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INTRODUCTION

The articles printed in this collection first appeared in
Class Struggle, the magazine published in French and
English by the French Trotskyist group Lutte Quvriere.
They provide information on one of the important
questions facing the revolutionary movement today—
the nature of the Communist Parites in the capitalist
countries.

French revolutionary socialists, of course, have an
immediate and particulaf interest in this question. In
their political work every day, especially in the union (in
France the main union federation, the CGT, is
controlled by the Communist Party), they face constant
intimidation from the CP bureaucracy. Militants in the
CGT will be instantly expelled if they are exposed as
Trotskyists. Furthermore, at virtually every point the
CGT and CP act to hold back the struggles of French
workers-—taking the leadership of mass workers’
actions only when they must do so to prevent the
struggle from escaping their control.

The underlying assumption in these articles—that
the Communist Parties are not revolutionary socialist
parties aiming to lead the working class to power—is
taken for granted today among all tendancies on the
revolutionary left. The early revolutionary Communist
Parties of the Third International, which were formed
under the political impact of the Russian Revolution
and the revolutionary upheaval which swept across
Europe and Asia in its wake, were destroyed under the
influence of the Stalinist counterrevolution in Russia.
From the 1930s on, the Communist Parites have
consistently opposed working class democracy. In some
cases, as in Spain in the '30s, they actively crushed the
working class to help keep a liberal Popular Front
capitalist regime in power. In the late 1940s in Eastern
Europe, where capitalist relations had collapsed, the
Communist Parties under the domination of Moscow
served as agents, not for the socialist revolution but for
the extension of Stalinism. Much more recently, the
Communist Party in Chile maintained an alliance with
the Popular Unity government in Chile, which promised
the workers a ‘*Chilean Road to Socialism’’ but instead
physically and politically disarmed them and paved the
way for a brutal military dictatorship.

Under the impact of these events, and especially
because of the incredibly conservative strategies of the
Communist Parties in most capitalist countries in the
last 15-20 years—strategies which have often placed
the CP to the right of some.social-democratic labor
bureaucrats—many revolutionary socialists have con-
cluded that the Communist Parties- have become,
themselves, social democratic parties. This view is
maintained by the comrades of Lutte Quviere and is put
forward in the articles reprinted here. This view, very
quickly stated, is that the Communist Parites today
stand for the preserving of the rotten, decaying
capitalist system.

No one would deny that, at least on the surface, there
is some evidence for such a view. In the case of Italy,
for example, it seems that the only places where things
haven’t completely collapsed is in the cities under

Communist Party municipal administrations! In the
words of one factory owner in Bologna, Italy, *'Since I
joined the Communist Party, 1 haven't had any
strikes.””

The International Socialists in the United States,
however, do not share this view. We believe that it is
theoretically inadequate, and does not prepare the
revolutionary movement to deal effectively with the
politics of the Communist Parties in the new period -of
crisis and upheaval developing in the capitalist world.

We do not believe that the Communist Parties in
France, Italy, Portugal, the United States, and so one
are fundamentally tied to the interests of their own
capitalist, imperialist ruling classes. Their interests do
not depend on maintaining capitalist property relations
and political rule in their own countries, or on a world
scale.

It is, of course, true that the Communist Parties are
willing to make all kinds of alliances with capitalist
ruling classes for many purposes: to support the foreign
policy needs of the Soviet Union (or in a few cases,
China); to increase their own political respectability or
electoral position; or, and most especially, to join with
the capitalists in crushing any threat of an independent
revolutionary working class struggle for socialism.

The class loyalties of the Communist Parties,
however, are not to capitalism but to the bureaucratic
collectivist social system that exists in Russia and
China. A given Communist Party, while supporting this
system, may be loyal to either the Russian or Chinese
bureaucratic ruling classes, or for that matter
independent . of both. For the Communist Party
apparatus, at least, class loyalty is very clear: the CP
bureaucracy consciously identifies ‘‘socialism’’ with its
own control of society. For ‘‘models of progressive
social change,’” it looks to societies which are already
run by a similar bureaucratic elite. Its long-term goal is
to organize a social base for a bureaucratic revolution,

‘an alternative (o capitalism but one in which there is not

workers’ control, no democracy, no political freedom—
but a nationalized economy controlled from above. Its
loyalty, in short, is neither to capitalism or socialism,
but Stalinism—with or without Stalin.

Obviously, no Communist Party in the West
today—with the possible, and tentative exception of
Portugal—is prepared to launch anything like an
immediate struggle in a capitalist world now entering
the greatest world crisis since the Great Depression of
the 1930s. The revolutionary movement faces the
challenge of organizing rank and file workers’ struggles
and new revolutionary parties that can lead a struggle
for socialism. In this struggle we will have to face both
the capitalist rulers and the anti-working class
alternative of Stalinism. Theories of the Communist
Parties based on a 25-year period of -capitalist
prosperity, when no social transformation was possible
in the industrialized capitalist countries, are at best
inadequate to the world of today.

This and other points of view will be fully developed
in the discussion which the IS-is now beginning on the

" Communist Parties. The information in these articles

should help us prepare for this discussion.
—IS Educational Department



ON THE DOUBLE NATURE
OF THE MASS "STALINIST PARTIEZ'

The clectoral egitation of the past months egain raises a problem which
h2s preoccupiod all kinds of political commentators for several years - that
is, the ovolution of the French Commmist Party. It is certainly a long time
since the Communist Party geve riso to legends such as "the bolchevik with a
knife botwoen his teeth" : The bourgeoisie no longer foars it as the Party
of tho opposing class. Yet, although it is by far tho most important Party,
a8 tuch bocause of its mmerical importanco as bocause of its implantation,
it is kopt outaide of the basic workings of perli-montary domocracy.

In comparing the Fronch C.P. with the S.F.I.0., Guy Mollct said, a fow
years ego, that the C.P. wes not further to the loft of his porty but fiurthor
Lcete

Theso links with Moscow, which constitute tho main feeture of each C.Pe
in the eyes of its bourgeoisie, do not, however, secm to be mado of ever-
lasting matoriclc. And no one can say the CoP. will always remein the fifth
whocl of tho carriege of parlismentary govermmont, or at lcast its spare-
whool, sometimes useful, but usuzlly a superfluous obstruction. The question
of the ovolution of the French Communist Party is not an isolzted one: it is
that of 211 Staliniet Pertios. During the last querter of a contury, the
links of scversl Communist Pertics with tho Soviot bureesmecrccey wore put undor
sovore trial. Sometimes tliose links collapsed - a8 in the oceses of the Tugow
slav Commmist Perty, the Chinesc Communist Perty, the Albanian Communist
Perty, to montion the most femous - =and nearly everywhore else they slecken-
eds the phonomonom of polyccntrism cxistod long bofore tho word which des-
ignetes it. An oxception at first, it is now tho rulo.

It is conveniont and perfectly justified in certain respects to call,
as is customery, a "Stalinist Perty", any Party which orgeniscs its mcmbors
on the besis of a cortein ideology (if onc can reelly spoak of a Stclinist
"idoology"), a coriain politicel line, cortain methods, end which is, end has
boen in tho past, moro or less fimmly bound to tho Kromlin buroaucracy. In .
perticular, this dosignetion mckos it possible to distinguish thom from the
"yorkors" Pertics directly tied to the bourgooisio &s, for oxemplo, tho Social-
Domocretic Pertios ; it mekos it possible to romomber the poculicr characterw



istics of the C.Ps.

Nevertheless, a label emphasising the past or present dependence of these
parties on the Stalinist bureaucracy and the manrk left by this dependence on
their political and organisational methods, completely overlooks the nature of
tie rclations between these Partios and the masses of their own country, and the
relations they maintain with one another. And precisely their ties to the Moscow
bureaucracy is far from summing up all that is decisive in their nature.

The fussian C.P, is the only Stalirist Party which is unquestionably the
Party of the Stalinist bureaucracy, for it has a real social base in the bureau-
cratic stratum. It lives off the surplus value appropriated by this bureaucracy.
Its antegonisms only reflect those which divide the burcaucracy itself., Its for-
tune is written in that of the stratum which provides its bases and which it re-
presents politically.

As thorough as it might appcar, the dependence of the national Communist
Parties on the Stalinist bureaucracy has, however, a completely different na-
ture, end a completely differont meaning,

The burcaucracy is able to fashion the Communist Parties in its own image.
It can and does make them organically incapable of defending a revolutionary so=-
cialist political lince. It is able to turn them into apparstuses particularly
effective in opposing any left-wing danger and this io- the only lesson that no
Stalinist orgonisation has ever forgotten, even after having broken with its
former mentors. But for good reason it cannot provide them with the social base
wvhich determines the nature of the C.P. in Russia. Undisputably, during a whole
period, some Commnist Partics gained 2 considerable proletarian base in
their respective countries, as for cxample the German C,P, before 1933. Their
lecders could have broken with the Russian burcaucracy in order to put into
practice a revolutionary political line, but they would have neceded the capaci-
ty to do so, and history has proved their incapacity. Further on, we shall see
the more rocont evolution of the Corrmnist Pnrtics - the ono they have followed
for the last thirty years. During this period they have carried out a nationale
ist political line, a function of the interests of the Russian bureaucracy, a
sometimes chauvinistic one, and in the best case, a reformist one (it was some-
tines openly counter-revolutionary). Indeod, their growth on the basis of the
success of this political line brings up problems the theoretical solution of
which are not new, but the conscquences of which are.

When the national Comrmunist Party is weak, its existence depends on the
support of the Russian bureaucracy, of the latter's moral indorsement and of its
subsidies ; its political line is the local manifestation of the interests of
the Soviet bureaucracy. Freed from any political responsability towards. an



almost non-cxistent base, be it non-proletarian, lcad by men who have made ser=—
vility towards the Kremlin the highest virtue in political morality and spine-
lessnoss thoe criterion for recruitment, those parties are gonerally the most
degenerate of their kind, if there is a scale of values in this domain.

The English and American parties in the Western countries, the Egyptian
Porty in the underdeveloped ountries are typical examples, The former take ad-
veatage of the relative democrocy prevailing in their countries to convince
others anc theméelves of the necessity of their own existcice, whereas those of
the underdeveloped countries vegetate under the repression of regimes to which
their leaders give their support (if lioscow so orders) from inside their jails,
Any real political role is denied to thesc parties.

Things are quite diffcrent for a Communist Party witli roots in the massecs.
The very existence of such roots reveals that one or another stratum of the na-
tion have found a political expression in thet Party. The Party is no longer a
mero transmission belt for the Kremlin, is acquires a social content, its own
social basc. It is no longer subject only to the pressurc of the Sovict burcau-
cracy, but also to that of its own social base. Its covolution will be dctermin-
ed in the end by the outcome of these two contradictory pressures. The oscilla-
tions, the zigzags of its political 1ine reflect the tension caused within the
P2ty hy eny diffcrence between the interests of the buresucracy on one hand,
and its own basc on the other hand,

But what are the social strata that a Stalinist Party can win over ? Vhat
is the social base of a Stalinist Party with mass membership ? There is no one
answor to this question. This base is not the same in imperialist countries and
underdoveloped countrics. It is not the same in a country where the Party exer-
cises power because of the support of the Red Army, and in a country where it
scizes powor at the head of the agrarian meosses.

o [+]
]

In inperialist countries, the political line of the Stalinist Parties is
the same as that of the Social-Democratic parties. It gains influence on the
same strata as Social-Democracy = and to the detriment of the latter.

Analysing the double nature of the Commintcrn parties, Trotsky saw their
dain ‘internal contradiction not in the opposition between a leadership bound to
the Kremlin, and a proletarian base, as some Trotskyists do, but in the opposi-



tion detween the "two sources" from which they draw their support
"As far as the ex-Commintern itsolf is concerned, its social nature has a
double character : on one hand it lives on the subsides on the Kremlin,
and is submitted to its lcadership and in that scnse, the ex-commmist bu—
rcaucrat is the younger ond subaltern brother of the Sovict bureaucrat.
On the other hand, the -different apparatuses of the ex-Commintern draw
their subsides from the same sources as Social-Dcmocracy, that is the su-
perprof:;.ts of imperialism" (L. Trotsky, "After the Imperionlist !Peace! of
Manich"

The Communist Party gains the right to take advantage of these super-pro-
fits by its growth, by "its penetration into the ranks of the petty-bourgeoisie,
by its installnent in the state apperatus, the Unions, the perlianents, the mu-
nicipalities, etc..." We are actually dealing with the same functions, with the
sane strata as those influenced by Social-Democracy. Thus e covert struggle to
gain the support of these strata and to take over these funotions opposes the
Communist Party and the Social Derocerctic Party. This struggle does not reflect
the struggle of two classes : it is that of two rivals conpoting for the same
clients. In the countries where Social-Democracy has kept a predominant influ-
ence, as in England, Belgium and the Scandinavian countries, the Comxmnist par-
ties did not succeed in finding roots to a significant degree,

] ]

On the contrary, in underdeveloped countries, therc i no ncterial basis
for reformism. Ncither for Social-Democracy, nor for the Comxmmnist Party. Thus
the social role of a mass Stalinist Porty is entirely different fron that in an
inperialist country. Under certain conditions, in certain circumstances, the
Party can find an echo in the nesses, Not in the proletariat as a class but in
the strata which can be rade sensitive to the nationalist ."bourgeois-democratic”
political line inposed on the Comrmunist Party by Moscow : The urban and rural
petty-~-bourgeoisic,

By gaining influence on these strate, by inposing itself upon thc weok
local bourgcoisic as the sole representative and the principal defendcr of the
national intercsts, it can take power in certain favorable circuustancese

But setting out to conquer power already inmplies a virtual break with the
Krenlin bureaucracy, which can be imperceptible. If it is not completely oppos-
ed to the present foreign policy of the Soviet leadors. Once it has found its
own social base, the Party will act no longer as a transnission belt for the
Krenlin, but as a real representative of the petty-bourgeois nnsses of its coun—
try, ‘and as a guardian of the interests of thc national bourgeoisie. Whatever



its phrescology, it is no longer, strictly speaking, a Stalinist Party.

In any case, whether it takes place in the inperialist countries or in the
undcrdeveloped countries, the gnining of firn roots in the nasscs, the conquest
of a socinl tasc cauvc..s a looscning of the links with Moscow and ioplies in the
end the perspective of a break with the Sovict burc.ucracy.

In the inperinlist countries, the nore a Cowrminist Party wins the right to
cat out of thc "trough" of Social-Democracy (to take Trotsky's cxprcssion), the
less it needs the Krenlin's and the more it tonds to coupletely take the place
of traditional Social-Denocracy and thus to breck with the Krenmlir, but on a
refornist basise.

Lot us renark, by the way, that the diffeience between the analysis of
Trotsky and of somc of those who clain to speak in his nanc is hig enough. For,
if onc admits, os it is asserted in "The Ten Theses on Stalinism" for oxanple,
thot "the double naturc of thesc parties ... (proceeds) fron thcir double role,
prolotarian by their bascs in their countries, international instrunment for the
Soviot burecaucracy", onc must adnit quitc logicclly this stotenoent of the reso-
lution of the IVth International's IVth Congrcss.

",esin the countrics where the Comrmnist Parties are the most influential

in the workiny class, they can be led to begin to outline a revolutionary

oricnt “tien in contradiction with the dircctives of the Kremlin, under
excort_ornal conditions (advonced state of decay of the ruling classes) and
uncer Jhe pressure of poweriul revolutionary mass upheavel,"

In other words, undcr certain conditions, the contradiction caen be solved
in favour of one of the two antagonist terms which supposcdly determine the na-
twre of the Commnist Party,on this occasion its working class basc,in wiich
casc the Party is led to break its links with Moscow. If this annlysis of the:
double naturc of the Commnist Party wes correct, it would be the only way of
conceiving of the break of a Comrmunist Party with the Soviet burcaucracy.

It is quite cousistent with this sort of reasoning to characterize as a
workers! stote a state at the head of which stonds such a party which has broken
with the burcaucrccy,.

The characterization of the Chinese or of the Yugoslav State as workers'
states and thce characterization of the nature of Stalinist ies procced from
sinilar anclyscs (cssimilating the workcrs and the peasants) profoundly foreign
to Trotsky's.

The growing rescnblance boetween the big Western Commmunist Parties and
Social-Denocracy, owing to their growth within the sanmc strata of tho socicty



- 13 -

i3 finally the oxplanation for the polycentrisn of Viizcternm partics, of the Itcl-
ian in particular.

It is usclful to rcnmeiber that this phenonencn, today prosented as a new
s;opton of deep transfornccions within the "conrmmist" novenent ~ transforuo-
tions in which publications in the style of "Nouvel Observ-tcur”" anc the break
of a new dawn for the whole of thoe Ieft - was forescen by Trotsky ns logically
procceding fronm the double naturc of Stalinist pertics.

"Ten years ngo, it was prodicted that the theory of socialisn in one coun-

try was inevitcbly to lead to the deveclomuent of nntionalist trends in the

sactions of the Conintern. This prediction has becouc an cvident fact.

But, up to now, Czochoslovek, Ancrican, etc, Con-Chauvinisn, scened to be

and to o certain extont was the reflection of the intcrests of Sovist di-

plomacy” ("The defunsc of the US3 "). Today onc c~n surcly prodict the

cooing of a ncw stage. The develomnent of the iaperielist antagonisms, the
obvious approach of the dangers of the war and the no lass ovvious isola-
tion of the USGR will infallibly reinforce the n-tionzl certrifyml tr.nds
within the ex-Coriantern, Boch of its sections will begin to display a po=-
triotic p2licy on its owm account. Stnlin reconciled the Commnist Partiocs
of tnc Inmperialist democracies with their nationzl bourgeoisic. This stage
is now over. The bonapertist nctch-neker has acconplished iis role. Iron
now on the con—ciouvinists heve to take care of their owm fate, the inter-
ests of which deo not alweys coincide with the 'defense of USSR',"

It is inpossible to conciliate in the ond the responsability towards the
Sovict burcaucracy and the reapsunssbility towards a loczl social basc. Led to
choose undor circunstencos which require z choice - =nd if the bourgeoisic
lewves then the possibility to choosc - the lcaderships of nass Stalirist par-
tics cond up choosing their own basc. And this is quite consistent. The only par-
tics to stard by the burcsucracy will be thosc which - and they arc nuccerous in
the Vest as well as in underdeveloped countrics - dian't find a following in the
nasgcs, ond which goces on without a following, without a basc, without influcnccee

The evolution of the Fronch Coumunist Party, which we will decl with in
dotail in a coning article, fits wecll into this frope-worlkie It is subjected to
tae sane tonsion between fidelity to Moscow, and that of its rolo as a natiomal
refornist organisation,
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THE ~SANCF COMMUNIST AR iy s

In this isoue we begin the publicetion of a series of three crticles in
which we shell illustrote, throush the evolution of the Freach Cowmunist Perty,
the rcesons and circumstrmcees of the eppeerance of polycentrism. The first two
erticles, writien from e historicel ensle will be devoted, respectively, to the
growth of the sialinist party in France end its beheviour during tho Popular
Front period end et the boginning of tho torld Ver II. In c third erticle devot~
ed to the prescnt we shell draw ccnclusions from the ovolution of the C.P. es
e whole.

*

Nearly half a century ego, from the 25th to the 31at of December 1920,
the Congrost cf Tours took plecso, which was to decide to join the IlIrd Inter-
netional by 3208 votes pgeinst 1022 for the Parti Socialisto Unifid. Soon thie
rcjority took the nowe of Ceonmunist Porty of Fronce -~ French Section of thoe Come
mnist Intermetional (S.F.I.C.) wiile the minority orgeonised the Socialist Perty
(CaFL:0:)s 27 yeers later, the two brenches born of the same trunl still grow
scperately. But whilo s far ca the Cormmnist Iuternstionel is concerned, ths
clivege betveen tio wings of the sane socicl democratic perty wos to widen and
to lead to tiie forming of a proleterier reveolutionery perty opposed on o closs
besis to the roformist epparctus built by the minority, todsy tie two orgraise~
tiors born of the Tours Congrcos, both profess ¢ rofcrmiam which hes nothiag to
erousc the other party's cnvye.

And if today the cpostles of <ihe left sigh over the "™deplorcble split?
of 1920 ond the division tret rosulted from it, they cre eatitled to do so.uwith
far less hypccrisy then their predocossors of those jecrse Whod micht heve to--
ccmo ¢ @If is now but a narrow crack thet the C.P. docs its best to socl from
ycor to yomre
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The formidable revolutionary vave of 1517 which swept avay, first the tsar,
then the Korcusky govermment, vas considered by the revolitionists of that timo
only es the first of the tide that would vesh awey the foundetions of ceopitaliam
iz the rhole world. The victory of the Russian proletcriat would be followed by
tiaet of their comrades in the liest. The Commumnist Internationsl nrocleim:d in
1219, ves interlzd to be the instriment of strugple of tho internationel verking
class. Its national sections vovld offer bolshevik-style proleterian  leader-
siiip to the vorxers in cach coun’riese.

However, cven if the Russian Revolutior, followed by the formetion of the
Third Intermational nlayed the role of & catazlyst in the ;rthering of the best
clcments in the socialist and syndicelist movouments, even if they ceused tho
split of more or lesg importent factions of the Social-Democratic orgenisations
of the IInd International, even if the adhesions to the revolutiorary Interna-
tional increased, the problem of forming bolshevik-style lcaderships had nct how-
over been solved. Such z stceled lcadership in fact only existed in Russiae.

Tho difficudt task of haiding dayn its owvn expericice to young cections:
of e’ucciinyg them, of lcading them to educete therselves in their sirugzle, of
rro-ressively relieving them of those leaders who hed boen teo strongly marked
by their reformist past, in one vord, the vhole tesk of building revolutiiorary
loaderships fell to the bolshevils.

The bolshoevik party did not have cnouzh time to fulfill its tesk. The de-
~enoration of the first vorkerst Stote cansed its own degeneratione The predomin-
ant rolc played by the Bolshevik Party in the Commmunist International, formerly
a revolutionery factor, turncd into en unsermounted, if nct unsurmountavl-s,
obestacle to the ecouiring of a revolutioucry training by the sections of the C.Il.
Uncer the influcnee of the soviat burcaue—zey the International itself became
en amex to thie ussizn foreimn Office and the bounds of revolutionary fratcim-
ity provailing emong the scctions jave way to blind obodience to the Krenlin
lezCers. Of vhat had made thie streageh of the Bolshevik Perty end the Iaterna-
ticii2l, Stalia kept only a cross cariczture, or decenerated remzins, but e lkent
them having in mind their utility to the burcaucracy.

Started et Lenir's echool, the building of so-criled Cormunist Perties
reac.ied comletion at Ctalin's. liow, one doesn't learn to be a revolutionist oo
that celool. Ti» most one car lecrr at such e school is obedience ad sudmicsive-
ners. Sut to the exlent tl.at this sudbaission to the soviet bureaucrzcy excluced
revelutiorary training and politics, it made tiose parties irevitably receptive
tc reformism.

From them on, and it is the regult of the evolution of ‘lestern mass Stelin-
ist Parties, nothing is left to basically distinjuish them from their so-called
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"socialist" brothers except the subordination to Moscow, which is itsclf subject
to a severe trial.

The history of the French C.P. finds its placc in this fremc work.

Even if scveral elenents of a revolutionary syndicalist origin, such as
Hdosuer for example, played an important part in its foundation, its skeleton and
the overwhelming majority of its leaders were those of the Socialist Party, the
same S.P. which had so shamefully failed during the war. In fact, it was the
great majority of that Party which had chosen to join the 11Ird International
and the disbalance of 3 to 1 between the majority and the minority delegates at
the Tours Congress, was even greater than the disbalance among the Party members,
As a nmatter of fact, the C.P. gathered 130,000 members of the P.5.U., whereas
the S.F.I1.0. only gathered 30,000,

However, the fact of accepting the 21 conditions of the IIIrd Internation-
al and the new name of "Communist" didn't directly transform the nature of the
Party's leadership. Several months later, the IIIrd Congress of the C.,I. accused
the French leaders of being "detestable opnortunists". This statement of Paul
Faure, one of the leaders of the Tours Congress minority, shows how little he
was scared by the tenderfoot "bolshevism" of his opponents:

"Let me tell you that you are not strangers to me: I know you well enough

for I have often been in your companye. So, when suddenly I see you take

on at the right moment airs of experienced communists, I smile and go my

way" .

One must say that Paul Faure was in a position to make a judgement on his
ex-friends, Marcel Cachin, Frossard and Co, who had studied with him at the
same schools of reformism and social-patriotism, during the war.

Frossard, First General Secretary of the new party, was to explain later
on to what extent even the draconian requirements of the "21 conditions" had
no hold over the congenital opportunism of those newly-converted comrmnistse
"We were unable to take the 21 conditions seriously".

In fact, the leaders of the Comnmist International were aware of this
sad reelity. Lsnin, who used to say thet you couldn't catch an opportunist with
foraulas, knew perfectly well that no condition however draconian, would auto=
natically elirminate a1l the reformists fron the International. But for the
Bolsheviks, the split of the Tours Congress was not the outcome of the struggle
for a revolutionary party in France, it was only the beginning.

The new C.P., as a whole and its leaders in particular inherited the se-
rious defect of a long reformist, social-democratic past in the P.S.U. A radi-
cel trancformation of the habits, the practices and the political line, was
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necessary. And this transformaetion meant a long and exacting struggle. In fact,
there was little chance to change Cachin, Frossard, Verfeuil or Fabre into bol-
shevik leaders; what was needed was a new generation, with new revolutionary and
proletarian traditions to emerge from thc mass of youth entering the Party be-
cause it was for then the symbol of the October Revolution.

This struggle against the opportunist petty bourgeois, free mason elements
of the Party's leadershir, marked the 1920-23 years. The "rrench problen" was
even one of the most important concerns of the iInternational during that period.
The texts published in Humbert Droz's: book sent by the C.I. in Frence, "IL'oeil
de lioscou", attests to the sharmness of the strugzle within the Party and the
wealmess of the actual support that the C.I. could rely on inside.

Opposing a right wing fraction, with nothing to distinguished itself
either humanly, or politically from the S.F.I.0. lealers, opposing a heteroge-
neous centre vwhich fluctuated as did llarcel Cechin, the I.C. could politically
rely only on a relatively weak left wing whicl was poorly educated, sectarian,
and itself heterogeneous.

Only after two years of struggle, near the beginning of 1923, did the
Party succeed in eliminating from its leadership thc most notorious opportunist
elements, the members of masonic lodges, the reformists who openly oppoced any
discipline in the International. The resignation of Frossard fron the General
Secretariat and from the Party, on January 1, 1924, indicated in a way the end
of the first period of the Party's trarsformation,

The elimination of the right and of part of the cantre put an end to a
long crisis, And the government's repression, as well as the arrest. of a certain
number of leaders (it was at the time of the struggle against the occupation of
the Rhur by French Imperialism) rewelded the unity of a heterogeneous party
tern by fractional and persoinel struggies. But even at that time, the Interna-
tional ropresentative anticipeted a loss of 50-6(% before a genuine consoiida-
tion could take place on a sound basis  provided that "the new leadership
werks all right".

Whatever tihe intransigence of the International's leadership toward the
most reformist clements, its constant concern was to educate the Party in order
that the elimination of this or tiaat leader would rnot appears as the result of
blind submission to orders coming from aoove, but as something necessary to
give the party a sound revolutionary leadership and political line,

During the years of 1925-26, the control by the Stalinist .faction over,
the apparatus of the Bolshevil Party as well as that of the International grew
stronger and stronger.
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The very idea of the possibility of "socialism in one country" put forward
for the first time by Stalin in 1924, inplicitly neant a fundemental chenge in
the orientation of the International. From an instrument of world revoliution
capable of reinforcing and of completing the work started by October 1917, it
was to become an instrument designed to perpetuatc the status quo. According to
the Stelinist faction, what the workers' State nceded was not revolutions in
other countries, but peace, calm and the time necessary to build "socialism at
a turtle's pace". Ccnsequently the task which now fell to the International was
to guarantee the U.S,S.R. this peece.

It followed quite naturally from this that since the goal assigned to the
natiqnal'sections was no longer to prepare revolution, there was 10 need for
varties morally, politically or organisationally capable of leading the worling
class toward revolutionary struggle.

Revolutionary experience and integrity as prerequisite qualities for the
militant and the leader faded into the background "before becoming mortal sins"
and gave way to staunch obedience to Kremlin cirectives. There was no longer
any need to understard in order to act more correctly. It was enough to submit
to commands.

The slow but thorough change in the International took place at a moment
whon the French section was still too young, too uneducated, not sufficiently
trained, not sufficiently free of its opportunist leadership to detect this fun-
dapental shift, and especizlly to oppose it. On the contrary, the opportunism
of leaders like Cachin predisposed it support Stalin in the struggle between
his centrism and the revolutionary wing of the Bolshevik TIarty.

The exhiortation to revolutionary discipliue curing the time of Lenin's
Intornztional bore lete and rotten fruit under Stalin, and it was in the nane
of this "discipline" undcrstood as servility that the centre of the French C.P.
ettacked a left wing which was inadequately armed to wage a fight.

In the name of the "Bolshevisation" of iie party, the C'I. set gbout to
elinminate all leeders suspected of having ever so little sympathy for the left
opposition or ever so little intellectual indcpendence. And the purged lecder-
ship acted the same way toward the rank and file militants. Endowed with the
title of "bolshcviks", the Sémards and Cachins slirinated in 1924-25 one by one
Souvarine, Fonatte, Rosmer, Loriot - precisely those who came over to the Octo-
ber Revolution right from the start and who, after having been the initiators
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of the French C,P. remained its soundest elements,

The party severely felt the effects of the so-called bolshevisation and of
the "class against class" policy which it followed at the end of ti.e tuwentics.
Its membership fecll almost constantly until '31. Countiig nore than four tines
as many nenbers as the S.F,1.0. at the time of the split, it had fewer in 1931.
1920 - 130,000 meubers; 1927 - 64,000; 1931 - 29,000,

The loss cf militants is espec1a11y percevtlble in the industrial zones.
According to Fauvet, tho lost was 457 in Paris, 42 in Marscille, and 78% in the
ironworks of the East.

Having inkerited an inportant part of the working class basc of the ex-PSU
the French scction of the C.I. (S.F.I,C.) rapidly lost a large part. -

It kopt influconce and solid roots only in the Paris region in the poorest atrata
of the proleteriat who sew in the C.P. the Party of the October Revolution, and
in some rural zoncs of the centre of Francz2, owing to the fact that it was the
nost radicelly opposed to the governnent.

Whatever the disastrous consequences of the political linc of Third Period
inposed by the Kremlin, the C.P. followed it faithfully as long as it was in-
posed. The parges carried out by the Stalinist leadership of the Intecrnetional
hed been efficients from then on the party was honogcneous and just as the so-
viet bureaucracy wished it to be staunchly obedient. Its political line was to
f eithfully follow all the twists and turns of Stalinist politics.

The party cane out of this period nunericelly weckened with dirinished in-
fluence, politically isolated, Neverthelcss it was dwring this veriod that it
achieved unity, that it gave itself the structure it has today, that it acquired
its cadres. It was curing this period that it educated the prototypes of Stalin-
ist nilitants, devoted, politicelly narrow-ninded and obedient to the party lea-
cdership, just as the latter is obedicnt to the soviet bureaucracy.

Thus, it was as a porfect Stalinist party that the S.F,I.C, was to con-
front the two great periods which, each for different reasons, helped transform
it into a nass party, the nost important French political party: first, the Po-
pular Front perind and then that of the Resistance and the Liberation.



WHENCE AND- - WHITHE R

THE FRENCH COMMUNIST -D/-\PT(LY[)?

From the Congress of Tours till the chznges foreboding the Fopular Front,
fifteen yeers went by. Ten of these yeers the rrench Communist Party spent in
tlie motrix of the Kremlin bureavcracy. The Party came out of "bolshevisation"
nuaericelly ircekened, little implanted, reduced to its simplest form, as it woros
to ita upperatus. But tlis zpperatus ves complete, polished and it functioned
beautifully. Its structurc was that of the perfect Stalinist party, its obedicn~
ca to Yoscow was flawless, its lcadership was homogencous : it was to remain
prectically uncharged for thirty yesrs. From then on, its deperndence on the
Soviet bureaucrzcy was to be its grideline, its main driving forez, vhich,
caanging dircection but kecping its intensity, was to influence all the tvists
end turns of its politiczl line.

The importance of tre Pepular Front period is duc to the fact thot for the
first tiase, the farty gained a solid implantction asong tic mesuses. On the basis
of & rciformist, nationalist policy, it vas to grow considerably. Aftcer tho
fashion of the Social~Democratic Party and in competition with it, it was to
zain access to the "trousgh" of inperialism's supcer-oprofits. In conscouence it
bocame a national party in the fullest sensc of the word — al-iost a govern—
mental party —— and then it was to be submitted to the pressures of ivs own
social bese, of its own public opinion. Representing the intcrests or the Soviet
burconcracy by its orising, end those of its own social bese becausc of its im-
slentetion, it will ro lonser be free of the tension betuveen these two entezo-
ristic forcese And vhen the Geran-Sovict Pact and thc first periol of the war
vas to increesc this tonsion, vhen the impossibility of conciliating thuse two
interests nov obviously contradictory vas to impose a difficult choicc, the
party knew its first bis crises which vere of diffcront nature from those accon-
pexying its grovth. And they were not to be the last ones.

It is not our subject hero to describec end anelysc the vorkers' upsurges
between 1935 and 1938, nor oven to exanine the rolc plered by the Commnist
Party, in theso upsurgcec. All the less since, 28 far as *h2 cvolutvion of the
Co.munist Party is conceirncd, tho only significence of those upsurges is that
they gave tiac party social 1oots it had not bofore. that was the naturo of these
roots ? Od the basis of vhat volicy were they geined ? These ero the gquestions
which interest us herc. And to bogin with, rhat are the factors which pcrmitted



the Commnist Farty to break out of its isolation and to find the support of the
masscs?

Two factors are decisive here. The working class upsurges and the general
political revival which was to push new socizl strate towards the working class!
organisations, and thc new orientation of the Intcrnaticn:® which was to give to
the policy of the Stalinist organisations a reformist and nationalist content.

Soon after the defect of the German working class and Hitler's coming to
power, the Soviet burcaucracy tcgan one of these 180° turns vhich characterise
its policy. Feecling thrcatened by German imperialism, it loolzed lfor its salva-
tion towards a system of collective security. This systom implics a rapproche~
ment with the "Western democracies" which benefited from the imperialist Peace
of Versailles, and thus was thrcatened by the German demands. France had a pri-
vileged situation in this plan. From then on, the rcle given to the Comrunist
Party will be to contributc, within the limits of its strength, to pushing go-
vernment policy in the direction of a strengthencd opposition to Hitler's Germn-
ny. The denunciation of the Treaty of Versailles, which was still the day before
one of the leit-motifs of the Stalinist propaganda, was to be put aside, and the
reinforcement of French military potenticlity was to be openly supported. The
Pact of lMutual Assistance signed May 2, 1935, bctween the governments of the
Soviet Union and France was to be followed by a comrmniqué vhich declared that
"Ifr. Stclin understands and fully approves of the policy of national defence
carricd out by I'rance in order to maintein its ermed strength at the level need-
ed for security”". The Stalinists fell into step with this, discarding the furi-
ous antimiliterism which had becen theirs for years, they discover in the Fronch
army onc of the main factors for the defcnce of the U.S.S.R. In consequence, the
strugglc for the strengthening of "French democracy" in the face of the fascist
thrcat becomes a great revolutionary virtuec.

And this is vhen the dialectic of History was to play a trick on the
Soviet bureaucracy. It is on the bureaucrzcy's injunctions and to defend its in-
terests, that it imposcd a nationalistic and even chauvinistic policy on the
Frencn Communist Party. But under the pressurc of its now rank and file gaincd
on the basis of this nationalistic policy, the Commnist Perty in the end became
nationalist on its own account, even when this nationalism turncd against the
interests of the buresucracy. Specking of an cevolution which was developing in -
his time but wiich reached its ultimate conclusionsg only in our time, Trotsky
wrote:

"Stalin reconciled the Communist pearties of the imperialist dcmocracies

with their national bourgcoisie. This stage is now over.' The bonapartist

match-maker has accomplished his role. From now on the com=chauvinists
have to take care of their own fatc, the intcrests of which do not always
coincide with the "defence of the U.S.S.R."



-9

It is obvious that this new orientation toward the foreign policy of the
French government was to lead to a similar orientation in other fields. Nation-
alism was to imply reformism. The struggle to unite all the national forces op-
posed, or supposedly opposed, to Fascist Germany, completed the struggle for an
international anti-Hitler Front. From the "class against class" policy of equat-
ing social-democrats and fascists, they switched to a shameless courting of
these very social-democrats and even, if not especially, to the radicals. If the
consolidation of the Popular Front and its coming to power would not have been
possible without the working class upsurge and the swing to the left, if the
bourgeoisie accepted it because it was liable to check the popular movement, for
the Commmnist Party it was a necessity which had nothing to do with th#s working
class upsurge. For the Communist Party the main interest of the Popular Front
was the alliance of the national anti-Hitler forces. The building of this alli-
ance vas the main aim of the French Communist Party in the field of internal po-
licy,

The swing to the left, even if it played only a cantingent role in the
determination of the politics of the Communist Pdfty, was nonetheless to have
major importance for two reasons. First, by mmerically strengthening the Party
and by permitting it to win a certain number of positions in the course of muni-
cipal, then legislative elections, it was to give it an importance it lacked be-
fore. Then, the necessity of chanalizing and checking the social explosion made
the Socialist and Radical Parties much more open minded towards the Communist
Party, whose collaboration was to become very useful. Thus the very influx of
the workers who turned towards the Communist Party as the workers' party, haloed
by its ties with the supposed continuators of the October Revolution, was capi-
talized on by the C.P. in order to carry out a nationalistic policy.

Once again it is not our object here to examine the counter-revolutxan—
ary role played by the Communist Party during the period of the strikes. ("We
have to lmow when to end a strike", etc). The fact remains that owing to the
working class upheavals and to the Popular Front, the Party grew rapidly. From
1932 to 1936, its electorate doubled and its membership increaaed ten-fold.

Besides, it would be erroneous to believe that the develomment of its im-
plantation was only due to the influx of struggling workers. In fact, it played
both sides. It's line of neophyte nationalism and of opportune reformism exer-
cised an influence on petty-bourgeoise circles as great as that of its broaden-
ed halo as the revolutionary party within the working class. Baving discovered,
according to Moscow's orders, the patriotic virtues of the "Marseillaise", the
French flag, Joan of Arc and the French democracy, the Party was not to misa any
ocoasion to makn the chauvinist petty-bourgecis's hsart throb.

If not yet-q "party entirely like the others”, the Commmist Party of



1937 vas to be quite different from the Commmunist Party of 1932. It had strong
sociel roots, 300,000 members, 1,500,000 electors, 70 deputies, two senators,
hundreds of city councilmen, more than two thousands mayors. The trade-unions®
unificetion 2llowed it to lay hands on the most important federations of the
united C.G.T.. I'rom now on it vas to be fimly implented in the labor aristo-
cracye

It stopred living only off the bureaucracy's subsides. It had its own na-
tional "trovgh", suppligd by the super-profits of French imperialism, to vhich
from then on it had access, oving to ~ to use Trotsky's expression - "its pene-
trzation into the petty-bourgeoise" ranlis, its installation in the State eppara-
tus, in the trade-unions, the parliaments, the municipelities, ctc..."

The end of the swing to the left, the rctreat of the workers and even the
211 of the first and sacond Léon Blum government did not lessen the nctionalist
zeel of the Communist Partye. They had a double interest : not only orders from
Hoscor:, but henceforth also their own interest as a national party. The politica
of the "nationel union" pays, and pays well. Before the withering away of the
Populer Front, it wes to even defend thc idea of a French Front, in which would
be included, aside from radicals and social-democrsts, the liborals and the
moderates. After the final defeat of the Popular Front, it rushed to give its
accord to a government including practically the whole French political spectrum
from Thorez to Peul Reynsud. If the plan didn't work out, it was not the feult
of the Communists.

The increasing movement to the right, of the successive governments rce
lieved the I'rench Comrunist Party from the quasi governmental responsabilitics
thich it had assumed under the I'opvler Front. It continued, hovever, to ncedle
the government and its propeganda i-as concentrated on the demcnd for & greater
firmess tovard Germany. ihen the occasion arose, it voted for war credits.

After these increasincly vehement expressions of nationalism, the announcee
nent of the Gemman-Soviet Pact on August 25rd, 1939, fell like a bomb. ieversing
their policy of collective security with the western democraesies, Stalin conclu=
ded a non-zggrossion pset with yesterdzy's .cnemy. In the confliet vhich was to
breek out some days later, the U.S.S.R. was to find itself in fact on the side
of Cermeny. Aiftcr five yecars of anti-German, nationslist politics, the Cormunist
Yexrty was to find itsslf having to defend Stalin®s decision arnd the order which
g8 given to attack the impericzliam of its own bourgcoisie... as well as that
of Germany. After voting for military credits, after propagandising for the
roinforcement of the militery potenticl of Frapce, it was to find itself obliged
to preach rovolutionary defestism and the slogan "the cnemy is in our own lend".

Aftcr the euphoria of the llational Union, the party came up against the
open hostility of public opinion and of part of its own renk anc file. For a



few woeks it tried to conciliate the unconciliable. Still defonding the German-
SCoviet Pact, it declared that "thec I'rcench Communists --ill colaborate tithout any
regervations in nstional defence". Thorez himself declared that :
"if Hitler, in spite of all, starts tho var, then let him kmow that ho
will find opposing him, the pcople of France united, with tho Communists
in the firdt rank, rcady to defend the scecurity of the country, freedom
and independance of the peopleo®.s

Forced to chose botween submiscion to iioscow and the interests of the base
of their perty, the most faithful leaders remsined uncertain and rcluctant to
take & position. The cleavage among the leaders reflected thet of the whole
pa-ty. Violent repression on the part of the State which struck the party, and
its militants, thcreby provoking a self-defence rcaction and numerous calls to
order from iloscor were necessary for the party to correct its line. This was
done at the end of the year. But the party had lost 22 of its 72 doputies, en
important pert of its leadership and of its militants. Of the two contradictory
forces to vhich it was submitted, loyalty to iloscov had prevailed. Lowcver this
had not been without difficulties. And once again faced with repression, its
publications outlewed, its leaders in jail, its municipal and perlementary
positions eliminated, the C.P. needod a new nationalist poriod, tho period of
the Resistance and of tho Liberatiom, to recover the influcaco it had lost.



WHENCE AND WHITHER
THE FRENCH COMMUNIST PARTY 2 ()

' The Hitler-Stalin Pact dealt a severe blow to the French C.P. The complete
and obvious opposition between the policy of the Soviet Bureaucracy and that of
the French Bourgeoisie left no room to manoeuvre and temporize. The French C.P.
had to make a choice. After violent shake-ups it chose to defend the Bureaucra-
cy's political line. But the cost of its choice was high. The Party's social
base, won during five years of a nationalist and reformist political line, fell
apart. Outlawed and persecuted, it lost its town-councils, deputies and elected
officials of all kinds, control over a great part of the trade-unions : all that
gave it a function, a social role inside the capitalist society. Accustomed, for
five years, to sail with the wind, supported by a public opinion favourable to
its policy of national defence, to its wisdom of a newly national party, after
1939, it smashed up against the very wave of chauvinism which it had ridden just
before.

Just as at the beginning of the thirties, the C.P. was once more nearly
reduced to its apparatus. Nevertheless, the very ferocity of the government re-
pression counterbalanced to a certain extent the dislocating consequences of the
turn of '39, at least on the level of the apparatus. To restructure and consoli-
date the apparatus, to adapt it to the conditions of clandestinity was a quest-
ion of life or death. The repression left no time for the party to resolve its
crisis, no possibility for the militants to think over their choice. And it was
actually under Daladier and well before the German invasion that the C.P. train-
ed itself for the clandestine struggle and again acquired the experience of in-
ternment camps and prisons.

Considered superficially, this two year period between 1939 and the inva-
sion of the Soviet Union might appear as a return to proletarian international-
ism by the Party after five years of a chauvinist political line. In fact, these
five years had left their traces, and the C.P. was already organically incapable
of carrying out a proletarian political line in any domaine whatsoever. Even if
it threw a curse upon both imperialist camps, it did so in the name of well
understood national interest. As the now underground "Humanité" proclaimed :
"Neither the British soldiers with de Gaulle, nor the German soldiers with
Pétain! Long live the unity of the French Nation!" The fight for "French inde-
pendence” remains the leitmotiv of Stalinist propeganda, only Churchill's name
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is sometimes added and sometimes replaces Hitler's as the main enemy of that in-
dependence, Nevertheless nationalism is not something abstract. It must take
concrete form in submission to the policies of the national Bourgcoisie. The lat-
ter and its "puvblic opinion" had no need for the abstract nationalism of the

C.P. which, in spite of that nationalism, remained in a false position until

June 22, 1941,

The invasion of the Soviet Union by the German army was considered by the
Party as a real deliverance., After a two year interruption, loyalty to the
Soviet Bureaucracy and conformity to national interests (i.e. those of the na-
tional bourgeoisie) are again compatible.

The Party followed with all the more enthusiasm this order to throw itself
with all its strength into the fight against Germany, as this gave it the chance
to find its place again in the "national union", at the leaest in the one which
was formed around de Gaulle, The C,P, again became vhat it had chosen as its
vocation to be: the patriots' party. From then on it was out of the question to
bring a curse upon both German and Anglo-3axon imperialism. The unreserved adhee
sion of the Soviet Union to the democratic bloc in opposition to the fascist
bloc imposed upon the C.P. a unitary political line in relation to everyone who
was not pro-German. The C.P. no longer distinguished itself from other anti-
German organisations except by greater combativeness and a more repugnant chauve
inism.

Although still underground and subject to even more ferocious repression,
the Party recovered its audience. At first at the base, not only did it appear
anevw as a national party, but as the national party the most, if not the only,
organised, trained and prepared to fight.

It was to control almost the whole of the inner resistance organisations;
it draws on and organises all those who want to fight the Occupation. At the
summit then, the Party makes a pledge of allegiance to the representatives of
French imperialism among the Allies, to de Gaulle in particular.

On April 4, 1944, for the first time in its history, two C.P. leaders,
Grenier and Billoux, enter a bourgeois government, or that which takes its place:
de Gaulle's French Committee of National Liberation. This meant the recognition
and consecration of its role by the pro-Ally political representatives of the
French Bourgeoisie.

Mingling the hammer and the sickle with the cross of Lorraine, the Party
tried to identify itself with the Resistance movement - a goal which was reached
in fact, under de Gaulle's patronage.

Thousands of its militants were sacrificed on the altar of the collaborate
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ion with the Bourgeoisie. But the Party obtained the right to appear in a free
France hand in hand with the other political formations, as a genuine national

party, and even as a party in power,

It is impossible to understand the present evolution of the French Commun-—
ist Party without grasping the meaning and the consequences of its politics
during the Resistance and Liberation periods. For it is during that period that
the Party acquired the implantation vhich it maintzins even today and which
finally determines its nature.

From the moment when the U.S.S.R. entered the war until the beginning of
the Cold War, almost 3ix years, the interests of the Soviet Bureaucracy coincid-
ed with those of the allied imperialists in general and the French Bourseoisie
in particular: first, to defeat Germany and afterwards to assure the transition
from war to peace without damage, without collisions, in other words, without
the threat of proletarian revolution.

More total and more open than any ever carried out by Social-Democratic
Party in 1914, the shameless policy of "Union Sacrée" followed by the French C.P.
as by the other Stalinist parties was, after all, only the local form taken by
the Holy Alliance between the bureaucracy and imperialism symbolized by Yalta.

In this sense, its chauvinism and later on its openly counter-revolutionary poli-
cy was only the reflection of the interests of the Russian Bureaucracy.

Nonetheless, through its policy of rolling up the sleeves, by helping to
rebuild the capitalist economy and the state apparatus, by taking control of and
strangling any initiative on the part of .the workers, the French C.P. accomplish~
ed its own social role (nationel): the same role that had been given to Social-
Democracy after the First World War. The social base it had acquired thereby
was of a similar nature to thst of Social-Democracy. The French C.P. acquired it,
if not to the detriment of the socialists, - since the latter experienced a re-
lative growth, too - et least in competition with them.

The development of the Party, the growth of its social roots were tremend-
ously accelerated. Its members numbered 330,000 in 1937, 545,000 in 1945 and
804,000 in 1946. Its voters, approximately, 1,500,000 in 1937 (15% of the bal~
lots) grew to 5,400,000 (28% of the ballots) in 1946. This increased influence
took shape in 158 deputies (out of 544), by the take over of thousands of town
councils, of regional posts. Lastly, the Party held posts in the government and
in the State apparatus.

Among those hundreds of thousands of new comers who swelled the Party's
ranks and among those millions who voted for it, few did so because they consi-
dered it a revolutionary Party. In their eyes, it was indeed a left-wing Party
but was especially the Party of the "Resistance" and, even more, a Party in
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power. Furthermore, it must be said that the Party experienced a huge influx of
patriotic, petty-bourgeois members or even simply of careerists. It developed
very little, or even lost members in the industrial areas of northern France,
the Pa;xs area and in the Southeastern region (according to Fauvet's Histoire re du
P,C.F

Firmly rooted in the petty-bourgeoisie, in the labour aristocracy through
its control of the C.G.T. apparatus, in the local administrations, the C.P. has
maintained these roots up till now. The present social base of the Party is the
same as in 1945-46, It was acquired thanks to a political orientation dictated
by the needs of the defence of the Soviet Bureaucracy. But it became - and still
is -~ a hot house for a whole set of national influences completely alien to
Moscow.

The convergence of the interests of the two poles which determine the po-
litical line of the French C.P. did not last. The beginning of the cold war, by
putting an end to the international Holy Alliance, also put an end to the Holy
Union so profitable for the C.P. For six years the Party was again rejected by
all other French political formations, even those who stood in the opposition,
and was forced to adopt at the same time a more rigid political line.

For the same reasons as in 1939, the C.P. underwent vacillations in 1947,
vhen, once again, the interests of the bureaucracy and those of the bourgeoisie
no longer coincided. This divergence of interests cost the C.P. its place in the
government, its position as a party in power. Moscow had some difficulty rein-
forcing its ties with the C.P. and reminding it of its duty. At the meeting of
the Cominform which took place a few months after the ouster of the Communists
{rom the government, the French Communist Party was singled out for admonition.
<t was accused of "having permitted Ramadier and Blum to manoeuvre it", of hav=
ing continued to present itself as a government party, etc. Of course, such at-
vitudes had been not only condoned but even prescribed by Moscow two years earl-
ier, But the French C.P. had been so accustomed to the peaceful situation of a
government party that it was ready to stay in such a situation on its own ac~
zount, even against the will of the Kremlin.

If, in spite of all, the contradictions between the French C.P. and the
bureaucracy did not lead to a split and if, in spite of its hesitations the
French C.P. had, once again, followed the shift in policy, it is due to the fact
that on one hand it did not lose all it had and on the other hand what it lost,
it wag already bound to lose.

The French bourgeoiaie no longer wanted the C.P., to take part in the go-
vernment, thus, in this matter, the party had no choice. On the other hand, al-
though thrown back into the opposition and even isolated within the opposition,
it lost neither its town-councils, its deputies, nor its control over the C.G.T.,
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in cne word, it kept all that makes its strength: it kept its roots. Thus, this
change was nothing comparable to the 1939 disaster.

Even if, during the '51-52 period, virulent anti-Americanism, adventurist
actions such as the demonstration against Ridgway, which were imposed upon the
Party, resulted in a certain decline of its influence, the loss of 1/3 of its
members and of part of its voters, the C.P. never really went aguinst the stream.
Basically the petty-bourgecisie was quite satisfied with this anti-American na-
tionalism. The isclation of the Party was political, but it never implied a
break with the strata which enabled it to develop.

Since 1953, after the vote for Mendés-France, and especially since 1956,
after the vote of special powers for Guy Mollet, the Party broke this political
isolation from other formations. It is now reintegrated into the official oppo~
sition, Today, its perspective is to become a government party.

¥hat has become of the French Communist Party? Where is it going? Is its
policy still determined by its ties with Moscow?

The French C.P., is a big party, and is strongly implanted among the masses,
Large strata of the nation have found their political expression in the Party.
It is no longer a simple transmission belt of the Kremlin: it has found a social
content, a social base of its own. This social base is that of Social-Democracy,
finding its roots in the enterprises through the seizure of the union apparatus,
a seizure which permits it to benefit from the privileges the bourgecisie ac-~
cords to the labour aristocracy. It has taken root also, to an even larger ex-
tent, in the management of town-councils and local administrations. "Special
time" for the union delegates, subsidies given to trade~unions and town-councils,
remuneration of the members elected, these are the channels through which, ac-
cording to Trotsky's expression the C.P. "draws at the same source as Social-
Democracy, that is from the super-profits of imperialism".

The French C.P. is no longer subject only to t..e pressures of the Soviet
Bureaucracy, as it had been during the first period of its existence, but also
to that of its own social base.

It is subject to the imperative pressures of its function as a national
reformist party, and to those of its national base. And it is determined to bon-
efit from all the prerogatives of a national party not even excluding the exer-
cice of power. This, of course, within the framework and in the interest of the

capitalist system.

In fact, the evolution of the French C.P. - similar to that of all the
mass Communiat Parties in the Western countries - leaves no doubt as to the di-



rection resulting from the influence of the two forces which determine its po-
litical line.

Time does not work in the same way on these two forces; whercas one of
them, that which comes from tre social base of the Party, becomes more and more
powerful, the other, that whic: keeps the Party under Moscow's influence, decli-
nes. And this is the only possinsle evolution.

For how, in fact, do the tles connecting the French C.P. to the bureaucra-
cy on one hand, and those connec’ing it to the national bourgeoisie on the cther
hand, manifest themselves? For t..e former these ties arc based upon the material
support of the Kremlin; for the jatter, they are based upon that part of the im-
perialistic superprofits alloted to the C.P. as a national-reformist party. To-
day, "Moscow's gold" is more and more a legend and it represents very little
compared to that fountain-head which is constituted by the superprofits of French
imperialism,

But not only on the level of material support is the pole of attraction of
the bureaucracy giving way to thst of the national bourgeoisie. The ties to one
or the other pole are also deterined by men, by leaders. The loyalty towards
Moscow of men such as Thorez or Duclos still bore the faded mark of the October
Revolution, and above all, was cnaracterised by the long and hard school of ab-
solute obedience to which Stalin had subjected all party leaders. But that gen-
eration is ageing and by and by - isappearing, or finally adapting itself. And
the ncw generation, the :ne now taking over responsability at the federal level
and even in the Central Committ: 3, this generation was formed at the chauvinist
school of the Resistance. it has never known loyalty against the winds and tides,
against "public opinion". It has known only a loyalty whose political consequen-
ces suited the tastes of trat same public opinion.

The attachment of this reneration to Moscow is to a large extent the re-
flection of that of the precedin;; generation. And in so far as the new genera-
tion has an attachment of its own. it is not to the Russia of Soviets, but to
the Russia of Stalingrad, Russia ‘he ally during the patriotic resistance period.
Thereby even this attachment is endowed with a nationalistic tinge. By their
personal ties, by their affinitiecs, these new leaders are brought closer and
closer to their colleagues in Parliament, municipal counsellors and others, -ac-
complishing a social function snmilar to theirs.

For a long time the Fren: C.P. was considered the most Stalinist of the
Western Commmist Parties, and y this appellation was meant its unconditional
submission to the Buresucracy. ut, if the expression of "polycentrisam" comes
from the Italians, as far as %s application is concerned, the French C.P. has
gone almost as far as the Itaian C.P, For its submission to the Kremlin, by
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forcing it to follow a policy determined by the interests of the Russian bureau-
cracy, prevents it from following the policy of a rzally national party, cven if
today it does not force it to confront dramntic choices. Onc has only to see how
disngreemcnts in the field of foreign policy impede the rapprochement with
Mittcrand and the Féddération de la Gauche (ospecially those lisagreements cone-
cerning the Common Market, "Buropeanism", or the Atlantic Trcaty). And behind
those divergences between organisations stands the warning of the bourireoisie
which is neither willing nor able to fully recognize the C.P., unless it is
rcady to support the bour;coisic's foreign policy, whatever it may be,

Precisely in order to carry out a forcign policy in harmony with its no-
tioral-party interests, the C.P. is obliged, if not to complctely break with
loscow, at least to win the right to determine its own policics. The explicit or
implicit claim conteined in "polycentrism", that is the right for a C.P. to clab-
orate its own political line, is only the theoretical justification of the ncces-
sity imposed on a party by its social nature. In this sense polyccntrism, far
from being the cause of the weakening of ties to Hoscow, is its very consequence,
At the same tim>, it is the sign of a ncw step on the road leading to an cventwal
complcte break, ’

Todny, the situation is not yet ripe enough for the Stalinist leaders to
be placed before a cheice implying such a break. The French bourgceoisie offors-
them nothing for the moment, and at most suggests through its "left-wing" rcp-
rcsentatives, that if the party gives solid guarantees, a brcak with loscow, for
example, it is not impousible that one day it could become a partner in power. s
long as this situntion rcmains the French C.P. can be satisfied with publishing
in the colurms of "L'Humanité", texts such as Aragon's letter protcsting against
the condemmation of Siniavsky and Daniel, by way of a guarantce of indcpendences
This is already a lot because of what it symptomizes, but it is still very
little.

Faced with the chobice between its national base and loyalty to the burcau-
cracy, in 1939 the French C.P. still chose the bureaucracy. To-morrow, if it is
faced with such a choice and if the bourgeoisie lcaves it the possibility to
choose, it will undoubtedly cut the fragile ties which still bind it to Moscow.
It will then openly becomc what it has been for a long time in practice: a na-
tional~rcformist partye.

"It will be an excellent government party" - exclaims Serge Mallet in an
article praising the C.P. in the columns of the "Nouvel Observateur". Indeed it
will be, just as the official "socialist" loaders, an excellent and trustworthy
aanagesr of French capitalism.



DOES THE EXAMPLE
OF THE PORTUGUESE COMMUNIST MINISTERS

OPEN UP PERSPECTIVES FOR THE WESTERN COMMUNIST PARTIRS ?

It cannot be denied that the participation of Communist Party members 2¢
ministers in the Portuguese goverament is a political event whose relevence
reaches far beyond the boundaries of Portugal’s political tife. Except for a few
rare cases, Stalinist parties have been kept clear of any governmental participa-
tion for over 25 years in the Western world. In this case, however, the Portugue-
se Communist Party rose from clandestinity to be given government jobs that
its fellow Communist Parties—even where they are much more powerful—have
been denied for over a quarter of century.

If the decision to call CP representatives
into the government had been made by
the Portuguese bourgeoisie itself, this would
have deserved careful attention. But such
cannot be the case. For the Portuguese bour-
geois politicians to take this step, it took at
least the implicit support of the main impe-
rialist countries concerned here—namely that
of the United States and, to a lesser extent,
that of Great Britain. This does not merely
arise from the dependence of the Portu-
guese bourgeoisie on that of these two
countries. It also comes from the fact that

_U.S. imperialism has for years been the
watch-dog of ostracism of CPs in every single
capitalist country. Even if the Portuguese ex-
perience were to remain an isoleted case, a
unique experience, its very existence reveals
a change in the methods of U.S. imperialism.
The experiment carried out by the Portuguese
bourgeoisie raises questions as to the sititude

. of the Western bourgeoisies towards the CPs

seen to be belonging to an evolution which
tends to integrate partially those CPs into
the nation’s political life. Although Portugal
is the only country where this evolution has
actually reached its ultimate consequences,
it can nevertheless be found in other Western
countries as well.

One could think of two other countries
where the national bourgeoisie has to face
economic, social, and political problems of a
kind not unlike those encountered by the
Portuguese bourgeoisie: namely, Greece and
Spain. As regards Greece, the possibility of
calling on Communist participation in the
government is a solution that even the poli-
tical forces presently in power contemplate
more-or-less opehly. As for Spain, the evo-
lution is far more restricted, as the only re-
sponse that the CP is getting for its offers
comes from the opposition. But it should be
noted that even the most reactionary circles

all the more acutely, in so far as it can be —are responding, as witnessed by a press-
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conference held on 30 July by Santiago
Carillo, Secretary General of the Spanish CP,
and Calvo Serer, the adviser of Don Juan—
Spain's aspiring future king—, who were im-
agining together, and in the name of a single
«democratic junta,» the future of Spain after
Franco’s death.

The fact that a fraction of the bourgeois
political forces both in Greece and in Spain
have a favorable attitude towards the CPs
does not in any way imply that the bour-
geoisie of either country feels ready to imi-
tate the example of Portugal. it merely im-
plies that this is a political solution that
should not be rejected a priori. And this is
nd worthless gift for the Stalinist parties after
25 years of hardships and witch-hunting. This
is enough for all sizablte CPs, including the
two most powerful ones in Western Europe—
the French and the ltalian CPs—to regain
hope. All the more so as regards the French
CP, as it can support its optimism as to the
likelihood of its associating one day with
those in power by referring to the outcome
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of the presidential election campaign. Not
only did a political force fully acknowl-
edged by the bourgeoisie associate the CP
with its own chances of winning, but it
succeeded in doing so without the bour-
geoisie resenting it. Joining forces with the
CP, which is what Mitterrand did, is no
longer considered as sheer infamy, as would
have been the case a few years ago. On the
contrary, it means preserving the possibility

* of one type of political solution for which

the time is not yet ripe—and may not be so for
quite a while—, but which the bourgeoisie
quite unperturbably considers as a possibility.

The loosening of the attitude of the West-
ern bourgeoisies towards the CPs is one aspect
of the current evolution. But it is 3 prudent
loosening, which gives a tair idea of the
defiance that the bourgeoisie stil! feels to-
wards the Stalinist parties. As far as it can
judge, the bourgeoisie sees the CPs as
a priori less reliable and less secure than
social- democratic parties for instance.

WHY WAS OSTRACISM ENFORCED AGAINST THE COMMUNIST PARTIES?

It is a long time since the obstacle against
integrating CPs into bourgeois political life
has ceased to be an absolute one—that is, a
class one. Today, the Stalinist parties are not
—neither are they willing to be or capable of
being—the instruments of the proletarian rev-
olution: in a deep social sense, their social-
democratization is now complete. Indeed,
while relying on working-class support, they
have become the instruments of stability—

_perhaps the most powerful ones—of the
bourgeois system. Moreover, their. only -po-
litical perspective, in so far as the ultimate
goal of any political party is to be in power,
is to govern within the framework of the
bourgeois state, which means serving the
bourgeois oider, not trying to overthrow it.

Such is the situation, and the bouigcoisie
is awarc of it. This is the reason why, in the
past, it called on Communist participation

in its governments, as was the case in a num-
ber of Western capitalist countries at the end
of World War I1.

But it should be noted that this «social-
democratization» isan original process which
occured in connection with the process of
degeneration of the Soviet State: this evo-
lution has had a strong influence on the
parties which make up the Stalinist move-
ment, thus giving it features which distin-
guish it from social-democracy proper. These
features are precisely what make it look
suspicious in the eyes of the bourgeoisie and
prevent it from reliably defending all bour-
geois interests.

The powerful sway of the Russian revo-
lution tore the CPs away from social-demo-
cracy, and thereby from bhourgeois control;
at the samc time, it established new relation-
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ships between the CPs and the working class
and tied the fate of these parties to that of
the Russian revolution. So the degeneration
.of the Russian revolution was what prevented
them from becoming adequate revolutionary
parties, likely to lead the proletariat to sei-
zing power. Ultimately, the bureaucracy
which arose from this degeneration served as
middleman between the bourgeoisie and the
CPs—in order to gain the benevolence of the
bourgeoisie in certain circumstances—and
asked the CPs to patch up the failures of the
bourgeois social order, thus leading them
along the path to ¢social-democratization.»

The process has not yet come to a stand-
still. The evolution which is progressively
bringing the CPs back into the arms of the
bourgeoisie has not yet completely made up
for the split which resulted from the October
revolution. The reason for this is precisely
that this evolution has taken place to a cer-
tain extent {although it is less and less so)
under the influence of the Soviet bureaucra-
cy. The influence of bureaucracy on the CPs
was the key to their integration into the
bourgeois social order. But at the same time
it prevents the integration from being com-
plete. There are two types of reasons for this:
firstly, the bourgeoisie can rely only on par-
ties which directly serve its interests, not on
parties that do so through the action of some
social force foreign to it; secondly, the CPs
can be used by the bureaucracy only if they
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retain some influence among the working
class—precisely because this influence is what
the bureaucracy can trade with the bourgeoi-
sie—and so the CPs are particularly careful
not to let this influence dwindle away. This
explains their constant preoccupation not to
tolerate any enemies on their left, or let
themselves be outflanked, even if it means
taking the lead in some struggles so as to cut
the ground from under the feet of potential
competitors on their left.

If a party is to represent the bourgeoisie
among the working class, it will not only
have to be free of any desire to overthrow
the bourgeois social order; it witl also be
required that it should not threaten the most
immediate interests of the bourgeoisie. And
it will ‘have to be. ready—if the bourgeoisie
demands it—to give up its audience, its influ-
ence, or even its very existence in order to
preserve those immediate interests.

The ties of the CPs with Moscow, and
their oversensitiveness to the working class
are obstacles which, together with their total
integration into the national bourgeois poli-
tical system, have had varying degrees of
importance according to times and circum-
stances. But it remains that the fundamental
trend is towards an increasing «social-
democratization» of the CPs which is detri-
mental both to their ties with the Soviet
state and to their specific connections with
the working class.

WHY OSTRACISM 1S NOW BEING LOOSENED ?

At the time when it engaged in the cold-
war in order to .isolate the Soviet Union,
U.S. imperialism could not afford to tolerate
parties likely to be in any way compliant
with the USSR taking part in Western
governments. The witch hunt which took
place against Stalinist parties—or even vague
or alleged supporters, as during the darkest
days of McCarthyism—was the counterpart
of the «containment» policy.

And every one remembers how, at that
time, those who are now offering a friendly

hand to the CP in France, for example, had
fallen in step with that policy. Not only was
is considered suicidal for a bourgeois politi-
cian to contemplate a potential participation
of the CP in government responsibilities, but
indeed, the mere fact of getting CP votes in
a parliamentary decision was looked down
upon as a blemish which even as famous a
«left-wing»  politician as Mendes-France
fought shy of.

But things have changed precisely in this
respect, partly because the dependence of the
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CPs on the bureaucracy has undergone some
erosion. Even those parties which used to be
considered the most faithfu! ones (such as
the French CP) show signs of the loosening
of those ties. The French CP itself is no
longer as strict in taking its official political
stands. [t is certainly not because the bour-
geoisie considers it a sufficient pledge of
future reliability that the French CP should
disagree partly with the USSR on the
Solzhenitsyn case, or about the invasion of
Czechoslovakia. These are only promising
indications. :

But the determining factor in the loose-
ning of the attitude of the bourgeoisies
towards the CPs is not so much in the change
in the relationship of the latter with the
bureaucracy, but in the importance that the
main watchdog of bourgeois order—U.S.
imperialism—accords to this change.

The Tet offensive in 1968 signalled the
end of the containment policy, for it made
clear that U.S. imperialism would be incapa-
ble of winning over the Vietnamese people in
their fight for independence. The strategy
consisting of isolating China and the USSR,
and of preventing any country in the Western
zone from going over to the other side, was
thus demonstrated to be useless and costly.
So U.S. imperialism decided to revise the poli-
cy it had pursued since the beginning of the
cold war, and to elaborate a new, global,
and subtler strategy that would include par-
tial agreements—or complete ones—with the
USSR and China, and would agree to fluctu-
ating boundaries between blocks, provided
variations occured in both directions. This
new strategy, which implies negociation and
even, whenever possible, cotlaboration with
the USSR and China, entails loosening rela-
tionships with national CPs, and putting an
end to ostracism towards them. As was the
case during the war and just after it, U.S. im-
perialism is more tolerant and lets the bour-
geoisies which support it free to use the CPs
in their countries if they think it advisable,
including possible CP participation in their
governments.

The Portuguese bourgeoisie seized on this

possibility. It called on the CP to help make

.the transition (from an inadequate regime of
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dictatorship) easier with respect to the won-
king class and to regiment it in the building
up of the country’s economy.

It would be wrong to infer from this that
other bourgeoisies will readily imitate
Portugal. For, if the U.S. veto is raised, indivi-
dually, bourgeois people still do not tiust
CPs when their private interests are concer n-
ed because the CPs are too sensitive 1ty
working<class pressures (as this feature of
theirs stitl survives).

The bourgeoisie still does not have reliable
proof—as it does for social-democracy—, thqi
a CP would be ready to disappear rather
than let workers’ struggles develop when they
bourgeoisie insists on their being suppressed. -
Evidence even runs counter to this hope.
1968 is still alive in the memory of the French

‘bourgeoisie, which will not easily forgive the

CP for launching a general strike rather thun
running the-hypothetical risk of seeing the
movement taken over by «leftists.»

In fact, when a CP takes action for this
type of reasons, it will never disrupt the;
foundations of the bourgeois order. Ne;-
ther can a CP be driven into revolutionary
struggles. But its desire not to be cut off
from the working class which, in the eyes
of the bourgeoisie, is an excessive one, can
eventually turn out to be dangerous for the
bourgeoisie, be it only with respect to its
being compelled to give out more money
than it normally would have. Hindering the
development of struggles does not compen-
sate, in the eyes of the bourgeoisie, for laun.
ching them. Especially since being able 1
launch an action does not necessarily imply
being able to stop it. To what extent would
the bourgeoisie trust a party which mignt in
some circumstances consider its own party
interests more important than those of the
bourgeoisie-and thus aggravate social troubles
instead of stopping them ?

When considering the possibility of re-

- sorting to their. own CP, other bourgeoisies

will certainly take the Portuguese expe-
rience into account. The ability of the Por.
tuguese CP to stop working-class strugsles
even though it meant losing its recér.xly-
acquired influence is not negligible. But, so
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far, from the bourgeoisie's point of view,the
experience is far from satisfactory. However,
it is not imppssible that cther bourgeoisies
facing problems similar to those of Portugal
might try a similar experience.

But, from a more general standpoint, the
chances of the CPs participating in power
depend on the worsening of the economic
situation. Any bourgeoisie is reluctant to en-
trust a CP with the direction of its own
affairs. But, at the same time, the political
staff of the bourgeoisie is getting ready for
such a solution just in case it might be abso-
lutely necessary in particular circumstances to
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get out of the crisis by trying to domesticate
the working class and impose sacrifices on it
through its organizations.

But, if a crisis occurs, the bourgeoisie will

_have other solutions as well. These solutions

will riot require the working class to be do-
mesticated, but rather to be crushed. This is
why the major responsibility of the CPs lies
in their putting everything into their one po-
litical prospect {which the accession of the
Portuguese CP to power makes far from im-
probable), rather than preparing the working
class for the fights which will take place if
there is a crisis.
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