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Daniel Cobn-Bendit




Daniel Cohn-Bendit: OUR COMMUNE OF THE 10th OF MAY

The "Night Of The Barricades" of the 10th of May was
not premeditated as the government claimed, but we knew
when we went to demonstrate that something would happen.
We could no longer just be satisfied with parading
quietly & then going home. Two days earlier, on Wed-
nesday, when the procession had arrived at the top of
the Boulevard Saint-Michel, the order "Move onl" was
jssued. We were against it, but that isn't what was
important, what counts was the way the students took
the order. They were more than upset by it. I saw some

weep & say: "So we're leaving? Are we gogng to give in?
Did we all come for nothing? We've had 1000 casualties

in 2 days & now are we just_content to walk from the
Bastille to th blique? just to go home? What good

is that?" It was the feeling of most of the young
people there, not only students, but young workers as
well who had come to join us.

Wednesday night, the “Mouvgg%nt du 22 Mars'" met & we
came to the conclusion: "We can't leave it at that any-
more, the movement has its own vigor, the young people

have decided to fight, they must be given some satis-
faction," Friday, Place Denfert-Rochereau, as the de-

monstration was forming, we argued for a long time with
the other organizers to find out what we were going to
do, where we were going to go. It was no longer a
question of & simple parade - the students wouldn't have
understood - but we couldn't deliberately look for a
confrontation with the police, because one doesn't just
send people to be slaughtered. Therefore our idea was
to peacefully occupy a specific spot, & remain there
until our three claims - the liberation of our comrades,
the withdrawal of the police from the Latin Quarter, &
the re-opening of the Sorbonne - were granted.

We thought about occupying The Hall of Justice (Le
Palais de Justice) but the difficulties were too great.
We also thought of occupying the Place Venddme, but it
would have been a mouse-trap. Finally we moved on toward




the Latin Quarter & the police allowed us to pass. Had

there been any barriers we would not have forced our

way because the order was: No Confrontation. We would 1
have occupied another spot. The truth is the police i
channeled us toward the Latin Quarter. |

As we came to the Boulevard Saint-Michel we stopped,
the students sat on the ground & we discussed what to do
next. And then when 1 walked to the end of the Boule~-
vard, 1 saw students tearing up the cobblestones. Sau-
vageot was there & I asked him what was happening, he
said: "We're occupying the Quarter!" But no one had
given the order to set up barricades. Only when a few
students had started to build one, they all realized it
was the best way to occupy a spot peacefully.

The Chief of Folice Grimaud declared that the whole
operation was ordered by “%;gingg_zgggillgg". That was
completely idiotic. What "trained guerillas"? Where
" had they come from? Where in France were there any ur-
ban guerillas? But the government couldn't imagine that
in a week's time 15 000 to 20 000 young men had learned
to defend themselves & to organize. 'There must have
been a brain behind them, a plan...' Friday, the stu-
dents proved the opposite.

There was no plan. There was no unified command, no
pre-established plan from the "entrenched camp". But
we did make sure that there was always a way out of the
cul-de-sac that was the rue Gay-lussac, & that the
barricades could not be stormed from behind. And then
1 went from barricade to barricade to repeat & explain
the order: "Hold on but never provoke,"

There was only one place, rue le Goff, where the de-
monstrators seemed to be very nervous, very aggressive.
I went there twice to calm them, & we left 2 delegates
with them who started a political discussion with them.
There were more young workers on that barricade than
anywhere else, & one of them told me: "You, you have
your student problems, Your '3 points', you'll surely
win them, but we also have our problems, & we're cheat-




ed every time, So _ev 4 - oV nt \'4 n_on

your 3 points, please don't give the ogg?r to disperse,
You must hang on for the others, for us,"

Many people felt this way. It was impossible not to
think of the Commune, And there were those who had
written: "Up with the Commune of the 10th of May!" It
was no longer just a student movement., We all realized
that for the first time there was real action, & a mass-
ive one, against the régime, against a system of repress
-ion, It was the same thing for the blousons noirs who
had accompanied us during Tuesday's long march from Den-
fert-Rochereau to the Etoile; 1 asked one of them why
he had come along, he said: "The fuzz, they bother you
from time to time but they bother us all the time, We
can't do anything without having them on our backs, And
we can't defend ourselves because we're alone, Today
there are a lot of us, so we'll hold out!" And the fact
that they were there proved they were politically aware.

Until the cops attacked, building the barricades was
fun, There was an extraordinary atmosphere. If the po-
lice had withdrawn, there would have been a huge wave
of joy; everyone would have celebrated the liberation of
the Quarter & we had even thought of bringing our own
orchestras. But as the evening wore on, & the barrica-
des were re-inforced & multiplied, we knew that if the
cops attacked there would be a blood bath, That is why
I accepted to see Dean Roche (the director of the Sor-
bonne), not to discuss anything but to explain what was
certain to happen if the cops didn't withdraw.

I went with 2 other students & 3 professors, Touraine
Lacombe & Mochtane. At the first police barrier, the
police commissioner of the Quarter said: "The others may

ss, but not Cohn-Bendit", Touraine had to argue for a
long time before they relented. Once inside the Sor-
bonne, Touraine had someone tell Roche that 3 student
delegates were there to see him, not mentioning that 1
was one of them; & when Roche saw me he said absolutely
noth ing .




Touraine spoke first & then I did. We said the same
things: that this time it wasn't merely a question of
University problems. There were young people in the
streets building barricedes & organizing to show their
distaste for a whole society. These young men were
prepared to fight., It was no longer enough to say:
"Leave the Quarter guietly & classes will resume," All
that was ancient history., Whether the Sorbonne was
closed for a day or several days was no longer of any
importance whatsoever. The situation was deteriorating
& the only way to avoid any deaths was for the police
to withdraw. The students would remain behind their
barricades & would continue to occupy the streets. And
whom did this bother? No one.,

Roche shrugged: "Yes, ves, I1'l]l try to explain this
to the Minister." He called Peyrefitte & talked for half
an hour, but he came back with no definite answer.,
Touraine also spoke to Peyrefitte but got no response
either., No one seemed to understand what was really
happening. In any case certainly not Roche. He had no
reaction, he was like a sleep-walker, completely out of

it, He simply said: "Yes, I1'll do my best, but the go-
vernment can't have the police withdraw,"

We said: "Come into the streets with us, we'll pro-
tegt you, Nothing will happen to you & you'll be able

o _see for yourself what the feeling is, the getermingt-
ion of the youth you claim want only one thing: 'to pass
the exams in peace'," He said: "No, l'd rather stay he-
re & try to convince the Minister," And then, half an
hour later, he composed that incredible communlque in

which he said approximately this: Go Home, You've Done
Enough Mischief As It Isl...

Before leaving we tried to bargain'with him, asking
to at least tell the police to withdraw behind their
wagons, to avoid the risk of a fight, There were end-
less discussions, Peyrefitte wasn't even prepared to
grant that, without a hassle. We were supposed to see
God knows who, God knows where. So we said: "Under
th ondition we _have nothing mo o0 do here: it




will be entirely your respongibility!" At the last mo-
ment, Roche repeated that if we promised to return to
our classes, the government would consider liberating
the arrested students., It was the end. Either they
didn't understand what was going on or they wanted a
blood bath,

When we left, I noticed that the cops had already
cleared the Place Edmond Rostand with tear-gas & the
students had retreated behind the barricades. The
attack started about half an hour later against the
barricades on the Boulevard Saint-Michel, & on the cor-
ner of the rue Royer-Collard, then against the first
barricade of the rue Gay-lussac. The defenders of the
rue Royer-Collard resisted with extraordinary courage.
Their position was of capital importance, for had the
cops gotten thru all the demonstrators in the lower
part of the rue Gay-lLussac would have been surrounded.
They were the ones who held out the longest with extra-
ordinary courage.

The cops had received the order to avoid hand to
hand battles for their own protection because they were
scared, But they weren't always able to avoid direct
contact because the students' resistance took them by
surprise., Their orders were to evacuate the streets
with tear-gas & to advance afterwards., Tear-gas is
terrible, worse than having your head busted with a
night stick, probably because there is no defence again-
st it, so we were powerless, We had a few gas masks
that the militants had given us because it was imperat-
ive that we hold out to the end, so as not to leave the
students defenceless, with no orders, But the others
with no gas masks fought with unbelievable vigor.

At one time, I went to the first barricade on the
rue Gay-Lussac that had been attacked for the last half
hour with tear-gas, & I told the defenders that they
should perhaps withdraw, They answered: "We'll hold on

lon S W nl" It was the worst spot because the
people who lived in the street couldn't throw enough
water out the windows to dissipate the gas. But rue



Mouffetard, for example, the barricade held to the end.
The cops never could take it, until they finally storm-
ed it from behind. The inhabitants constantly threw
water into the street & the gas dissipated after a few
seconds.

The gasses used against us - chemists proved it &
the services at the Préfecture acknowledged it - were
combat gasses of the same type used in Viet Nam & again-
st the Blacks in the USA, Our eyes & lungs were serious
<ly burned. The cops knew it & never stopped throwing
them as they advanced. But the students came back over
& over again to re-occupy the area & started to hurl
paving stones. In many cases the cops were turhed back.

There have been many discussions on the origin of
the fires., There were some on the barricades, cars
that had been overturned & the gas leaked out & was set
on fire by the cops' grenades. There were also cars
that were wilfully set ablaze by the demonstrators to
retard the advance of the cops.

What happened Friday, what happened during that who-
le week, we hadn't foreseen, much less premeditated it,
because we couldn't imagine that the government would
go to such ends of stupidity. Dean Roche started the
whole thing by admitting cops inside the Sorbonne on
Friday May 3rd. After that, the students reacted spon-
taneously, & it became impossible to quell the movement
even if we had wanted to,

The authorities claimed we were "manipulated" by
"pro-Chinese" agitators who wanted the peace negotiat-
ions to be compromised. That was absurd. Had they
been well=informed they would have realized that the
Marxist-Leninists thought our demonstration had come at
a most inopportune time. They thought we should have
gone into the slums to talk to the workers, to explain
our position & to convince them to go along with us,
Now I challenge the police to name a single "pro-
Chinese" fellow=traveler among our organizers. Certain
-ly not Sauvageot, nor 1, nor anyone around us.




Now that the government has relented, that our frien-
ds who were arrested have been released, that the Sor-
bonne - until further orders - has been opened, without
being surrounded by the fuzz, what is going to happen?

I don't know. Perhaps our movement will lose some of
the unity that characterized it for a week, But we will
have to go on explaining the political meaning of what
happened, investigate & create new objectives., In any
case, something has changed, at least with regard to the
Communist Party. Tomorrow, when we march to the factor-
ies, to talk to the workers, the C.P, won't be able to
chase us away so easily.

It is significant that it was Séguy (the head of the
CeG.T,) & the C.G.T, who called first to the UNEF (The
National Union Of Students Of France) to propose a de-
monstration together. He must have had information on
the state of mind of the basic workers & realized that
the C.P. couldn't allow themselves to be outwitted by
the student action...

Everyone asks about our rapports with the political
groups. It is very simple: complete unity in action,
beyond any divergence of thought, with anyone who wishes
to fight with us, So now it is up to the unions & the
parties to assume their responsibilities., If they join
the fight, well & good. But we're not obliged to join
any political group whatsoever. To stand by the C.P.,
for insteance, would be absurd because it would immediat-
ely "retrieve" us, We are not going to suddenly pro-
claim that the C.P. was always right & that it was the
only party to concur with our demands. No one would
understand & no one would follow us, because the C,F.
maintained a shameful attitude toward us. The "grou-
puscules" were the most aggressively inclined toward
it & not the militants of those "groupuscules", they
are now accustomed to the '"treachery" of the C.P., also
the young people who are gradually becoming politically
aware, & who are being formed in the action, these are
the ones who are disgusted by the C.P, I saw workers
sick at heart by what they read in "L'Humanité".



At the same time there are those who are still naive
enough to hope. Friday night there was a rumor that the
Party had sent 20 000 workers from the suburbs to join
the students & attack the cops from behind, & people be-
lieved this,

To get back to the Viet Nam affair which has contrib-
uted to the contradictions in the C.F.'s position: On
the one hand the C.P. was called upon to support a re-
volutionary people fighting for a radical change - in
South Viet Nam - in the structure of its society; but
on the other hand, in France, it only sanctioned vague
reforms & didn't demand any action. The Party's pass-
words have never had any hold on young people, & the
proof of the pudding is in the difficulties the C.P, has
had for a long time to "hold" its Young Communists in
line,

Now people say to us: you got results, it's true,
but the cost was hundreds of casualties & even - we'll
eventually know for sure - many dead. Isn't that too
great a price to pay for your success? 1 answer: we
were not the ones who decided there were going to be
casualties., It was the government. We were surprised
by the incredible stupidity of the authorities. We had
not foreseen any show of strength for the Spring.,
According to our analysis, things were to come to a head
in the Fall when the University re-opened. Then, there
would have been an objective - lack of space, & pro-
fessors, disorganization, & inefficient teaching - which
might push the students towards violence, for they real-
ize that the year before strikers & peaceful protests
proved to be of no avail., The crisis came early because
the government started it, & once the escalation was on
we were forced to move.

When the police invaded the Sorbonne on the 3rd of
May, & not one student approved. And it happened that
the students by themselves, with no orders, resisted &
fought, From that moment on it was impossible to go
back without seeming to disavow those who accepted to




fight instead of running away. Those responsible for
the movement did not decide on violence: the students
chose spontaneously to resist., After that, it would
be inconceivable for those responsible to say: Now,
we're taking back our marbles, the game's too risky...
The government would have said, "You see, even the Ex-
treme Leftists who are responsible are breaking their
ties with the more excitable groups who reacted on the
3rd of May."

Certainly, during the days that followed, there we-
re more casualties, some horrible things happened. But
how can we be made responsible? It is the system that
is violent, Society is violent, Yes, we resisted this
violence of the government - because, after all, it is
the government that set its police on us with night
sticks & grenades - there were many casualties. Many
young people were wounded physically., But the young
workers 1 spoke of earlier, the ones on the barricades
of the rue Le Goff, received interior wounds which are
perhaps much more serious in nature. Bourgeois hypo-
crisy insists: it's far better to inflict interior
wounds than to spill blood., I don't think so., Anyway,
we were given no choice.

We never dteamed of issuing the order "Everyone in-
to the streets! Fightl" No one would have gone. We
believe that a movement is triggered when a situation
excites ‘it & justifies it. We think that this same
situation will exist in the Fall at the opening of the
University., The stupidity of the government created it
in May: it was not our fault, As a matter of fact,
things happened in Paris on a larger scale & more ra-
pidly than in Nanterre. Every time we denounced some=-
thing & there was a show of force we noticed that an
ever growing number of students came over to our side.
Because they realized that what we were denouncing was
true & every time it was confirmed by fact. Now,our
program, as we won a first victory, is simple: we must
not let the Movement down, we must go on explaining,
denouncing, we must act,






students,

workers,
don’t let them
fuck you up!
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Paris, June 1l4th 1968

Dear Village Voice, ;

1 got out of jail this morning and
walked home to take a shower before going back to work
for this revolution which has burmed & is burning Paris,
Finding the VV in my mail box, was at first pleasant, &
then quite unpleasant because of Martha Merrill's artic-
le ("To The Barricades: Paris belongs to us"), I show-
ed this article to a few frierids who are also more than
active in the present explosion - everybody found it
superficial, poorly documented & stupid. It's not e-
nough to look at something, in the first phase of the
revolution, from across the street, to understand it,
For the vagueness of Martha Merrill's account she might
just as well have been watching it on TV; penetrating
the inner workings of a collective creative process ta-
kes a lot more than the usual voyeur's glance.

Shouldn't we expect more from TV than from the Herald
Tribune or from France-Soir? In short, beware of "sym-
pathetic" war correspondents who can't tell a hysteric-
al cop's asshole from a forest of trembling Bourgeois
elbows. What are all those clichés about cop-hating?
There is g _lot more to the present events than that, If
one must arbitrarily decide "how it all began", Che's
murder by the CIA as well as the chain of events which
links S&igon to Warsaw to Detroit to Madrid to Tokyo to
New York to Prague every day has more to do with it

than the teachings of any professor. Remember that what
touched things off here recently, was (as everywhere el-
se) a police riot, It happened in the Fall of 1967, on
the Antony campus, when the authorities built a wall to
separate the dormitories & outlawed male/female night
visiting: the reaction of the students was, of course,
prompt & powerful; in fact it triggered the entire move-
ment which from then on extended naturally toward pre-
cise political aims, such as self-management & a total
reconstruction of society.



This confirms the basic sexual source of all political
demands, but for those for whom Martha Merrill's wham-
bam-thank-you-m'am account wasn't enough you might like
to translate Pogitions, a political appraisal of the Pa-
ris insurrection published in Le Pavé, an illegal paper
which appeared here from within the movement.

Nevertheless, no matter how radically political (in a
fundamentally non-Stalinist & social libertarian sense)
this movement is, it would be dishonest to cut it off
from its earlier stages of development: the many diff-
erent nuances of Anarchists, Dadaists, Surrealists, Si-
tuationists, certainly contributed to the inventivgness
of the present revolutionary forces. No art was ever
greater than the collective orgasms we experienced, and
still hope to experience, in the streets - finally
transforming the environment according to our desires.

. In fact, Rimbaud's CHANGER LA VIE is more than ever an
adequate approximation of what this truly International
Movement is all about,

For those who don't give a shit about the Sorbonne, Co-
lumbia, or Oxford & their boring academic problems, here
is one more indication, quoted from a poem by Julian
Bec% (who occupied the ex-Odéon Theater with us, in Pa-
ris) :

", ..we can't wait

we have a hard-on

& we are ready to go to the revolution

it takes place now."

Truly yours,

Jean-Jacques Lebel
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LIBERTY R DEAIHNR

Interview with Daniel Cohn-Bendit,
Jean-Jacques Lebel, Jean-L, Brau etc.

Q. === What do you mean by Anarchism?

A. === Anarchism must be placed in relation to Leninist
ideas of power & in relation to the Capitalist State.

At present we think that to carry on the struggle, as
there are no patterns for revolution in an advanced Ca-
pitalistic country, we are obliged to invoke all fhe
concepts of traditional analysis of a given situation,
This was done very rapidly in May. We also discovered
new structures, new ways to intervene as we confronted
the escalation of repression, instead of our fundamental
objectives, which were to put the double~-power back into
place at every level,

Q. === Is your reference to Anarchism global or is it
more precise?

A, =-=- We refer to it in relation to Socialism, There
is, on one hand, an authoritarian Socialism that is in
power in quite a few countries, & on the other hand, the
kind of Socialism that interests us: Libertarian Social-
ism that is re-invented as it goes along. The Trotsky-
ist theory of permanent revolution - that Trotsky, for
bureaucratic & mental reasons (in the broadest sense of
the words) was unable to put into practice because he
adhered to a state-controlled course. Anarchism, as we
see it in practice, would be the invention & elaboration
from the base of a libertarian socialism. A distribut-
ive Socialism, calling into question the power-problem
by self-management, worker-committees etc, If we may
still use the word tradition, there is a very deep-
seated, latent, subterranean tradition starting from
Babeuf & passing thru the Commune & the self-management
as it was practiced by the Communards, & later thru the
first groups of Fourierites in Algeria, Godin's experi-




ence in California & elsewhere; within the 1917 Revo-
lution, Makno's experiment, and Bela Kun's in Hungary:
the search for self-management at every level. Then,

we jump to Turin, 1920, Catalonia, & finally Budapest

in 1956, There is the failure to integrate self-
management into a system, not necessarily Leninist,

but in any case Centralist. Finally, let's talk about
"guthoritarian Communism" & of the partial self-manage-
ment in Yugoslavia, or under Ben Bella., It is not that
kind of self-management that interests us., Today, re-
garding universities or Capitalism in France, self-
management as we see it is completely opposed to co-
management, I believe that is clear enough. We want

to abolish salaries & thus radically transform human
relations, Change life at every level: social, politi-
cal, sexual & mental, It is important, if we go over
the various forms that Anarchism has taken on, not to
forget communities (or Communes) - the kind of self=-
managing micro-societies that take after the Fourierite
Phalanxes & experimental society at the same time,

Their first problem is obviously economic: to abolish
money. That is what the Diggers did in the XVIth centu-
ry in England & what the Diggers in the USA tried to do
by setting up "Free Stores" - on the basis of a distri-
butive society. There is also the Living Theater, a
troup of Anarchists that was very active in the States
before exiling themselves to Europe & working there

very muéh like Antonin Artaud's Theater Of Cruelty.

The Living Theater functions as a community - salaries
are shared equally, the creative elaboration is collect-
ive, etc. It is an island of Anarchism adrift., As long
as the basic structures of Capitelistic economy are not
destroyed, the solutions advanced by such micro-societies
can only be partial - they are, nevertheless, exemplary
because they have broken away from the ideologies of the
governing class.

To get back to the question: In what way are we Anarch-

ists? There are many people since Dada & the Surrealists
and Guérin & the Situationists, who have spoken "from



the wilderness" - or rather we believed for many gener-
ations that theirs was a voice from the wilderness.
They still spoke of our "future revolution" which was
against the revolution imposed from the top, by the
cadres, by the bosses; a revolution that always leads
to Stalinism, Starting from the pre-revolutionary
situation created by students & extended to every field
by the general strike, the one we have just witnessed &
that we are still continuing to live thru, we want a re-
volution to start from the bottom, a basic revolution,
refusing any set bureaucracy, any centralization,

Q. === Then this Anarchism is thought out., We note the
failure of the Trotskyist movement during 30 years of
national & international activity, especially in China
& in the crushing of the Hungarian uprising which pre=
sented the premises of a revolutionary movement as it

is understood in "advanced" Capitalistic countries, It
is from such a situation that we can build new structur-
es. Two kinds of Anarchism cannot exist, one '"serious"
& the other not. Everything thrown into gear by facts
reacts on men.

A, === There is perhaps a folkloric Anarchism in the
industrial culture, all the Bonnot Gang tricks, de
Malle, Lelouch & other parasites who launch the styles
at Woolworth's or at Dior. The Bonnot fad will exist &
so will the Barricades fad. They have nothing to do
with an analysis or with an authentic revolution, it's
merely cultural intoxication.

On one hand we must discriminate between what we think

& what we do, & on the other, what the Bourgeoisie is
doing with what we think, The way the Bourgeoisie wish-
es to have our morality & our acts of protest presented.
The Bourgeoisie wants to transform our action into mer-
chandise so it can do away with it, in order to make re-
flections of us, We have been reduced to a state of
"images" so we may be better absorbed, but we have learn-
ed how to stop the rolling-mill.,

On the level of social structure, we must go back to Lu-




can's analysis on the mirror-stage. Society reflects

what it wants of our action in order to integrate it in
a castrated fashion into its system, Macluhan also ex-
plains that today people are being crushed, dominated &
led into error by the image. He who controls the image
industrially, controls society. Today society is not

only dominated by the Army or the C.R.S. but it is con=-
trolled because it controls the image it has of itself,
particularly by the mass-media. This is where the role
of the Press & cultural industry should be determined.

Q. === I am thinking of another folklore: the old An-
archists who numbered seven or eight & who met from ti-
me to time & whose importance has been forgotten,

A, === That still exists., The true dynamic libertarian
movement is ageless. Guérin cites the letter written by
the genius terrorist Emile Henry to the director of the
Conciergerie, a few days before he was guillotined.
Emile Henry writes: "..the complete liberty we demand
develops our minds all the time, lifts them toward new
horizons (according to the will of all the varieties of
individuals), & casts them out of the narrow framework
of regimentation & codification", Not bad, eh? Apart
from the style which is slightly old-fashioned, the con-
tents agree very much with this movement, I think,

When we started at Nanterre, we were only a score of
"teenagers".

The new truth compared to traditional Anarchism is that
it is not only about the exterior, super-structural a-
spects of society, but a worldwide dispute, even in the
thought-waves. Louise Michel wrote about Anarchism,

but she accepted Aristotle's logic. Bakunin broached
the subject of economics,nature, society, with thought
principles that belonged to the Bourgeoisie. What we
are disputing are the thought methods & at the same ti-
me seeking a new libertarian economic solution - he also
sought new methods & new thoughts,

It is not for nothing that the poetic Dada slogans ap-




peared at Cengier, like LHOOQ (Picabia's joke about the
Mona Lisa) or Interdit d'Interdire (It is forbidden to
forbid)., Dada is Anarchism in its deepest & most revo-
lutionary sense.

Qe === But it is purely negative...

A. === And why not? Netchayiev & Nihilism was too,

But Nihilism is not exactly on the same level with our
action, It is linked to a concrete analysis of the si-
tuation that permits a surpassing of the current action
in the course of its development, And we come to a
double transgression: one ofrggfpgng;z that takes its
hat off to us but puts the b s on the workers' move-
ment, i.e. the Communist Party & the C.G.T.

Qe === The C.,P, is a2 permanent counter-revolution,..

A, === Not exactly, the C.,P. is not exactly the Bourge-
oisie, but its complement, the mirror of the Bourgeoisie.
They are two counter-revolutionary but parallel things.,
When Lenin defined the State as a device for repression,
he didn't realize that the Party he founded became, like
the State, a device used for repression & castration,
structurally similar to everything that is most alienat-
ing & un-developping in Bourgeois organizations.

The difference is that the C,P., doesn't represent the
interests of the Bourgeoisie but the interests of a
caste: bureaucracy.

Q. === But what difference do you see between the Party
apparatus & the Party militants?

A, =-=-- Even an honest militant is integrated into an in-
stitution which is repressive & which has been recuper-
ated by the Bourgeoisie. He is automatically alienated
in his revolutionary thought, in his freedom of thought,
The foundation is good outside the Party, outside the
C.G.T,, but inside it is restricted.

The letter the Communists published in Le Monde reflect-
ed the opinion they had of a certain number of Communists




















































































































































