockets, Nixon will have no more chance
at the Republican convention than Taft
("Mr. Republican," the favorite of the
machine politicians) before him.

But even with Nixon as his rival
in the campaign, it is not sure that Hum-
phrey can win. The main reason is simple
-— too closely associated with Johnson
and the war in Vietnam.

And so Humphrey is doing his best
to clean up his image and if possible
"glamorize" it. The trouble is, this is
not so easy, despite the man's extraordi-
nary volubility.

His entourage claim that even
though Humphrey maintained a "hawk" posi-
tion throughout his four years with John-
son and even served as an eloquent spokes-
man for the White House when the boss him-
self did not dare appear before the antag-
onistic antiwar crowds, still, deep down
in his heart he had his "reservations" and
remained faithful to his liberal princi-
ples. Unfortunately for that story, his
forthcoming authorized biography says
his wife dubbed him "the happy warrior"
because "there's no conflict between my
private views and my public views."

Some of his campaign strategists
have been leaking to the press that he is
about to take his distance from Johnson
on the Vietnam war question. And Humphrey
himself said July 18 in an interview that
he would make a "very significant" state-
ment on Vietnam "in a few days." That was
good for a laugh among the cynics, for it
amounted to a confession that his state-
ments on Vietnam up to now have not been
"yery significant.”

The "glamorizing" gambit might pay
off better. This consists of an offer to
Edward M. Kennedy to accept nomination as
the Democratic vice-presidential candi-
date. If accepted that would add what is

"HAPPY WARRIOR" -~ FOR BIG BUSINESS

called the luster of the Kennedy name to
the ticket. The trouble is that even the
Kennedy dynasty might view such a crass
deal as so "opportunistic" as to finish
off the senator for any "higher" possi-
bilities in the years to come, say 1972.

McCarthy, now registering in the
polls as the most popular figure in the
two-party setup, is an attractive alter-
native. But McCarthy is gambling on be-
coming No. 1 on the ticket. His strength
is ‘his capacity to lure those opposed to
the war and keep them voting Democratic.

Can he scare Humphrey with the
spectre of a revolt against both parties?
Who will succeed in buying who?

Wait and see at the Democratic
convention, when big business decides.
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"LE NOUVEL OBSERVATEUR" LOOKS AT THE FRENCH REVOLUTIONARY YOUTH GROUPS

Under the title, "The 'Troublemak-
ers, " Katia D. Kaupp, writing in the
June 19 issue of Le Nouvel Observateur,
the well-known liberal Paris weekly, of-
fers an interesting survey of the youth
organizations whose actions precipitated
the profound social crisis that shook
France in May and June.

The de Gaulle regime, she notes,
called them "splinter groups," which did
not prevent the police from singling them
out for special attention nor de Gaulle
himself from signing a decree banning
them on the eve of the June elections.

The bourgeois press branded them
with what it rates as one of its most
derogatory labels: "Anarchists!" And the
Communist party brass sneered at them,
"Leftists!"

But the students at the Sorbonne
viewed them in a much more favorable way.
In fact, because of their influence the
student world in France will never be the
same. This is not to say that the stu-~
dents are uncritical toward the revolu-
tionary youth organizations -- they even
offer harsh judgments in some instances
~- yet the general feeling toward the
"troublemakers" is completely opposed to
the attitudes expressed by the regime,
the press, and the Communist party.

The prestige of the avowed anar-
chist groupings is high among the stu-~
dents. One of the reasons for this is
the role played by the March 22 Movement
in touching off the chain of events that
led to the building of barricades and fi-
nally the general strike involving ten
million workers. While not dominated by
the anarchists, the March 22 Movement was
influenced by them and voiced some of
their concepts.

The anarchists are very hospita-
ble, writes Katia D. Kaupp. "They don't
put up any prior conditions on welcoming
you in to discuss. They speak familiarly
and you feel at ease. Another good point:
they are cultured, although 60 percent of
them are genuinely workers...."

Among the groups and tendencies of
anarchists, Kaupp lists the Anarchist Fed-
eration to which the Revolutionary Anar-
chist Organization belongs and which pub-
lishes Le Monde Libertaire [The Liber-
tarian World]. Certain groups specialize
in particular forms of struggle.

Although they were excellent fight-
ers on the barricades, the anarchists
drew a sharp line between their objec-
tives and those of the groups adherlng
to Marxism.

"But watch out!" they said. "As
the Federation sees it, we're not going
to revivify Marxism...Marxism is the
opium of the average proletarian!"”

But they believe in revolution.
"We'll make the Revolution! ...Only not
a Socialist state -~ socialism."

At the Sorbonne they were known
for their black flag. They themselves,
however, in accordance with the tradi-
tional anarchist view hold it in little
respect. "For us, it is nothing but a
rag at the end of a pole for us to ral-
1y around."

Some of their slogans went right
to the heart of things: "We don't give
a damn about frontiers!" "All of us are
German Jews!" "Down with the police
state!"

The Maoists, Kaupp reports, took
a standoffish attitude toward the March 22
Movement, characterizing it as "100% bour-
geois." At a meeting sponsored by the
March 22 youth they walked out, only to
return and sing the "Internationale,"
fists raised in the traditional Communist
salute. "The UJCML [Union des Jeunesses
Communistes Marxiste-Léniniste] of
Paris," a spokesman announced, "has de-
cided to leave Nanterre and to no longer
help in guarding the school building."

On the same day, the fascist group
called "Occident" [West] threatened to
attack "the Bolshies of Nanterre" and
told the police to get ready "to pick up
the wounded who will be lying on the side-
walks of the Boulevard Saint-Michel."

The coincidence between the with-
drawal of the Maoist youth and the threats
of the fascists did not go unperceived in
the Sorbonne.

"But for the UJCML," writes Kaupp,
"the important things are not happening
at the Sorbonne but in the plants and at
the plant gates. 'The students are only
petty-bourgeois elements -- the flag of
struggle is carried by the working class.'
It is true that the ML militants frequent
the plant gates -- at Javel, at Boulogne-
Billancourt, at Flins. The high-school
student who was drowned at Flins -- and
for whom 10,000 youths last Saturday con-
ducted impressive funeral services in
silence -~ the silence of accusation --
belonged to the UJCML.

"At first, the UJCML held a meet-
ing every evening on the steps of the
chapel, each participant wearing his
badge with Mao's portrait. The speakers
were always vehement. But soon their ac-
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tivities 'inside' the Sorbonne became
limited to no more than selling their
newspapers at their table -- Serve the
People and the daily they got out since
the 'events,' The People's Cause; along
with, it goes without saying, Mao's
Thought, in any number of booklets. The
great majority of the 'Chinese' are at
the plants. They denounce the 'traitor-
ous' leaders and encourage a struggle
within the CGT [Confédération Générale
du Travaill. They reject the CFDT [Con-
fédération Frangaise et Démocratique du
Travall] They denounced the meeting at
Charléty."*

The author of this account devotes
considerable space to the groups claiming
adherence to Trotskyism. The great major-
ity of students now distinguish between
the two main claimants to this program
and ideology. Kaupp indicates the basis
of the judgment reached by the students
in France on this question.

"In the case of the FER -- Fédéra-
tion des Etudiants Révolutionnaires --
you run into the opposite feeling [oppo-
site to the sympathy felt for the anar-
chist groups]. For them as for all the
other movements you have to demand that
the ban imposed on them be lifted and
that their arrested members be freed.
This said, however, their credit in the
eyes of the student movement is low.

"These are the Lambertist-Trotsky-~
ists; they are directly attached to the
Organisation Communiste Internationaliste
[Internationalist Communist Organization],
a split-off from the Fourth International
which developed in 1952 as a result of a
disagreement between Lambert and Frank.

In order to capitalize on the crisis of
Stalinism, Frank advocated 'entrism' into
the mass organizations -- the Lambert fac-
tion opposed it.

"Since then other political differ-
ences have been grafted onto this one, in
particular as regards the 'colonial revo-
lution.' On Cuba, the Lambertist position
is that it is a bourgeois state founded
by the petty~-bourgeois adventurists Cas-
tro and Guevara. On the NLF, their posi-
tion is that it is a creation of the Viet-
namese petty bourgeoisie. They refused to
sign the 'Appeal for a Billion Francs for
Vietnam.'

"It is the first night of the bar-
ricades which separates the FER from the
movement. On Friday,May 10,at 11:30 they
left the Mutualité and set out on a march
—— about a thousand in number -- along
the Boulevard Saint-Michel. They stopped

* A meeting of more than 50,000 persons,
mainly young people, representing the
most advanced layer in the revolutionary
upsurge.

halfway [to the Latin Quarter], shouting:
'Listen, comrades, you are heading for a
massacre; this is adventurism!' Nobody
followed them; it is they who are blamed
for not having followed the movement.

"Ever since that night, every time
an FER member has tried to take the micro-
phone at the Sorbonne, a voice, voices
shout out a question, always the same one:
'And where were you on the night of the
barricades?'*

"The FER's slogans have been:
'500,000 Workers into the Streets!{' 'One
M11110n Workers to the Elysee!' '3,500
Youth to the Mutualité in the Month of
June!' and finally and above all, 'United
Front!'

"'Thigs is verbal escalation! It's
fine to have slogans; it has a revolution-
ary value. But only if these slogans are
picked up by the masses! As for them, they
launch slogans the way you launch balloons.
Three months later they let you have it in
the puss; and then they denounce the "trai-
torous leadershipg" for failing to follow
them...Simple!' This is what many students
say who are unconvinced.

"In demonstrations, the FER appears

* In fairness, Le Nouvel Observateur ought
to have called attention to the fact that
the FER is not wholly lacking in popular-
ity. In London at the beginning of June,
the delegates at a congress of the Social-
ist Labour League, the grouping headed

by Gerry Healy, passed a resolution which
unanimously "applauds the leadership pro-
vided by the OCI and the Federation des
Etudiants Revolutionnaire...denounces the
malicious and lying attacks of the anar-
chists group 'Solidarity' and the revi-
sionists around the Vietnam Solidarity
Campaign," and approves the wisdom of the
FER in avoiding being "diverted into a
senseless battle incurring needless casual-
ties on the barricades on May 10." To em-
phasize the enthusiasm felt by this Brit-
ish sect over the tactics of the FER, the
resolution added: "Congress contemptuously
rejects the allegations of cowardice lev-
elled against our comrades as baseless and
the work of provocateurs."

Perhaps the resolution was too 1it-
tle, or came too late, to influence the
general attitude of the students at the
Sorbonne. Or it could be that the FER,
which considered the entire development at
the Sorbonne to be nothing but a "kermesse"
[country fairl, did not care to contribute
to the festive atmosphere by distributing
a translation of the historic document.
This would account for the Nouvel Observa-
teur not knowing about it, a possibility
that should be borne in mind in judging
their failure to report it.
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in a phalanx, its members singing at the
top of their lungs, and with a squad of
monitors that is reputed to be the ut-
most in efficiency. But at the Sorbonne
I had to go looking for them. Third
floor, Stairway C. After the first days
they disappeared from the courtyard. They
are there in the evening, however, all
mobilized to hawk their paper: 'For the
creation of a central strike committee,
for an all-out strike; read Révoltes!'

"Aside from this, 'they only come
to other people's meetings to start
brawls.' In fact, on the evening of Dan-
iel Cohn-Bendit's return from Germany
they tried to take over. The crowd
'cleared them out.' Another evening the
whole audience in the big auditorium
stood for five minutes, chanting: 'FER
fascists! FER fascists!'

"At first you are startled. You
don't understand; you wonder why they are
considered so unbearable...Their politi-
cal views are partly the reason but also
their style and tone. Their military air,
their 'strong-arm' stance, the insults
and threats constantly at the tip of
their tongues, their affecting the Jjargon
of the workers and the working-class
neighborhoods —- all that raises the
hackles of the Latin Quarter: 'Playing
tough guy is all right for the Occident
[the West —- an ultrarightist organiza~
tion] thugs -- not for the left.'"

Another group avowing adherence to
Trotskyism, formed around the newspaper
Voix Ouvrieére, which was likewise banned
by de Gaulle, is not mentioned by Kaupp.
She does deal at some length with the
Trotskyist grouping that received the
greatest publicity during the May events,
the JCR. Here is what she says about them:

"Finally, the JCR -~ Jeunesse Com-
muniste Révolutionnaire -~ the 'competi-
tors' of the FER in the o0ld Trot battle.
It is mostly made up of youth previously
thrown out of the UEC -- Union des Etu-
diants Communistes =-=- in 1965 for having
refused to support Frangois Mitterrand's
candidacy. Their paper is Avant-Garde

Jeunesse [Vanguard Youth]. With them, as
with the 'anars' [anarchists], you can

breathe freely. They are good-humored
smiling people, 'civilized.'

"'You want to see us? All right,
whenever you want. We meet every evening
in the Guigot auditorium.'

"A meeting -- and posters in all
the corridors, everywhere, to inform
people of it. Everybody agrees: 'The JCR
is doirg a fantastic job at the Sorbonne.'

"The Guizot auditorium is ~- was --
packed every evening. There the JCR con-
ducts a 'course' in history or current
events, rather similar to the education

the students would like in their colleges.
After every session comes the discussion
-- contagious in its enthusiasm.

"Alain Krivine, Henri Weber, and
Daniel Bensaid take turns. Krivine is a
doctoral candidate in history. A warm
voice, black mane, glasses, blue suit. In
appearance half prophet, half Central Eu-
ropean intellectual. Weber is preparing
his thesis for a master's degree in soci-
ology. Blue eyes, black hair. Bensaid has
a BA in philosophy and is writing a thesis
on a topic that is quite apropos: 'Lenin's
Concept of the Revolutionary Crisis!' With
gold-flecked, mischievous eyes, he is the
most relaxed.

"All of them have an extraordinary
gift for extemporaneous speaking -- what
a difference from the prefabricated 'ora-
tory' of our radio-television candidates!
%nd their political kmowledge is fault-

ess.

"When they hold a public meeting
in the 'big auditorium,' the JCR members
on the platform hum the 'Chant des Marais'
[an antifascist song] through to the end
before the meeting starts. The entire
audience then responds, singing the first
two stanzas of the 'Internationale.' The
impression is already more powerful than
in the 'united' marches.

"But a JCR meeting is first of all
a work session. Serious, well-documented
work without wasted talk. But it is also
a display of intellectual fireworks. It
is furthermore an open meeting. Anyone
can speak, voice disagreement, argue. Re-
spect for the rights of different points
of view is sacrosanct.

"They and the March 22 Movement
have been the only ones able to fill the
big auditorium to capacity. From the aisles
to the second balcony, every possible space
is taken. Sitting on the floor, standing
every inch of room. Like for Sartre!

"From the JCR's founding in April
1966, following their expulsion from the
UEC, they have given total support to
Vietnam (in particular the CVN [National
Vietnam Committees]) and to Cuba -- this
revolutionary country outside the two
blocs and which most clearly rejects
'statist' politics. They participated in
the Vietnam demonstration at Liége along
with 'traditional' Communists, Social
Democrats, and various revolutionary
groups (October 1966). And they were at
the Brussels International Conference
(February 1967) organized by the youth
movements standing to the left of the old
organizations.

"Three clear basic needs emerged
at Brussels: support for Vietnam; struggle
against NATO and imperialism; organization
of political and practical coordination
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among the movements.

"It is true; they are revolution-
ists. They have always said so. They have
always declared that the mounting revolu-
tionary wave in the world today poses the
question of 'world socialism.' But they

have never acted like a gang or a secret
organization preparing in the dark to
finish off capitalism! Only this: France
is a capitalist country, and just talking
about socialism is enough to make it
tremble. Some ideas are more frightening
than guns."

THE FRENCH CP DRAWS ITS BALANCE SHEET OF THE MAY-JUNE EVENTS

By Pierre Frank

The Central Committee of the PCF
[Parti Communiste Frangais -- French Com-
munist party] met July 8-9. On its agenda
were the events which took place in France
in May and June. After the two days. of
deliberation, it was learned that the Cen-
tral Committee had approved the actions of
the Political Bureau during these events,
voting unanimously for a resolution which
wasta condensation of Waldeck Rochet's re-~
port.

Only the long report was made pub-
lic, nothing was said about the discus-
sion. All the party members are equal but
some are more equal than others. Democracy
is a feature of the Communist party 8 pro-
paganda, not of its life.

There were many "oversights" in
Waldeck Rochet's report. There was not a
word, not a single word, of protest
against the Gaullist repression which fol-
lowed the mobilization of May 1968. There
was not a word of protest against the ex-
pulsions of foreigners, not a word of pro-
test against the dissolution of the revo-
lutionary organizations.

Waldeck Rochet did mention, though
only in passing, the murder of a young
Communist in Arras by the Gaullists dur-
ing the electoral campaign. However, he
did not say one word about the clashes at
Flins and Sochaux.

To be more exact, he took a posi-
tion on these events indirectly. His re-
port was aimed mainly against the "ultra-
leftists,” against their so-called "blind
violence," etc. He also blamed the "ultra-
leftists" as well as the PSU [Parti So-
cialiste Unifié -~ United Socialist party
-- a centrist formation] and the CFDT
[Confédération Frangaise et Démocratique
du Travail -- PFrench Democratic Federa-
tion of Labor -- an independent union
federation with Catholic origins] for
having "prolonged the strikes" after "the
essential objectives" had been won.

The strikes were "prolonged" by
the workers. But that is not the way the
PCF leadership sees it. According to
Rochet's report, if there was violence,
if there were fights, the one responsible
was not the government which turned its

repressive forces against demonstrators
and strikers, but the demonstrators and
strikers themselves. In fact, he repeated
the accusation which l'Humanlte made in
alleging that the Flins incidents were
caused by "Geismar's commandos."*

Throughout his report, Rochet went
along with the lying accusation the gov-
ernment used to dissolve the vanguard orga-
nizations. If you add to this that neither
in this report, nor in the course of the
events, did the PCF leadership demand the
dissolution of the repressive forces of
the bourgeois state, there can be no doubt
that the party leadership is determined
today to pass as a "party of order."

Now let us come to Waldeck Rochet's
overall presentation of the events. We
should note that while at the end of May
everyone spoke of ten million strikers,
Rochet now finds that there were at most
eight to nine million. Chronologically,
he said, this strike wave began with the
mobilizations of the students, who are es-
sentially petty bourgeois and let them-
selves be taken in by the ultraleft vari-
ety of opportunists -- the anarchists,
Maoists, Trotskyists, and "Guevarists."
They created, he said, "nights of disor-
der without results for the student move-
ment."

To those who say that this move-
ment served as a "detonator" for the strike
movement, he answered that the cause of the
strike was the policy which the Gaullist
government had followed for ten years. Ex-
cellent, it was obviously the Gaullist
policy which built up the discontent.

But why 4id not the mobilization
start sooner? Why did not the CGT [Conféd-
ération Générale du Travail -- General Fed-
eration of Labor -- the CP-led union fed-
eration] make it possible for the workers
to express this discontent otherwise than
under the impetus of the student uprising?
Why did not the policy of the PCF and the
CGT gserve as the "detonator"? What is the

* Alain Geismar, the leader of the SNES
[Syndicat National de 1'Enseignement Su-
périeur -- National University Teachers
Union] during the May-June events.
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policy of the PCF and the CGT good for,
if not to enable the workers to struggle
against the bosses and the government?

For long years the leadership of
the PCF and the CGT summoned the workers
to action, but what kind of action? Peti-
tions, elections, tame demonstrations
back and forth between the Place de la
République and the Place de la Bastille,
where the only fighting the stewards en-
gaged in was with the "ultraleftists."
The discontent was there, without any
doubt, but the PCF and the CGT were very
careful not to provide the slightest "det-
onator" for it. If it had been left up
to them, the working class still would
have had a long time to wait.

In his report, Waldeck Rochet
spoke in ambiguous terms about the gener-
al strike. Although recognizing that the
strike (he never says "general strike")
was indeed unleashed after the May 13
demonstration, he avoided saying that no
strike call came from the CGT. Rochet was
quite discreet in handling the very ad-
vanced form of the strike, that is the
occupation of factories, which challenges
capitalist property. The role of the
young workers in outflanking the trade-
gnion officials was passed over in si-

ence.

There was still another very im-
portant "oversight." He spoke of the "suc-
cessful breakthrough" of the Rue de Gren-
elle agreement, but completely passed
over the fact that in the morning of
May 27 the workers in all the big facto-
ries unanimously rejected this so-called
"successful breakthrough."

It is evident then that all this
part of his report was not an analysis of
the mobilization but a distortion in
which omissions abounded. In the part
concerning the governmment, Rochet de-
clared on several occasions that the gov-
ernment was not inoperative. He claims
that to say this was to advance "irre-
sponsible if not provocative" claims,
that what was involved was a Gaullist
"trap," etec.

But in the days from May 24 to
May 30, the PCF and CGT leadership, like
the "ultraleftists" as well as the great
majority of the bourgeois and Social-
Democratic political world, to say noth-
ing of many foreign governments, thought
that de Gaulle was on his way out. Wasn't
the central slogan of the CGT demonstra-
tion of May 29 a "People's and Democratic
Union Government"? Didn't the PCF leaders
in this demonstration shout good-bye to
de Gaulle?

Among the many omissions in this
report, it is worth noting that in the
part dealing with the government, Rochet
did not point out the fact that on May 24

de Gaulle announced a referendum and that
he found in the subsequent days that it
was impossible for him to hold this pleb-
iscitary referendum. To say that in these
conditions, the question of power was not
posed is again to distort the facts.

De Gaulle knows both the leaders
of the PCF and of the FGDS [Fédération de
la Gauche Démocrate et Socialiste —- Fed-
eration of the Democratic and Socialist
Left -~ a formation made up of right-wing
Social Democrats and liberals]. He knew
that if he challenged them he would en-
counter no serious obstacles from these
gentlemen. He kmew that they would re-
treat when he offered them elections.

Today, Waldeck Rochet says that he
knew that de Gaulle was not ready to with-
draw and that all the rumors about his de-
parture were merely a deception, a "trap"
to entice the PCF into venturing into "“il-
legality, violence and adventurism." Today,
he says that the PCF's "greatest merit" is
that it did not fall into this trap.

Rochet recalled in passing that de
Gaulle went to visit Massgu. This visit in
the conditions under which it was made
proved that de Gaulle, for his part,
thought that the question of power was on
the order of the day. But why didn't Roch-
et draw this conclusion? The reason is that
if he had, he would also have had to face
the fact that de Gaulle (and along with
him the capitalists) think of the problems
of power in terms of "forces" and not
votes.

It did not enter into the PCF's
analysis or its policy that the Gaullist
government was established in 1958 by a
military coup in Algiers and that in 1968
de Gaulle went to see the army commanders
to plan an army intervention against the
working mass who had risen up against the
regime.

It is understandable that the PCF
leadership should seek to deny that the
May mobilization posed the question of
power concretely. For as soon as they
recognized this fact, they would also have
to recognize that the situation had never
been more favorable. Ten million workers
were on strike, the factories were occu-
pied, millions of members of the middle
classes were struggling against the gov-
ernment and the official institutions, the
Paris police were threatening to strike,
the repressive forces were tired out, the
ranks of the capitalist world were break-
ing down. What more was necessary for them
to recognize that the government was "on
vacation" and that there was a revolution-
ary situation? Still more than in 1945,
the PCF leadership "missed the boat."

The holes in the PCF leadership's
analysis are accumulating. But there is
more to come. According to Rochet, the



~-680-

PCF leadership had the great merit of
baring the Gaullist trap. But then, he
said, de Gaulle decided to stage early
elections to take advantage of the "fear"
produced by the riots, etc. And, he add-
ed, "the Gaullist calculation was not mis-
taken."

We remember that Rochet, one or
two hours after de Gaulle's May 30 speech,
by no means denounced the Gaullist "cal~
culation"; he expressed satisfaction that
de Gaulle had decided to hold electioms.
He claimed that was what the Communist
party had always wanted. It can only be
assumed that at the time he had not
grasped that the "Gaullist calculation
was not mistaken."

This is still not all. If we fol-
low Waldeck Rochet's reasoning, what do
we find? Here we have a Gaullist govern-
ment which for two and a half years had
been losing ground on the electoral
front. The parliament was rickety, al-
though the opposition was unable to find
the few votes necessary to pass a motion
of censure. The government saw the dis-
content of the masses rising.

Then, according to Rochet, all
this government needed to do was push a
few "ultraleftists" into provoking a few
riots so as to lay the trap of a seeming-
ly "inoperative" government, which the
PCF, however, escaped. But in this situa-
tion de Gaulle had a second trap, pre-—
cipitate elections, and this time the PCF
walked into the trap with both feet.

One would indeed like to know how
Waldeck Rochet proposes to eliminate the
Gaullist regime. According to his expla-
nation of the May 1968 events, de Gaulle
could not lose; heads or tails, the game
was his, either by bringing the army in
against "ultraleftist adventures," or
through elections, by stirring up the
"party of fear."

In fact, Waldeck Rochet very inad-
vertently revealed in his report all the
impotence of the policy which the PCF
has been pursuing for several years now.
Let us review this line. The Gaullist re-
gime is in power. It is a government of
the "monopolies." It must be replaced by
a "democratic" regime which would "con-
trol" the monopolies. To this end, "uni-
ty" on the left must be established, that
is unity of the PCF, the FGDS, and the
trade-union federations on a "common pro-
gram" of government, which would rally a
majority of the votes.

After 1965, this perspective
seemed to be on the way to realization.
The left had found a common candidate for
the presidency of the republic and had
forced de Gaulle into a runoff. The 1967
legislative elections had produced a Na-
tional Assembly in which de Gaulle had a

majority of only a few votes.

Only a little more effort was nec-
essary for success. But the "common pro-
gram" was long in being born. The discon-
tent of the masses was rising. And the
student movement touched off a gigantic
strike movement, a general strike.

Then de Gaulle is supposed to have
set his double trap, and...here we are now
with an overwhelming Gaullist majority in
parliament; the FGDS is in bad shape and
less inclined than ever to complete nego-
tiations on a "common program"; and the
"ultraleftists," although their organiza-
tions have been dissolved, have more of
an audience than in the past. Everyone
foresees difficulties; struggles, a tenser
social situation than in the past. The
class struggle is going to be raised to a
level not seen since the end of the mobili-~
zations of the immediate postwar period.

If the perspective established by
the PCF leadership a few years ago ran
into difficulty because of the FGDS's
unwillingness to come out with a "common
program," because of "provocations" of the
"wltraleftists" who dc not ssem about to
disappear from the political scene,* and
because of the skillful calculations of
de Gaulle, what then does the PCF leader-
ship propose for the future? Exactly the
same policy: a "common program," elections,
"popular action" "in the framework of
legality, in accordance with the circum-
stances and the possibilities." Why should
this policy have any more success in the
years to come than it did in 1968?

In the face of the greatest mass
movement in an economically developed cap-
italist country for several decades, the
entire world felt the shock. Only the PCF
leadership remains immovable -- its policy
was correct, it is still correct, and it
will continue to be correct no matter what
happens. If there is some electoral set-
back, they need only repeat after the late
Thorez, as Waldeck Rochet did in his re-
port: "It is inadmissible to forget the
adversary. It would be a strange kind of
strategist who imagined that preparing
fine plans was enough to settle every-
thing and to proceed from victory to vie-
tory." They just need to warm over these
"fine plans.”

Some say (e.g., Le Nouvel Observa-
teur) that there are divergences in the
leadership, that there are "dogmatists"
and "liberals," that a change could well
come about one day, etc. I do not question
that the leadership and the PCF in its
entirety will undergo crises in the fu-

* If as the PCF leadership claims, a few
ultraleft "provocateurs" were enough %o

do the job, any government could easily

conjure them up.
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ture. However, we cannot fail to draw a
few conclusions from the attitude of the
PCF leadership during the events of May
1968 and from the Central Committee ple-
num which followed it.

This leadership has shown itself
more ossified than even the most conserva-
tive layers of French society. To the ex-
tent that "disagreements" could be dis-
cerned in this leadership, these involved
tendencies more to the right which are
emerging, tendencies toward a more marked
adaptation to neocapitalism, to a height-
ened social-democratization of the party.

Such tendencies raise no objec-
tions to the policy of a "common program"
with the FGDS, "peaceful and parliamen-
tary roads to socialism," and of "peace-
ful coexistence" internationally. More-
over, it was an article by Dru published
in Le Nouvel Observateur bthat provided
the most skillful defense of this reform-
ist policy in regard to the events of May
1968. Basically, this right wing blames
Waldeck Rochet for a lack of talent and
finesse, but not for being a reformist.

The main lesson the PCF drew from
the May events was that '"the most acute
danger" was "ultraleftism," that this dan-
ger was not well understood by everyone
in the party, that since "a few Communist
intellectuals" had once again expressed
disagreements it would be indispensable
to remind them that the party has more to
worry about than them.

Waldeck Rochet summoned the party
to an "ideological battle" against "ultra-
leftism.”" What will this battle consist
of? A good part of his "arguments" were
repetitions of the o0ld Stalinist garbage,
such ag "ultraleftists" are tools of the
police. It is true that in this Political
Bureau, which is essentially the product
of the selection made by Thorez, intellec-
tual lights are particularly lacking,
along with knowledge. In his researches
on advenbturism, Rochet came up with the
example of the Indonesian Communist par-
Sy —-- which followed both Peking and Mos-
cow at the same time -- and the "theory
of the offensive” denounced by the Third
Congress of the Communist International.

Poor Rochet did not notice that
Lenin and Trotsky were agreed at this
congress in defending a revolutionary
policy which had nothing in common with
the policy he conducted in May 1968. At
this level of "ideological" struggle
against the "ultraleftists," Stalin's
slanders have relatively more weight. In
any case nothing more could be hoped for
from a Rochet or a Marchais.*

* There are a great many extravagant
amalgams of theories and authors. It
would take a very long and detailed arti-

This time Waldeck Rochet included
as a target in the struggle against "ultra-
leftism," the PSU "dominated by representa-
tives of the ultraleft groups, adventurists,
and renegades," as well as the CFDT, to
which Séguy is also applying the cudgels in
the name of the CGT.

The PCF leadership's animosity to-
ward the PSU has especially sharpened since
the end of May 1968. The relationship be-
tween the CGT and the CFDT, which had been
relatively good for the last two years when
there was an agreement linking these two
federations, deteriorated during the May
mobilization.

The PCF holds a grudge against these
two organizations because they supported
the Mendés France maneuver* which was aimed
at torpedoing a FGDS-PCF governmental com~
bination.

The main accusation the PCF and CGT
have directed against these two formations
is that of protecting the "ultraleftists."
But what has this "protection" consisted
of? These two orgsnizations, it is true,
denounced the government's repressive mea-
sures against the vanguard groups. However,
they were not alone in doing so and the
PCF-CGT leadership has not raised any ac-
cusation against the others.

The CFDT is blamed for proposing a
"codetermination" demand that had nothing
"ultraleft" about it and which in the CFDT
leadership's conception had rather the

" flavor of cooption into neocapitalism. But

this demand was interpreted by some parts
of the working class as a transitional de-
mand, as an anticapitalist demand. During
the mobilization, the CFDT even recruited
elements standing to the left of the PCF's
reformist policy. So, what the CGT leaders
want to do is frighten the CFDT leaders

in order to get them to take measures
against such elements.

The CP leaders' grievances against
the PSU are on the one hand its use of
"left" language (which, however, never had
a genuine revolutionary character) and on
the other hand the recruitment of elements
who think that the PCF betrayed the move-
ment and who feel that by organizing in the
PSU they can provide a revolutionary lead-
ership for the future. The PSU, moreover,

cle to go into them. But the real question
is whether Rochet deliberately made up
these amalgams or whether they arose from
a confusion in his brain, since he could
only know thesc authors and theories sec-
ond- or third-hand.

* The projected plan of boosting Mendés
France as a providential leader of a broad
left coalition in which he would be "above
the parties" and relatively immune to CP
pressure.
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gained part of the left votes which the
CP lost.

The conclusion to be drawn from
this Central Committee session is that
the PCF leadership, which was the most
important prop of the capitalist order
in the working class during the events
of May 1968, has just confirmed that it
intends to play the same role in the com-
ing period.

Its slogan is "the enemy is to the
left" and one can be certain that this
policy will be applied with vigor. Expul-
sions will not be long in coming. The re-
pression in the CGT will also certainly
fall on militants with "ultraleft" ten-
dencies. Everyone knows that in regard to
"ultraleftism" there is no question of
"peaceful roads" which must, it seems,

- lead from capitalism to socialism.

The PCF and CGT leadership will
only accentuate their ultrareformist
course; there is no doubt about this.
But May 1968 brought a big change in the
situation in France. The class struggle
will remain no longer at the level where
it has stagnated almost continually dur-
ing the last twenty years. The "partici-
pation" de Gaulle talks about will be
primarily the participation of the Gardes
Mobiles [Mobile Guards -- riot police]
and the CRS [Compagnies Républicaines de

Sécurité -- Republican Security Companies
-— a militarily armed and trained elite
security force] in strikes and demonstra-
tions. Flins and Sochaux will not prove
to be isolated incidents. The workers
will collide with determined resistance
from the repressive forces because capi-
talism and the government have drawn
their own lessons from May 1968.

The reformist policy of the PCF
and CGT leaderships, which produced no
results in the period preceding May
1968, will produce still less in the
coming period. It is not the "ultraleft-
ists" who will create the new situation;
it is rather the new situation which will
create more "ultraleftists."

For when you have to defend your-
self more energetically, when the class
struggle grows harsher, people will not
fight for small stakes. The government
can "dissolve" the vanguard formations;
the PCF can choose to combat "ultraleft-
ism" by similar methods. However, both,
sharing in part the same policeman's
conception of history, will be surprised
to see this abhorrent "ultraleftism"
gain new strength and prominence -- not
only among the youth, as was the case in
May 1968, but also in the heavy battal-
ions of the working class.

July 11, 1967

ALATN AND MICHELE KRIVINE ARRESTED IN PARIS

Alain Krivine and his wife, Mi-
chéle, were seized by the police in Paris
July 16. They are being held incommunica-
do and it is not known what charges, if
any, have been lodged against them.

Alain Krivine became known inter-
nationally as one of the gain leaders of
the Jeunesse Communiste Revolutionnaire,
the Trotskyist youth organization that
played a key role in the student demon-
strations that touched off the giant so-
cial crisis in France in May and June.

The JCR, together with a number of
other revolutionary organizations, was
"dissolved" by a government decree signed
by de Gaulle himself. Under the decree it
is illegal either to continue the organi-
zation or to reconstitute it. ,

The JCR had announced its inten-
tion to challenge the decree in the
courts, since it was issued on false
grounds, alleging that the JCR had orga~
nized combat squads and a militia.

The arrest of Alain and Michéle
Krivine followed a police raid on a meet-
ing held July 10 in a hall at 177 Rue de
Charonne. Forty-one persons present were

questioned by the police and eight of
them were then held incommunicado.

The press claimed that the gather-
ing constituted a meeting of the JCR,
since alleged members of the JCR were
present. This was vigorously denied by
those questioned by the police. The meet-
ing was actually an assembly of members
of &« "student-workers Committee of Ac-
tion." Action committees formed during
the upsurge have continued to meet.

Arrests have been made in other
cities, bringing the total number of peo-
ple held incommunicado by the police to
twenty~one. The press has not reported
their names; but all of them are said to
have been herded into a police camp out-
side of Paris. On July 16 a mass meeting
at the Palais-Royal to protest the ban
and the arrests was banned and broken up
by the police.

An appeal has been issued for in-
ternational solidarity, particularly for
material aid in the defense efforts. Con-
tributions can be sent to Emil Van Ceulen,
Secretary, Fonds de Solidarite contre la
Répression en France, 111 Seghers,
Brussels 8, Belgium.
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GREEK RESISTANCE LEADERS FACE DEATH PENALTY

The military dictatorship in Greece
has stepped up its persecution of opposi-
tion fighters. Two leaders of the "Demo-
cratic Defense" resistance movement, Ioan-
nis Nikas and Dimitri Dariotis were ar-
rested at the end of May.

Nikas, 30, a worker in the furni-
ture industry was an active trade union-
ist before the dictatorship and the lead-
er of a left-wing youth organization. Af-
ter the military coup d'état of April
1967, he became active in the underground
publication of newspapers and leaflets.
Arrested twice previously, he managed to
escape each time.

Dariotis, 24, is a leader of the
Athens student movement.

Both Dariotis and Nikas are charged
with having been involved in the manufac-
ture of bombs that were exploded in gov-
ernment buildings. The charge carries a
death sentence.

Greek emigré circles, both those
led by the Communist party and those led
by the liberal Andreas Papandreou have re-
mained silent about the activities of the
Democratic Defense movement. Coverage by
the international capitalist press has
been scanty. The arrest of Nikas, for in-
stance, has not even been reported. The
arrest of Dariotis May 21 was reported in
Le Monde in a small note on June 26.

The same issue of Le Monde briefly
reported information received from Salon-
ika that "about fifty people -- accused of
being members of the Democratic Defense
movement -- were apprehended recently.
Among the detainees -- who were 'savagely
tortured,' according to the opposition
milieu -- were: Stelios Nestor (assistant
professor at the school of law), Constantin
Triardis (doctor), Economou (orthopedic doc-
tor), Philémon Hadjis (assistant professor
at the school of philosophy), Pirzas (also
an assistant professor at the school of
philosophy), and Jean Melgos (small busi-~
nessman)."

The Committee of Solidarity with
the Greek People whose offices are in
Paris declared in a recent press state-
ment, "We are extremely worried about the
fate of Dimitri Dariotis, student of
physics and mathematics, and of Sabris
Anastasiadis, the well-known producer
who is the son of a former deputy of the
EDA and one of the most eminent teachers
in Greece..."

The threat of death facing Nikas
and Dariotis and the small amount of pub-
licity the case has received are all the
more reason for the intermational labor
and revolutionary movements to start a
campaign in their behalf. Vigorous pro-
test can save the lives of these fear-
lggs fighters against the Greek dictator-
ship.

THE CITROEN ACTION COMMITTEE -~ EXPERIENCE AND PERSPECTIVES

[The following document wag drawn
up by members of the Comité Citroen in
Paris and dated June 24, 1968. The trans-
lation from French is by one of the mem~
bers of the committee.]

* x ¥

The Citroen plants employ about
40,000 workers in Paris and its surround-
ings. A total of 1,500 workers are in
unions. Inside the factories, the owners
organize repression by means of manage-
ment agents, a private police and a "free
union." About 60 percent of the workers
are foreign, and they are employed on the
more onerous assembly lines.

On Friday, May 17, work stoppages
took place in the workshops of numerous
factories. Such an event had not occurred
for decades. On that day several workers
went to the Censier Center of the Univer-
sity of Paris and described the police
repression, the impotence of the union,
and the fighting spirit of the workers.
The factory workers, they said, were

ready to stop work on the coming Monday
if pickets were available and if the in-
formation were spread through the fac-
tories. Together with the Citroen work-
ers, Censier students prepared a leaflet
to be distributed the following day at
all the Citroen plants.

The following day, Saturday, the
CGT (General Confederation of Labor) dis-
tributed a leaflet calling for a strike
on Monday and demanding a minimum wage
of 600 NF [about US$120] a month. Numer-
ous factories all over France were already
on strike. At Citroen the CGT had a very
small membership; was the CGT taking the
initiative, it was asked, in order to
gain control of a movement which up to
this point had been out of its control?

The May 20 Strike and the Occupation

Worker-student action committees
had been functioning at the Censier Center
since May 13. After the first exchange be-
tween the Citroen workers and the students,
a new committee was formed. The Citroen
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Action Committee prepared two leaflets
for May 20, one addressed to all the
workers, the other to the foreign workers
at the Citroen factories. The committee's
aim was to inform the workers of the stu-
dent movement which had challenged the
capitalist system and all forms of hier-
archy. The leaflets did not challenge

the union nor the union demands. On the
contrary, the leaflets suggested that the
union demands challenged the capitalist
system the same way the students had
challenged it. The leaflets expressed an
awareness of the common enemy of the work-
ers and the students, an enemy who could
not be destroyed unless the workers con-
trolled the productive forces. The occu-
pation of the factories was seen as the
first step towards workers power.

The first leaflet said:
"Millions of workers are on strike.

"They are occupying their work-
shops. This massive, growing movement
goes beyond the established Power's abil-
ity to react.

"In order to destroy the police
system which oppresses all of us, we
must fight together.

"Workers-Students Action Commit-
tees have been constituted for this pur-
pose. These committees bring to light all
the demands and all the challenges of the
ranks of the entire working class. The
capitalist regime cannot satisfy their
demands."

The second leaflet, printed in
four languages, was addressed to foreign
workers:

"Hundreds of thousands of foreign
workers are imported like any other com-
modity useful to the capitalists, and the
government even organizes clandestine im-
migration from Portugal, thus showing
itself as a slave driver.

"These workers are ferociously ex-
ploited by the capitalists. They live in
terrible conditions in the slums which
surround Paris. Since they are under-
qualified, they are underpaid. Since they
only speak their own language, they re-
main isolated from the rest of the work-
ing population and are not understood.
Thus isolated, they accept the most in-
human work in the worst workshops.

"ATI THIS BECAUSE THEY HAVE NO
CHOICE:

"They left their countries because
they were starving, because their coun-
tries are also under the yoke of capital.
Victims in their own countries, they are
victims here too

"All that has to end.

"Because they are not ENEMIES OF
THE FRENCH PROLETARTAT; ON THE CONTRARY,
THEY ARE THE SUREST ALLIES. If they are
not moving yet, it is because they are
aware of the precariousness of their
situation. Since they have no rights, the
smallest act can lead to their expulsion,
whic% means a return to hunger (and to
Jail).

"Through their labor, the foreign
workers participate in the creation of
the wealth of French society. They must
have the same rights as all others.

"Thus it is up to revolutionary
workers and students to see to it that
foreign workers ENJOY THE TOTALITY OF
THEIR POLITICAL AND UNION RIGHTS.

"This is the concrete beginning of
internationalism.

"The foreign workers, who make up
an integral part of the working class in
France, together with their French com-
rades, will massively Jjoin the radical
struggle to destroy capitalism and to
create a CLASSLESS SOCIETY such as has
NEVER yet been seen."

On May 20, students and workers of
the Citroen committee distributed leaflets
and talked t9 workers at all the entrances
to the Citroen factories. The first con-
tacts with delegates of the CGT were neg-
ative. The delegates tried to prevent the
distribution of the leaflets. The pretext
was that the variety of leaflets would
destroy the unity of the workers and would
create confusion. "It would be better,"
the delegates said,"if the elements ex-
ternal to the factory went away: they give
a provocative pretext to the management."

However, a significant number of
the Communist party and CGT functionaries
who had come to give a strong hand to the
CGT were external to the factory, namely
they did not work in any of the Citroen
plants. The CGT officials gave out leaf-
lets which demanded, amo other things, a
minimum wage of 1,000 NF ($200), namely
nearly twice as much as they had sought
two days earlier.

In the street, the union delegates
communicated with workers through loud-
speakers. The students of the Citroen com-
mittee, on the other hand, mixed freely
with the French and foreign workers. Since
the foreign workers were not obeying the
CGT calls to occupy the factory, the union
officials decided to use the students. In-
stead of trying to chase away the young
"agitators," the officials encouraged the
action committee militants to continue to
make personal contact with the foreign
workers. The result of two hours of direct
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communication was that the majority of
the foreign workers were insgside the fac-
tory, actively participating in its oc-
cupation.

The Gates Are Shut by the CGT

On May 21, the second day of the
occupation, the action committee mili-
tants found all the gates of the factory
closed, and union delegates defended the
entrances against "provocateurs." Thus the
young militants were cut off from the con-
tacts they had had before the occupation.
Young workers inside the factory protest-
ed vigorously against the threats which
were hurled at the "elements external to
the factory." The CGT had become the new
Boss. The union did all it could to pre-
vent workers from becoming aware of the
fact that the occupation of the factory
was a first step toward the expropriation
of the owners. To struggle against this
unexpected new force, the action commit-
tee addressed itself to the workers in a
new leaflet:

"Workers:

"You have occupied your factories.
You are no longer controlled by the State
or by the ex-owners.

"Do not allow new masters to con-
trol you.

"All of you and each of you has
the right to speak.

"DON'T LET THE LOUDSPEAKERS SPEAK
FOR YOU.

"If those behind the loudspeakers
propose a motion, all other workers,
French and foreign, must have the same
right to propose other motions.

"You, THE WORKERS, have the power.
You have the power to decide what to pro-
duce, how much and for whom.

"You, THE WORKERS, control your
factories. Don't let anyone take the con-
trol away from you. ,

"Tf some people limit your con-
tacts with the outside, if some people do
not allow you to learn about the profound
democratization taking place in France,
then these people are not trying to rep-
resent you, but to control you.

"The occupied factories have to be
opened up to all comrades, workers as
well as students, in order to enable them
to make decisions together.

"Workers and students have the
same objectives. Despite the government,
the universities are already open to all.

"If the loudspeakers decide in-

stead of you, if the loudspeakers broad-
cast the decisions 'we' have made, then
the men behind the loudspeakers are not
work%ng with you; they're manipulating
you.

A second leaflet, prepared by sev-
eral action committees, was also distrib-
uted. This leaflet called for the forma-
tion of general assemblies of all the
workers which would bypass the union and
prevent any small group from speaking in
the name of the workers and from negoti-
ating in the name of the working class:
"The political and union officials were
not the originators of the strike. The
decisions were made, and must continue
to be made, by the strikers themselves,
whether they are unionized or not."

In order to circumvent the CGT
and to continue its work of liaison and
information, the Citroen committee
launched three new projects: actions by
foreign workers in the slums and the
dormitories; contacts with strikers at
the entrances to the factories; liaison
between the poljticized workers of the
different Citroen factories.

Contacts at the Factory Gates

At the Balard and Nanterre facto-
ries, daily meetings took place between
the workers and the action committee. The
subject of the meetings was a basic po-
litical discussion on the nature of the
student movement and its relation to the
strike. The factory workers became in-
creasingly conscious that the strike had
become transformed more and more into a
traditional union strike. They deplored
the demobilization and the depolitization
of the pickets, which had been accompa-
nied by a massive desertion. At the Balard
factory, at night, for example, a small
number of young people defended the fac—
tory. All the young workers' attempts to
organize were sabotaged by the union
bureaucracy, either in the form of direct
opposition or in the form of seeming to
forget problems.

The nonunionized young workers at-
tempted to break out of their isolation.
They contacted militants of the CFDT
(French Democratic Confederation of Labor)
who seemed to favor student-worker con-
tacts, but the CFDT's intentions were po-
litical rather than revolutionary; the
minority union tried to enlist new mem~
bers, and the popularity of the student
movement among the workers made it oppor-
tune for the minority union to associate
with the student movement. Secondly, the
young workers sought contacts with mili-
tants who wanted to work within the union
by organizing the rank and file against
the officials. Thirdly, the young workers
contacted the Citroen Action Committee at
Censier, and after the last week in May
they worked increasingly with the action
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committee. At the end of May, the young
workers no longer felt either sure of
themselves or supported by their com-
rades within the factory. Police forces
had taken repressive steps against strik-
ers in other sectors, and the young work-
ers felt isolated and looked for outside
support.

In order to respond to this need
for rank-and-file organization, the Ci~
troen committee proposed a series of ac-
tions. Peasants were sending food from
the countryside to Sorbonne and Censier;
contacts had been established between
peasants, action committees and workers.
The Citroen committee informed the work-
ers about the possibilities to obtain
food and to contact the peasants direct-
ly. The problem was to find means of,,
transport, namely at least one Citroen
truck which would transport workers and
students to the countryside. This sugges-
tion was favorably received by the work-
ers, and its organizational potential
was profoundly grasped. But the workers
did not want to take on themselves the
responsibility of taking a truck which
belonged to the owners, and so they
looked for umion support. The union rep-
resentatives sent the workers to the
union's central committee at Balard. The
central committee was willing to contact
the peasants, but only on condition that
the whole action was centralized, that
it was all directed by the union's cen-~
tral committee; these conditions would
have sabotaged all attempts at rank-and-
file organization.

The sgcond form of action proposed
by the Citroen committee was to establish
contacts among the workers of different
enterprises. However, such contacts could
not take place inside the factory since
the factory had become an impregnable
bastion guarded by the union bureaucracy,
which opposed any rank-and-file contacts
among workers. Thus the problem was to
fight for free expression and for the
possibility of worker exchanges.

The third form of action proposed
by the action committee was to contact
the foreign workers at their dormitories.
There were two aspects to these contacts:
they were a means to radicalize the strug-
gle by including foreign comrades in the
strike pickets, and the contacts were a
means to do away with the exhausting
struggle of the strikers against strike-
breakers, who were generally foreign
workers manipulated by the management of
the factory; the foreign workers were
manipulable because they were generally
unpoliticized, uninformed; on several oc-
casions the management had called them
together to vote to return to work.

The Poreign Workers' Dormitories

The dormitories for foreign work-

ers enable the owners to exploit the
workers twice, namely during the day

and again at night. The living quarters
are managed by Citroen agents who do not
let anyone enter, even members of the
workers' families. For example, at the
dormitory at Viliers-le-Bel, thirty miles
out of Paris, the workers live in forty-
eight apartments with fourteen people in
each two- or three-room apartment. The
assignment of workers to apartments is
done arbitrarily. Thus Yugoslavs are
housed together with Spanish and Portu-
guese workers. The workers are rarely
able to communicate with each other.

They work in different shifts and in dif-
ferent workshops. The workers pay 150 NF
[$#30] per month. From this single dormi-
tory, the factory clears 50,000 NF
[$#10,000] per month.

Members of the Citroen committee
who spoke the languages of the workers
established contacts at the dormitories
in order to inform the foreign workers
about the action committees, and to
establish connections between the strik-
ers and foreign workers. The aim of the
committee was to enable the workers to
organize themselves into action commit-
tees in order to cope with their specific
problems: transport to the factories,
food, the struggle against the repressive
conditions inside the factory, and con-
tacts with French comrades. French lan-

guage courses were organized in several

centers after the workers organized them-
selves into committees and found class-
rooms in nearby student-occupied univer-
sities or in local culture centers. In
the slum and ghetto areas, food supplied
by peasants and distributed by action
committees was taken to poor workers and
their families. On all occasions, the
foreign workers were informed of the dif-
ferent forms used by the employers to
break the strike by using foreign workers
as strikebreakers. Numerous foreign work-
ers were put in contact with strikers,
and they took an active part in the occu-
pation of the factory.

The aim of all these actions was
to enable, and encourage, rank-and-file
organization among the workers.

A small number of workers, isolated
in the factory, posed the problem of de-
fending the factory against all forms of
aggression. The union had given the order
to abandon the factory "in a dignified
manner" in case anyone attacked; this
order was explained in te of the "rela-
tion of forces." The Citroen Action Com-
mittee placed numerous "pickets" outside
the factory, and on ome occasion the
"pickets" defended the factory from an
attack by strikebreakers and toughs hired
by the owners to chase out the occupying
strikers.
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The Rank-and~-File Committees

An incressing number of workers
went to the Censier Center to seek con-
tacts with the action committees, and
the workers transformed the character of
the Citroen committee and they opened
perspectives for organization and action
by the workers themselves inside_the fac-
tory. Meetings between the Citroen com—
mittee with the Inter-Enterprise commit-
tee and with workers from the Rhone
Poulenc chemical plant opened further
perspectives.

Rhone Poulenc workers familiariged
the workers of other enterprises with the
organization of rank-and-file committees
which had taken place very successfully
inside their_ factory. The echo was imme-
diate. Citroen workers recognized that
rank-and-file organization, where the de-
cision-making power over the rumning of
the strike remained with the workers them-~
selves, was the solution to the problems
they had faced during the strike. However
the period in which the Citroen workers
beceme familiar with the Rhone Poulenc
rank-and-file committees no longer per-
mitted the launching of such an organiza-
tional project inside Citroen, since this
was one of the last factories still on
strike, and since the strike had become a
traditional union strike.

The Rhéne Poulenc workers,who
called on comrades in other plants to
follow their example, also pointed out
that real workers power could not be re-
alized unless rank-and-file organization
was extended to other parts of the capi-
talist world. And during the time when
the Citroen workers were learning of the
experiences of the chemicgls workers,
some members of the Citroen committee
went to Turin to establish contacts with
the Worker-Student ILeague grouped around
Fiat, the largest enterprise in Europe.
In Turin, information was exchanged on
the struggles of the workers in Italy, on
the similarity of the obstacles posed by
the unions in both countries, and on the
significance of the action committees.
The organization of rank-and-file commit-
tees and the problem of worker control
opened up perspectives for the comrades
in Turin. As a basis for future contacts,
the two groups established a regular ex-
change of information (leaflets, jour-
nals and letters), exchanges of lists of
demands, and direct contacts by workers
and students. Italian comrades arrived
in Paris from Milan in order to estab-
lish similar contacts with the Citroen
comnittee, and some members of the Ci-
troen committee itself returned to other
countries (such as England and the United
States) in order to generalize the inter-
national contacts.

The Strike for Material Demands

On Saturday, June 22, after the _
CGT reached an agreement with the Citroen
management, workers in the Citroen commit-
tee who opposed the return to work sought
contact with other organized forces in
order to prepare an action for the follow-
ing Monday. The workers prepared a leaf-
let which explained that, in terms of the
union's material demands, nothing had been
received by the workers:

"While the CGT union considers
itself satisfied with its agreement with
the managers, a large majority of the
workers, aware that the crumbs received
do not correspond to their five weeks of
struggle nor to the strike which began as
a general strike, are ready to continue
this struggle."

On Monday morning, three different
leaflets opposed to the return to work
were distributed. The CGT officials were
not able to find workers willing to dis-
tribute their leaflets. The union's forces
had passed to the opposition; union dele-
gates and officials were booed during the
meeting before the vote. Workers expressed
themselves physically to allow speeches by
workers opposed to the return to work. Dur-
ing the meeting, a union representative
who could not speak because of the booing,
demanded to be heard in the name of democ-
racy, and then denounced the workers who
booed him as "those who want to wave the
red flag of the working class higher than
the CGT."

Perspectives

Dissatisfaction with respect to the
material demands, and disillusionment with
the union, caused the workers to analyze
in depth a problem which had been touched
earlier by the Citroen committee, namely
the problem of whether militant action
should take place inside the union or out-
side it. A large number of unorganized
workers were trying to concentrate their
force by forging new forms of organization.
Once the problem of the union was solved,
the Citroen committee would be able to
develop and enlarge the perspectives for
action which could be drawn from its ex~
perience.

. Por the Citroen workers, the Ci-
troen Action Committee is an organ for
liaison and information. Within the con-
text of the committee, the workers are
able to coordinate their efforts to orga-
nize rank-asnd-file committees in the fac-
tory's workshops. At the weekly meetings
with another action corgittege, the Inter-
Enterprise committee, Citroen workers
learn that similar organizational efforts
are taking place in other enterprises,
and through their contacts abroad they
learn about the efforts of automobile
workers in other countries. The workers
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are aware that the revolutionary signifi-
cance of the rank-and-file committees can
only find expression in another period of
crisis. The rank-and-file committees are
seen as a basis for the massive occupa-
tion of the factories, accompanied by an
awareness on the part of the workers that
they are the only legitimate power inside
the plants (namely that no special group
can speak or negotiate for the mass of
the workers). The massive occupation, ac-
companied by the workers' consciousness
of their power as a class, is the condi-
tion for the workers to begin appropri-
ating, namely using, the instruments of
production as an overt manifestation of
their power. The act of overt appropri-

HAWAITANS PROTEST JAILING OF

ation of the means of production by the
workers will have to be accompanied by
organized armed defense of the factories,
since the capitalist class will try to
regain the factories with its police and
with what remains of its army. At this
point, in order to abolish the capital-
ist system and to avoid being crushed by
foreign armies, the workers will have to
extend their struggle to the principal
centers of the world capitalist system.
Only at that point would complete worker
control over the material conditions of
life be a reality, and at that point the
building of a society without commodities,
without exchange and without classes could
begin.

EXCHANGE STUDENT IN TAIWAN

More than 100 demonstrators in Hon-~
olulu staged a motorcade to the Taiwan
consulate June 26 to protest the jailing
by Chiang Kai-shek's police of Chen Yu-
hsi, a former exchange student at the Uni-
versity of Hawaii. Chen was forced to
leave the U.S. last fall when the Chiang
government refused to extend his stay.

Chen Yu-hsi went to Japan rather
than return home. On February 8 he went
to the Japanese immigration office to ap-
ply for a renewal of his visitor's permit,
a routine matter, and has not been seen
since. According to UPI reports released
much later, Chen "voluntarily" boarded a
plan to Taiwan February 9 and was jailed
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there on charges of "sedition" and "trea-
son."

Chen has been held incommunicado

in Taiwan since February. Although he is

a civilian he is scheduled to be tried be-
fore a military court and he faces a life
sentence if convicted. The accusation lev-
eled against him to warrant such punish-
ment is that while in Japan he wrote for
a "Communist" newspaper, and that he had
considered going to the People's Republic
of China. Chen Yu-hsi's friends in Hawaii
have appealed for aid, asking that contri-
butions be sent to the Chen Defense Fund,
care of Dr. John Reinecke, 1555 Piikoi St.,
Honolulu, Hawaii 96822.
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