14 Charles Lane
New York, NY 10014

February 15, 1978

Equipo de Direccibén Politica
Organizacifén Socialista de Los Trabajadores
Costa Rica

Dear Comrades,

I am writing to raise my concerns about the article
written by the OST for the Third Latin American Conference
organized by the OCRFI. This was published in two parts
in Informations Ouvriéres, No. g33 and 835 (January 4-11
and January 25-February 1, 1978).

In the past, as you know, the question of relations
with the OCRFI has been a source of great friction in the
United Secretariat. But over the past year progress
has been made in trying to work out a mutually agreed-upon
method of proceeding. This agreement was part of the general
effort that has been made in reestablishing collaborative
relations that had broken down in the course of the long
faction fight. 1In light of this, it seems to me that before
you decided to contribute to the OCRFI discussion, it would
have been best to consult with the United Secretariat about
this,

Included in your contribution to the OCRFI discussion
is an attack on the Costa Rican PRT, which is a sympathizing
group of the Fourth International, in the same status as you
are. You say the following: "But the PRT, a small sect that
calls itself Trotskyist, and which sympathizes with the
USFI, has also been absent from the [OST election] campaign.
This 1is not an accident; they are supporting the Stalinists
in the elections."

I certainly understand that you do not have good col-
laborative relations with the PRT at the present time.
Their sectarian refusal to support your election campaign
is an example of this., Their disgraceful refusal to defend
Fausto Amador in face of the Stalinist slanders--going so
far as to repeat some of the slanders--is another example.
But their sectarian stance towards you does not justify
the remarks you made.



It is out of order, for example, to call the PRT a
"sect" and to imply that it*is not really Trotskyist.
The groups that are associated with the Fourth Interna-
tional do not merely "call themselves Trotskyists"; they
are Trotskyist. You would certainly be justified in pro-
testing if one of your sister organizations treated you in
this fashion--and in the public press of a group outside
our ranks. While I agree with your criticism of the PRT's
attitude toward your election campaign, I think it was
inappropriate to bring this up in the pages of Informations
Quvrigres.

I hope that you will weigh these points and reassess
the action you took in publishing your contribution to the
OCRFI discussion.

Fraternally,
Gus Horowitz

P.S. I am sending a copy of this letter to the United
Secretariat for its information.



14 Charles Lane
New York, N.Y. 10014

February 16, 1978

Equipo de Direccidén Politica
Organizacion Socialista de ILos Trabajadores
Costa Rica

Dear Comrades,

The January, 1978 issue of Qué Hacer (No. 17) contains an
article analyzing the political situation in France that has caused
me some concern. I refer especially to the concluding third of the
article, which deals with the policy of the OCI. The article is
unsigned, so it is not unreasonable to assume that it reflects the
views of the OST leadership.

The OCI, you say, '"is the only organization, to our knowledge,
which opposed this counterrevolutionary policy in an able and
energetic way. During the existence of the Union of the Left, the
OCI understood that the counterrevolutionary policy of the CP and
SP bureaucracies, in opposition to the aspirations of the masses,
was to work for unity with the bourgeoisie. At that time, they [OCI]
energetically denounced the presence of the bourgeois party in the
Union of the Left and called for a CP-SP government without bourgeois

ministers.

"When the Union of the Left split up, the OCI understood
immediately that the axis of the counterrevolutionary policy had
changed. A division in the Union of the Left became the way to
oppose the aspirations of the masses. For a revolutionary party,
what was involved, in our opinion, was to expose the concrete way in
which the CP and the SP were now carrying out their counterrevolutionary
policy in opposition to the legitimate aspirations of the masses. As
far as we know, only the OCI carried out an audacious and active
revolutionary policy along these lines."

The remainder of the article develops this view of the OCI's
policies, and goes into the OCI campaign calling for the CP to withdraw
its candidate on the second round in favor of the SP in those districts
where the SP candidate comes out ahead on the first round.

The article concludes by describing the OCI's current line as
"a correct revolutionary policy in France."

I recognize that you did not have room in Qué Hacer to develop
your views fully, and that it would have been inappropriate to go
into some questions in a short article for the general public.



Nevertheless, I think that your presentation of the OCI's current
line is auite one-sided.

The OCI does make some effective points, particularly in
denouncing the French CP's sectarianism and in calling on the CP
to withdraw its candidate on the second round in those districts
where the SP candidate has a better chance of winning. But there
are some serious flaws in the OCI's policy today, which you do not
seem to take into account.

For example, the OCI's treatment of the CP and SP is out of
balance. One can read article after article in Informations
Ouvrieres denouncing the counterrevolutionary policies of the CP
in the strongest possible terms. Articlescriticizing the SP appear
much less often, and the criticisms of the SP are often far more
restrained. Such imbalance is politically unwarranted. The SP,
after all, is also pursuing a thoroughly counterrevolutionary policy
in the current situation. For example, it is doing its utmost to
help elect "left" bourgeois candidates. And it is against challenging
Giscard as president.

One of the most blatant examples of this approach appeared in
Informations Ouvrieres No. 824, November 3-9, 1977, which reported
on the statements of SP leaders Pierre Mauroy and Frangois Mitterrand
concerning the policy of the SP on the second round. Mitterrand is
quoted in Informations Ouvrieres as saying: "On the second round, we
will call on the Socialist voters to back the left to assure its
victory." By this, of course, Mitterrand meant that the SP would
support, not only CP candidates who were better placed, but the
bourgeois Left Radicals and "progressive'" Gaullists as well. But
in commenting on Mitterrand's remarks, Informations Ouvrieres had the
following to say:

"We must call a spade a spade, and say clearly: on this precise
point the attitude of Mauroy and Mitterrand corresponds completely
to the interests of the workers, who are demanding a fight for an SP-CP
majority in the legislative elections. The CP attitude, on the other
hand, corresponds completely to the interests of the bourgeois parties
of the reactionary, anti-working-class Fifth Republic.”

Perhaps this quotation from the OCI is extreme. I grant that this
formulation could have been due to editorial carelessness, and that the
OCI does not express itself aquite like this on a regular basis.
Nevertheless, one of the main slogans of the OCI, one that is repeated
often (it appears in the photograph you published in the big banner
at the OCI meeting), is the following: "Mitterrand Has Come Out For
Mutual Withdrawal on the Second Round: The CP Leaders Must Do The
Samel" This slogan, likewise, tends to give too much credit to
Mitterrand.

Mitterrand, I repeat, has not come out for mutual withdrawal in
favor of the workers candidate with the best chance to winj; he has come
out in favor of "left" candidates--including the "left" bourgeois
candidates, as well as the CP. In fact, the SP has already concluded
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a first-round "mutual withdrawal' pact with the Left Radicals,
going so far as to give up competing in some 30 districts where
it might have been able to winj; instead, it has thrown its
support in those districts to the Left Radicals, in an attempt to
guarantee this bourgeois party a bloc of representatives in the
parliament.

Nor can all the blame for divisiveness and factionalism be
placed at the CP's doorstep, as the OCI tends to do. Mitterrand
is not an advocate of workers unity; he is an advocate of "left"
unity, and he is trying to use the popularity of this position for
factional advantage against the CP. The slogans that revolutionists
raise should take this into account. Agreed, the demand that the CP
come out for mutual withdrawal on the second round is very important;
but it should be presented in a politically correct way, not in a way
that gives credit to Mitterrand.

In view of this aspect of the OCI's line, I think that gué Hacer
went too far in stating that '"The OCI's fight for a majority of workers
representatives in the assembly does not grant the least bit of
confidence to the CP or SP leaderships." For, although it is true that
the OCI does not place political confidence in the SP or CP, its
political approach to the SP is clearly wrong.

I do not argue that you should have launched a polemic with the
OCI. But I do think that if you chose to explain the OCI position,
then a little more restraint was called for in view of the OCI's errors.

I also think that you were in error in agreeing with the OCI view
of how the axis of revolutionary politics changed after the split in the
Union of the Left. It is important, I strongly agree, to wage a
campaign for mutual withdrawal by the workers parties on the second
round. And it is certainly effective. This pro-unity position has
great appeal among the workers, and, as you point out, the OCI has been
able to organize several big meetings centered around this demand. But
the call--the much less popular call-~for a break with the bourgeois
Left Radicals and "progressive'" Gaullists remains extremely important.
The OCI, which used to make a big point of this, has noticeably shifted,
giving considerably less weight than before to the call for a CP-G8P
government without bourgeois ministers. I would not agree with your
assessment that the OCI "understood immediately that the axis of the
counterrevolutionary policy has changed'" and that a& corresponding change
was called for in the propaganda of revolutionists. I think the OCI's
view on this was flawed, and this is reflected in the imbalances and
shifts that I have noted above. I hope that you will think this over
and reconsider your view on this.

But the most serious flaw in the OCI position, in my view, is
the way they call for a CP-SP majority as necessary "to win the
workers demands.'" This is a correct point to make, of course. But it
is insufficient to leave it at that. What are the demands that we
raise to meet the objective needs of the workers? What strategy for
workers struggle do we propose? The call for a CP and SP vote on the
second round, and the call for a CP-SP government has to be linked to
the program that revolutionists advance as an glternative to the



programs of the CP and SP. While calling for a CP-SP government,
we must also explain the policies that we would demand such a
government carry out. In general, the OCI propaganda around a
CP-SP vote is very weak on #$his.

Election periods especially are a time of heightened interest
in all political questions and overall political solutions. So
they offer revolutionists a very good opportunity to present, not
merely one or two points, but a rounded political platform,
culminating, of course, in governmental demands. This is what you
tried to do in the Costa Rican elections. Your attempt to link
your governmental demand to other programmatic demands offers a
favorable contrast to the OCI. What is more, the weakness of the
OCI approach was greatly exacerbated when they decided not to run
candidates in the first round--the best means of presenting a
revolutionary program in the elections. It was already apparent at
the time you wrote your article that the OCI would not be orienting
towards an independent campaign in the first round of the elections;
it has now been officially decided by the OCI Central Committee. (See
Informations Ouvrieres, No. 838, January 18-25, 1978. ) This is an
abdication of revolutionary respon51b111ty in my view.

So, I think you were wrong to say that the OCI is carrying out a
"correct revolutionary policy in France." They are Trotskyists,
revolutionists, of course, and they are trying to act as revolutionists
in the elections, but I do not think their policy is correct.

I found it strange +that you did not, in light of all the above,
mention the electoral activities of the ICR, our sister organization
in France. The fact is that the ICR is making a major effort to
participate in the elections, running about 150 candidates on the first
round, and calling for a CP-SP vote on the second round. This
campaign by our French comrades, which has been reported in Ro
Intercontinental Press, and Inprecor, certainly deserves the full
backing of all organizations adhering to the Fourth International.

I hope that you will consider these points, and that a coming
issue of Qué Hacer will report p051t1vely on the activities of our
French comrades.

Fraternally,
Gus Horowigz

P.S. I am sending a copy of this letter to the Political Bureau of
the French ICR for their information.
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Il faut arracher ’engagement

du PCF

sur la question décisive
du desistement au second tour

Sur la question décisive de I'en-
gagement de désistement automa-
tique et réciproque au second tour
en faveur du candidat ouvrier le
mieux placé, voici — parmi de
nombreuses autres déclarations si-
milaires de dirigeants du PCF —
celle de Jean Colpin, secrétaire
du comite central, faite 2 Marseil-
le, dimanche 30 octobre :

« Une seule chose semble dé-
sormais préoccuper les dirigeants
socialistes : ramasser des voix 2
droite ¢t a gauche et réclamer
les voix des communistes au
deuxiéme tour.

« Mais nous, les communistes,
nous ne l'entendons pas de cette
oreille. Nous n'avons pas l'inten-
tion de servir de marchepied au
Parti socialiste pour qu’il aille au
gouvernement seul ou avec d'au-
tres, et y pratique une politique
de gestion de la crise a linstar
des gouvernements socialistes de
nombreux pays d’Europe ou les
travailleurs connaissent le choma-

ge et laustérite, tandis que les
trusts ont la vie belle. »

Nous ne savons pas si les trusts
ont la vie plus belle en Angle-

terre — ou gouverne le parti tra-
vailliste de Callaghan -~ ou bien
en Italie — ou le parti de
Berlinguer vote toutes les lois

anti-ouvriéres du démocrate-chré-
tien Andreotti — mais noys po-
sons la simple question suivante :
a qui les dirigeants du PCF vont-
ils «servir de marchepied » s'ils
refusent, comme I'annonce Col-
pin, de se désister au deuxiéme
tour pour le candidat du PS 1a ol
ce dernier serait arrivé en téte ?

Poser la question, c’est y répon-
dre.

S’%il n’y a pas de majorité PS-
PCF a [I'Assemblée nationale,
c’est donc que Pactuelle « majo-
rité », bien que désavouée par le
suffrage universel, y conservera la
majorité des sieges.

Les dirigeants du PCF estiment-
ils que les travailleurs « connai-
tront moins le chdomage et l'aus-

térité » si leur honteuse campagne
de division aboutit a laisser en
place la « majorité » Giscard-Bar-
re ? !

Ce méme dimgnche 30 octobre,
Francois Zmzm‘ﬁ»:a a déclaré a
Villeurbanne :/

« Au an:iwL._m tour. nous re-
mettrons les ,m_#m?wmnm socialistes
a la disposition de la gaygche pour
qu'elle assure 4 victaife. »

Et Pierre Maurdy :

« Je mets an défi le PC de
refuser 'accord de désistement,
Mealheur a ceux, qui manqueraient
a la vieille tradition républicaine. »

11 faut appeler chat un chat, et
dire nettement : sur ce point pré-
cis, Pattitude de Mauroy et de
Mitterrand correspond totalement
aux intéréts ouvriers qui appellent
le combat pour une majorité PS-
PCF aux élections Ilégislatives.
Tandis que Pattitude du PCF cor-
respond totalement aux intéréts
des partis bourgeois de Ja V° Ré-
publique réactionnaire et anti-ou-
vriere.

L’impossible

compromis
historique”

Les dirigeants du PCF ont fort mal
pris Uallusion de Frangois Mitter-
rand au parallélisme entre la campa-

gne actuelle de division dirigée contre

1o DC nat la otvatldmin A o nararmsmarnie

de I'Italie. L'Italie n'est pas la France,
et nous n’avons pas de lecons a leur
donner dans une affaire qui releve de
leur compétence et non de la nodtre».

Certes, U'Italie n’est pas la France.
Mais Ultalie n'est pas non plus U'Es-
pagne, ni le Portugal. Et pourtant, n'y
a-t-il pas une étonnante similitude
entre la politique de Berlinguer, qui
soutient de toutes ses forces la dé-
mocratie chrétienne dans son pays.
celle de Carrillo, qui soutient de tou-
tes ses forces la monarchie du roi
Juan Carlos et le gouvernement du
Premier ministre Suarez, celle, en-
fin, de Cunhal, qui, comme nous
Yavons rappelé la semaine derniére,
appelle de tous ses voeuxr un gouver-
nement d’union nationale asscciant les
partis ouvriers aux anciens salazaris-
tes du PSD et du CDS sous la hou-
lette du général Eanes?

Alors, Berlinguer, Carrillo, Cunhal....
pourquoi pas Marchais ? Pourquoi est-
il donc si inconvenant, aur Yyeux
d’Andrieu, de poser la question?

D’autant plus que Mitterrand — ¢
qui nous laisserons ce soin — pour-
rait aisément retourner l'argument .
si U'Italie n’est pas la France. la
France n’est pas non plus U'Angleterre
et la RFA.., ce qui n'empécke pas
Andrieu de faire a Mitterrand plu-
sieurs fois par jour le procés de
Schmidt et de Callaghan.

Mais il y a plus sérieur.

De fait. et indépendamment dc¢
toute autre référence, on peut a4 ban
droit s'interroger sur les tenants et
les aboutissants d'une politique --
celle des dirigeants du PCF — qui
fait si évidemment le jeu de Giscard
et des partis réactionnaires de la Ve
République. Les dirigeants du PCF
combattent avec acharnement laspi-
ration la plus élémentaire ¢ une ma-
jorité PS-PCF aux élections législa-
tives. Trés immédiatement, et trés di-
rectement, c’est Uaide a Giscard.

Mais, précisément — et C’est Id que
le bét blesse — il y a, en France, un
abime entre une telle politique d'aide
a Giscard et une Qquelconque combi-
naison de type «compromis histori-
que » a litalienne. Comme Mitterrand
I'a fait remarquer lui-méme, il n'y a
pas. en France, de « partenaire poli-

timtra nAatie im AamaTAartic hictariciis o



Nuestro andlisis internacional

Una politica revolucionaria

FRANCIA:

Francia es uno de lds paises de Europa que ha side
sacudido per mas agudos conflictos de clase en ef curso de

lo$ afios 70. En el corazén de estos combates, ef proleta-

riado ha probado sus misculos y madurado su determina-
cion de tomar el peder, socavando las bases del régimen
burgués de la V Republica, impuesto por el golpe de esta-
do del general De Gaulle en 1958

La Lurguesia, por su parte, no tiene mas remedio
gue atacar a la clase obrera, porque su podee econdmico
esta dedilitado como producte de la crisis mundial y de la
encarnizads competencia entre los imperiglismos, Desde
septiembre de 1876 funciona el plan de *austeridad™ del
orimer ministro Barre, que significa despidos, reducciones
de salario, pérdida de calificacion, cortes en los presupues-
zos de educacion y salud. :

Las masas en ascenso continuo de luchas aspiran
cen claridad a barrer @l sisterna Gue las oprime. Esta aspi-
racion s traduce en reforzar {os partidos obreros que a los
ojos de los trabajadores representan las aspiraciones por
una soziedad socialista.  Los grandes beneficiados de esto
han sico &l Partido Socialista y e Partide Comunista Fran-
cés,

Cuandec en este contexto zparece una situacian
lectorat, la polarizacién de clase es muy grande. Ef electo-
radc se divide en su mayor parte entre partidos obreros y
partidos burgu=ses. El proletsriado se convierte en prota-
gonista principal del proceso y la mayor parte de fos par-
tidos burgueses se coaligan para detener el avance impe-
fuoso de Ios partidos obreros.

Es evidente que en asa situacién ef anice obsticuia
s un triunfo electoral obrero es la divisidn del proletariado
en dos grandes partidos. Por esta razén, la sspiracion de
‘a5 Masas por tomar ¢) poder se traduce en conereto por
ung axigencia de frente Unico de sus partidos en {a batalla

. electoral,

Pero el PS y el PCF no son partidos revoluciona-
rios. Son partidos controlados por aparates totalmente in:
tagracios 8 |a sociedad capitalista y absolutements compro-
metidos en defenderla, como 1o han prubado tantas veces

obrera con programa socialista, eilos presentaron el ftaude

de una unidad con partidos burgueses y con un programa
de defenss del capitalismo. Esa fue [a Union de la tzquber-
da, unidad electoral del PS5 y del PCF con los radicales de
izquierda {MRG], pequeﬁo partido bur

Aungue sin reconciliarse jamds con fas alisnzas
bufguesas de sus dirigentes, los trabajadores framceses
pusieron sus esperanzas de tibrarse del

gobierno burguss
de Giscard-Barre {Giscard es el presidente de {a Repiblica}
en un triunfo de la Unibn de la lzguierda en las eleetiones

a la Asamblea, fijadas para marzo cle 19?8.(w Qué

Hacer? nGmera 6 febrero 7710 o R
RUPTURA DE LAAL}ANZA "

A comienzes del 77 en las eieoexmmmmpds

la Unién de la lzquierda tiene oo Divnfe spfagtanta. Estas .
elecciones mostraban que el gobierno Gm:urd:ﬂarre ¥z o
era representativo ni siquiera tormalmente, -Come fesulta-

do de las elecriones, el 70 por ciento de fas ciudades fran-
cesas tienen hoy rzgidor sodialista o comunista. Lz vieto-
ria en las munjcipalidades aumentd ta confianza del prole-
tariado en sus propias fuerzas y agravl la descomposicibn
de los partidos burgueses. El triunfo de la Unidndeta lz-

En estas cond!crones era evidente gue un triunfo
efectoral de 1a Union de fe 1zquierda seria el punto de par-
tida de una ola de luchas obreras incontenibles ¥ que serfa
af gobiemno de [a Union de la fzquierda el que tendria que
verse obligado a reprimir, para defender & orden burcués.

Para el PS.y para el PCF era demasiado arriesgado
un triunfo electoral de'la Unior de la tzguierda. Para &l
orden burguds también. La primer politica contra-revolu-
cionaria fue hacer un fraude a las aspiraciones que |as
masas tenian de unidad obrera. Les presentaron en vez de

eso upa unidad con burgueses. Pero el grado gigantesco de

combatividad obrera exigia ahora romper simplemente y
eon cualquier pretexto la Unidad de la lzguierda.

En septiembre pasado la hicieron saltar en pedszos
tomando como pretexto diferencias surgidas en 1a “puesta
al dia’’ del Programa Cornin elaborado en 1972, La com-
panente burguesa, el MAG, fue primera en abandonar la
coalicion, el 14 de septiembre. Poco mds tarde, é! 24 de
septlembre ocurriad la ruptura entre el PCF y el PS,

La iniciativa principal de la escisién la llevd el PC.
“L.'"Humanité"”, el drgano de prensa del PCF, publicd una
edician extraordinaria justificando 1a ruptura, Marchais,
secretario general del PCF comenzd a dar entrevistas, ata-
cando at PS. .

La verdadera razén de la ruptura es evidente, La
Unidn de la lzguierda era en realidad o Ghtimo fecurso
contra la revolucién proletaria. Era necesario usar otros
medios antes de arriesgar un triunfo eiectoral qualas ma-
sas identificarfan como su propio triunfo, Un triunfo
etectoral asf arriesgaba desatar un proceso revolucionario
de convulsiones social es gigantescas.

EHo ya ocurrié en mayo-junio de 1938, cuando la
victoria electoral del “Frente Popular”, formada =xacta-
mente por los mismos partidos tsocialistas{:omunlstas-ra-
dicales) trajo una oleada de huelgas y ocupacicnas de fi-
bricas que os aparatos solo lograron romper al pracio de
iraudites esfuerzos. et

Con Tas primeras noticiss de | ruptura, 1a Bolsa su-
bi6 4 por ciento. El slivio s wdiés en los circulos bur-

en ias fabr:cas. La razdn era que el PCF no se limitaba &
romper |la Unidad de la 1zquierda sino que ademds iniciaba
una campaiia para impedir el triunfo de candidaturas obre-
rax.  En Francia en cada distrito electoral gana el candida-
to que consiga mas de! B0 por ciento de los votos, Sinin-
guno lo fogra, se hace una segunda vuelta en gque el triunfo
se ofotga por mayoria simple. En ese caso, para facilitar
el triunfo de los candidatos obreros, el partido obrero cu-
yo candidato quedé peor colocado en la primera vueita
“desiste”’, es decir, recomienda al electorado votar por el
candidato cbrero mejor colocads, Mitterand, dirigente

“principal del PS ¢ ha comprometido a que su parttdo de-
© sistird en fa segunda vuelta en los lugares en que ei PCF
" guede mejor colocado después de la primera vuelta, Esto

a pesar de la ruptura, El PCF en cambio se niega a hacer

“Jo mismo respecte del PS, aduciendo que da Jo mismo ej

PS que Giscard-Barre.

La dirigencia del PCF cuenta ante todo con la des-
moralizacién producto de la disputa con e! PS para cerrar

. el paso al ascenso revolucionario de las masas buscando la

supervivancia a cualquier precic de la V Replbiica v las
instituciones burguesas.

quierda en marzo de! 78 parecfa asegurado,

Brcv le dijo 3 Barr:en Moscin

“Espero verle dentro de un afo™,
politica del PCF de defensa del gobmmo francés.

Las DD!:uernanlees sonetlcos estin de acuerdo con la

ente al divisionésmo

Mitin de1a OClenla Mumdité

LA POLITICA REVOLUCIONARIA DE LA OCH .

A esta politica contra-revolucionaria solo se ha
opuesto, a nuestro conocimiento, de una arma“habzlny
enérgica, la Organizacion Cornumsta Internacional {OC
partido trotsinsta francés.

a OCI comprendié ent ¢l momento de existencia
de la Unlon de la 1zquierda que la politica contrarrevolu-
cionaria de tos aparatos del PCF y del PS, oponiéndose a
{as aspiracionmes de las masas, era hacer una unidad con
burgueses. En ese momento denunciaron enérgicamente
ia presencia del partido burgués en 12 Unidn de ta 1xquier-
da y Hamaron a un gobierno PCF-PS sin ministros burgue-
se5.
Cuando se produce la ruptura de la Unidn de [a 12
qu;erda ta OCI compre
ia poimra contra- revo|uC|onar|a ha cambiade. Cormpren-
de gque {a forma de oponerse a las aspiraciones de las masas
es la division de la Union de s izquierda. Para un partido
revoluconario, se trataba , en nuestra opinidn, de desen-
mascarar la politica contrarrevolucionaria del PCF v del
PS en la forma en que concreta y actualizadamente se
coponen a las legitimas aspiraciones de las masas. Por lo
Gue sabemos, esta politica revolucionaria activa y audaz
solo fa asumio la OCI en Francia,

Ne solo denuncit |a politica divisionista desde an-
tes de la ruptura sine que cuando la ruptura se produjo
lanzd la consigna de “ 1Basta ya de division!™ y puso sus
militantes en la calle a hacer campaita en contrade la pol (-
tice divisionista. La OC! se estd apoyando en la inmensa
fuerza progresiva de las aspiraciones obreras a iz umidad
para realizar una activa campafia por 1a mayoria PC-PS en
la Asamblea, por que el PCF se comprometa s desistir en
la segunda vuelta. Esta campafia ha enconwado amplic
eco en las grandes masas trabajadoras francesas, incluyen-
do numerosos militantes det PCF, que se oponen al curso
crimiinal mente sectario de su direccion.

Una muestra del éxito de esta campafia de ta OC!
fue el gran mitin en !a sala de ta Mutuatité en Paris del 16
de noviembre pasado con partidicpacion de trabajadores
militantes de la OCI, del PCF y de! PS, en que se aprobc
une carta abierta a Marchais destinada a ser firmada por
decenas de miles de trabajadores, exigiéndole el desisiti-
miento en la sequnda vuelta. Mitines similares se suceden
en toda Francia. .

El combate de la OCl por una mayona de repre-
sentantes obreros en la Asamblea no supong la menor con- N
fianza en las dirigencias del PCF y PS. Tode 1o contrario,
desenmascaran a ias direcciones traidoras en ef movimien-
to obrero en la forma en gue concretamente se oponren s
las aspiraciones de las masas.

La batalia por la unidad politica obrera hace furor.
1+ dados estan rodando todavia. A pesar de los esfuer-
zos divisores desesperados del aparato del Partido Comu
<istz, nadie puede estar seguro del resultado elecroral, v iz
JUrJMESia Menas que nadie.

La situacion esta bien resumida en un comentaric
de “"Le Nouvel Ohservateur”, semanario politico frances,
Oue Citamos:

L.a derecha tiene cierta posibilidad de conservar ia
mavoria de los puestos en la Asamblsa. Bastaria gue &l
PCF se rehusara a ciertos desistimientos vy fa “mayoria”
continuaria reinando. iPero en qué estado’

La mayoria PCF-PS en marzo sigue siende proba
bie, Es evidente que en esas elecciones so jueda un ca..iti
iu r-ascendental de ja revolucion proietatia en Francia, ¢
=n onsecuencia del proceso revolucionario en todo e
mundo. Es por eso necesario apieciar en su justo valos 2
importancia para toda {a revolucion mundig! de una po!+-
tica revolucionaria correcta en Francia y en ese sentido 2
rof ue estd jugando la OCL




