A CRITIQUE

The following article by Claude Prévost was published in La Nouvelle Critique, a theoretical journal of
the French Communist Party, in June 1968. This article is one of the most intelligent critiques of student
ideology produced by the Party inthe period of the Events. Its relatively mild and reasonable tone should not
make one forget the violent and, often dishonest polemics still resounding in the background: it is an
expression of their theoretical basis.

This article seemed important enough to translate and publish because it would have been too easy
to present only the students' side of the argument. The Conmunists, like many Old Leftists in the United
States, were appalled by the "nihilism" they believed they could detect in the student movement. Forced to
confront the views of their adversaries, they not only refuted some of the sillier ideas of the students, but
revealed much about themselves.

For example: the extraordinary (for a "communist") distaste for revolutionary violence; the
characterization of the relative passivity of the French proletariat in the years preceding May as
"responsible” and "mature” (Lenin would not have been so sanguine); the insistence that global opposition
to the society is mere silliness; thedemand for a "rational” strategy which the Party can guide every step of the
way without risk of surprises, even pleasant ones; the insistence on explaining the student movement in
traditional terms, as petty bourgeois leftism, a point of view which reveals a great reluctance to confront a
new phenomenon with new ideas; the "magnanimous” desire to co-opt and integrate the student movement
into a presumably more "sensible" opposition; and so on.

Yet Prévost's article cannot be dismissed as a mere example of the consenatism of the Party. It is
sometimes right, especially when it criticizes "student folklore", the wild and utopian spirit of the movement
which was not always in touch with certain important realities. Thus Prévost is right to reject the fetishization
of violence, the contempt for workers' demands, the total hostility to all organization, etc. Yet these were not
essential aspects of the movement. The students themselves became increasingly uncomfortable with
precisely these sorts of things asthe Events progressed. A critique of "student folklore" spontaneously arose
within the movement as students sought realistic, if revolutionary, solutions to their problems.

Hence Prévost's article, it must be admitted, does not go to the heart ofthe question, even if it brings
certain aspects of it clearly to the fore by its very unilaterality. But the movement would not have been deeply
touched by this attack, since it developed, its own self-critique and a political strategy which Prévost seems not
to have understood at all. For more on the latter, see the section "Struggles" below.
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THE FOUNDATI ONS CF LEFTI ST | DEOLOGY
By
Cl aude Prévost
(FromLa Nouvelle Critique no. 15, June 1968)

The student nmovenent is rich and varied. |1t has noved quickly to the center
of the stage, to the surprise of many. So far the tunmult and confusi on have scarcely

permtted us to distinguishits main |ines of ideological force. It is true that
it is not a honbgeneous mlieu and that it is being differentiated with increasing
speed. In particular, those students who are organically closest to the real

wor ki ng cl ass vanguar d have proposed sol uti ons whi ch are gradual | y naki ng progress.
But not without difficulties, because they cone up agai nst the resistence and the
inertia of an ideol ogy which still occludes the true perspectives of struggle. It
nmust be recogni zed that leftismstill dominates the ideol ogi cal thenes which are
nost successful anmong students. It is the novenent as a whol e whi ch spont aneously
secretes this ideology while, on the other hand, quadra - or sexagenerian
i deol ogi sts concernthensel ves with constantly reinjectingit andin massive doses.
Here we find a phenonmenon whi ch shoul d nei ther astoni sh nor exasperate, but which
nmust first be recognized in order the better to be known. Under standing of this
i deol ogy will not supply a nmagic acid capable of dissolving it in the wink of an
eye, but it can help sone of those who are its bearers at |east to sense what it
is, therefore to begin to take their distance fromit.

The statements and especially the behavi or of those who bear this dom nant
i deol ogy may be contradictory. But what is essential isthat it presents itself
as a coherent totality: this is one of the reasons for its success, and not the
|l east of them It is for the sake of convenience that we will extract certain
of its thenmes, but this work of abstracti on shoul d not make us forget howt horoughly
i nterconnected, closelyintertwi nedand, onfirst sight, indiscernibl ethese thenes
are.

THE FESTI VE HORI ZON

The first theme, that which is the nost obvious theme or if one wll
gui ding-image, is that of creative violence. W cannot be indifferent when so
many young denonstrators sing the “International”, evenif to doso, as a witness
has witten, sone read the text froma page.

But neither shoul d we fool ourselves; it is appropriate tol ook at the neaning
whi ch they thenselves give to this act: "Singing the ‘International’," says a
student in Letters, "was in any case nuch nmore the sign of arevolt, it was nore
a hymm agai nst than, properly speaking, a conmuni st hymmn. Everyone knewthi s song,
the song of revolt."

At the price of atypical regression, revolution falls back into revolt and,
inthe final analysis, when they nentionthe wetchedof the earth, they think nore
of Frantz Fanon than of Eugene Pottier and Degeyter.

Revolt is pure violence and violence is the notor of all action. This is
unhesitatingly recogni zed by the very ones who nultiply occasions for the
ultra-violent to express thenselves: "It was furthernore in the |ogic of Daniel
Cohn-Bendit's friends to provoke disorder and invite confrontation."

One coul d approve this logic or not, but it had to be recogni zed since the
| eaders thenselves told us they regretted the passivity of the police, a passivity
whi ch, said they "anaesthetized their action and isolatedit.” (Jean Daniel, “Le
Nouvel Cbservateur”, May 8); or again: "The 'enragés' of Nanterre obtained the
confrontati on which they had | ong hoped for." (René Backmann, Ibid.) But there



is nogap in this logic since violence reveals the movenent to itself. One can
sunmmari ze a favorite thesis of the 22nd of March Moywvenent by parodying a famous
sl ogan: without revolutionary violence, norevol utionary movenent. Wiether it is
really a question of revolutionis quite another matter, but the fact is that they
recogni ze a "revolutionary” dignity in the working class only to the extent that
it engages in violent actions.

To tell the truth, what violence reveals to itself is less a collectivity
than a j uxt aposition of individuals. Speaking of the preparation of the barricades
onthe night of the 10thtothe 11t h of May, Cohn-Bendit remarked: "It was sonethi ng

of a festival..." It is perhaps startling, but an anal ogous fornul a can be found
in the obviously sincere testinony of a phil osophy student who quotes Georges
Bataill e (perhaps i nappropriately!) witing of the same episode: "Thetragic is

the horizon of the festival."

Violence is joy. Several w tnesses describe the explosion in terms which
t hey woul d have used to descri be an orgasm Violence i sfecund becauseinit desires
are incarnated, desires for change, desires for sonmething nerely "different,"
Desire in short. A commentator notedthis clearly. He is Edgar Morin in a series
of articles publishedin“Le Monde”. His statenent of the caseis doubly revealing
because it is wholly caught up in the ideology which it transcribes. Mrin's
di scourse unconsci ously doubles it, exaggerating it, caricaturingit in his very
met aphors: student nmel stromf unfurling of a great rebellion/ chain reaction/
prodi gi ous commune/ prodi gi ous week/ planetary emanations/ internationalist
emanat i ons/ ecstasy of history/ osnosis takes place/the baptismof billy clubs/
the joyous springing up of barricades... In fact, Mrin is incapable of
descri bi ng the student novenent because he is unable to think it.

But perhaps it is inpossible to give anything nore than a series of poetic

equi val ents? This i s what another wi tness, a phil osopher as well, would like to
suggest: Toexplainis alsotoco-opt: but Friday night i s unco-optable by anyone,
by anything. In the first place no one has the concepts required to think it at

hand; then too, if you have witnessed this insurrection, you want to show a sort
of fidelity to the students by refusing to think what took place using already
constituted categories.” (Les Lettres Francai ses, "Student Special.") This
invitation is perplexing. Marx did not have to give up thinking about the Paris
Commune which, one readily admits, went somewhat beyond the events of the Rue
Gay-Lussac in size and conplexity. Is it that just as for Kant the beautiful is
wi t hout concepts, so too viol encecannot be t hought? One of Morin's fornul as offers
us an answer: all that nutually engenders itself. Violenceis life, its oceanic
depl oyment which no logic can enconpass. Curiously, the cult of spontaneity,
agai nst whi ch Leni n pol enmi ci zed wi t h wel | -known vi gor, shows up herein conjunction
wi th neo-Sorelian and neo-Bergsoni an themes.

A DRAMATI C HI ATUS

Ber gson defined the comic as "the nechanical laid over theliving." It was
perhaps by virtue of a netenpsychosis of ideas that M Cohn-Bendit qualified
wor ki ng cl ass dermands as | aughable ... Inthe face of thisnultiformlife, society,
with all its "integration", represents a "soulless" nechanism Mrin evokes "the
di saster of techno-bureaucratic life in work." Wrk is necessarily "alienating"
VWhat the students refuse is "nodern” society, never defined by the nature of the
dom nant relations of production, but by marginal, secondary adjectives.

Qbvi ously the overworked t heme of "consuner society” had tocome up here as
wel | as the ot her associ ated thenmes of "industrial society", of "alienation"etutti

quanti. As Louis Althusser says inan interviewin L'Unita (La Pensée, no. 138):
these are "bourgeois ideological notions ..., anti-scientific, anti-Marxist,
desi gned for the struggl e agai nst revol utionaries”. It is not surprisingto hear

the sane cord struck by His Eminence Mgr. Marty, during his Ascension homely,
consuner society neaning materialistic society, inthe East asin the Wst. After



all, in his presentation of Marcuse's phil osophy, Serge Mall et traces back to the
era of thefirst five year plansthe nm sdeeds of industrial society inthe U S.S. R
whi ch "di sgusted” Marcuse with Marxist socialism "Already the cenent flows of

Dni eprostroi suffocatedtheliberetarianaspirations of the young Sovi et republic".
Happy Czari st Russia, where candles gave light...

A strange consensus forns around this theme. Sone denounce "the facticious
har nrony of a consuner society where a presuned abundance of goods contradicts and
i gnores the exigencies of |ife, this suffocation of beinginthe prison of having".
O hers believe they can discover that "solidarity with Vietnamgoes al ong with the
refusal of consuner society, of which American capitalismoffers the nost perfected
nodel and whi ch the Vi etnanese have forced to the negotiating table". "Consuner"
or "industrial" society: sonetines the qualification disappears altogether and
this society is no |onger even precisely naned. It is characterized as a
"carnivorous flower", one declares oneself "against the police, against order
agai nst soci ety" and agrees that the novenent has something "anti-social" about
it. Sonmetines too, there are so many adj ectives that the mass drowns the neani ng
and the object of global distaste becones every society, Society,

"techni cal - bour geoi s- manageri al -i ndustrial -consum ng, leisure civilization", in
short everything, except capitalist society... But the coherence of all this is
obvi ous, as is what nourishes anarchic protest.

Marx said that capitalismengenders its own grave-diggers. He could not -
for good reason - have read Marcuse or the small fry, because then he woul d have
known that the grave-diggers could join the C.G T., have children, buy
refrigerators, thereby all ow ng thensel ves to be "integrated", or as Sartre nicely
puts it, to becone an "institution". The revolt "globally contests" the whol e of
"consuner society", includingthe consum ng prol etariat (the fact that there cannot
be consunption wi thout production has been a bit neglected, but it is odd, that
in all this verbal deluge the producers would be sought in vain),

The wor ki ng cl ass possesses soneinnate virtues, alittle |ikethe blue bl ood
of the aristocracy, but these congenital qualities are debased as quickly as, for
Péguy, the nystical passesintothe political: the workers' hair rapidly turns grey
and t hey organi ze: "The worker who is head of a fam |ly", says Cohn-Bendit, "does
not want to fi ght when he sees that the C.G T. applies the brakes, that the others
do not nove. But the young workers, they have nothing to |l ose: they areunenpl oyed,
they have no famly, no installnents to pay on the refrigerator". These few |lines
are interesting: sonme traces of Marxist vocabul ary appear in them(the workers
had nothing to | ose but their chains, they have their notor-bi ke and their electric
razor tolosein 1968); but what is especially clear hereis the blindingignorance
of the real working class. A tragic ignorance.

The opposition- students-institutions - isreflectedinotherantithetica

coupl es: Yout h- Age, Freedom Authority. But anong the institutions, there are
the parties and the union organizations: it is they which are the opiumof the
peopl e; the "l eadershi ps", the political "apparatuses" are t he warders who prevent
"the full flowering of life", who enprison the "living forces of contestation"

"in the parlianents, the sections, the cells" (Jean Daniel). Ohers enploy
met aphors whi ch place on the sanme | evel "the disciplinary reginme of the factory",
"t he school - barracks" and the "Stalinistic apparatus”, the C. G T. which comuands
t he working class and even "locks it up".

Ri si ng aspirations focus fromall sides on the working class, but this elan
is addressed to a nythical, prehistorical working class, to workers such as one
finds in Hugo's novels, isolated, ferociously rebellious workers, to a sort of
"nobl e savage" who refuses organi zation, and not to the "conform st" who conti nues
to insure vital services instead of "globally contesting"” everything. There is
a dramatic hiatus here between desire and reality. There are still many students
searching for a working class which can refl ect back to themthe i nage of their
student condition, and not findingit, they accuse the "apparatuses” of denaturing
their dream Having believed for years what they weretol d by bourgeoi s i deol ogi st s,




nanely that the workers slunbered, this student fracti on does not recogni ze t hese
guys, obviously risen |long before themand with faces that bear no trace of the
noctural vapors; and then they resort to magic to explain this "transformation”

NEI THER STRATEGY NOR PROGRAM

But this working class is the nasses. Precisely howcan this "mass rising"
be expl ai ned? Once again, this was a difficult phenomenon to think through with
the categories which the majority of students had at their disposal up to then:
"inertia", "apathy", "sinking into confort". It is necessary to produce "new'
concepts, or rather conplenments to the precedi ng ones. But here again one finds
an ol d ideology, withits source in the prehistory of the working class nmovenent,
that of active minorities, a nmechanistic caricature of the dialectical relations
of the mass of troops to the vanguard: to situate each of these notionsin relation
to the other it is necessary to have sone cl ear ideas about strategy. But here
we nmust admit there is a yawning gap anong the majority of students.

Cohn-Bendit confesses on the 15th of May that he is borne along by events
whi ch he does not control. H's statenment deserves to be quoted at sone |ength
"What happened Friday, what was happening all during the week, was not foreseen
by us, much | ess preneditated, becausewe had not i magi ned t hat t he gover nment woul d
involve itself in such stupidprovocations”. "W ourselves were surprised by the
incredible stupidity of the authorities. W had not foreseen any test of strength
inthe Spring ... The crisis took place earlier because the governnent itself
started it. And once the escal ati on had begun, we were obliged to follow'. "W
t hought t hat this objective situation woul dexist at the begi nni ng of next senester.
The stupidity of the governnent created it in the nonth of May: we had nothing
to do with it." The passages in italics add up to an extraordi nary sum of
confessions: continual underestimation of the Gaullist government, small
know edge of the very milieuin whichone acts, t ardiness with respect to events,
etc. Certainly no revolutionary ever pretended to foresee in all its anecdotal
details the unfolding of the "operations"” he | eads; but what is striking hereis
the fact that the pseudo-vanguard is towed al ong by events and that they take on
the tonality and the orientation given themby the repressive governnent. It is
sufficient torereadinLenin's works the witings onthe periodof 1917 to nmeasure
all that separates a Marxist-Leninist froma petty bourgeois anarchist.

CONTESTATI ON

Wt hout strategy, the novenment left toitself has no precise program There
are some who take this as a reason to condescend to those who have the one and the
other and to affirmthat the French Cormuni st Party sanctions "only vague reforns”
and calls for "no action". But what then is the content of the "action" called for
by the anarchists? Sartre went to the Sorbonne to say it: "Cohn-Bendit keeps the
noverment on the true | evel of contestation where it should remain". Sartre nust
be granted a constant virtue: heunderstandsthetinmely co-optation of stylish words
and knows how to give them at | east an appearance of theoretical dignity.

Contestation is at present one of the nost used words in France. The attenpt
to dig a bit deeper into the neaning of this concept conmes up agai nst a refusal
In Le Monde of May 10, several witers and phil osophers published an interesting
text which, after giving "consuner society" its inevitable knocks ("the so-called
soci ety of abundance, perfectly exenplified by the French world") tries to seein
t he student novenent "the will to escape, by every neans, froman ali enat ed order,
an order so highly structured and i ntegrated that sinplecontestation al ways ri sks
being placed inits service" and hopes that this nmovenment can "oppose and nmi ntain
a power of refusal capable ... of opening a future". It is clear fromreading this
text why the verb to contest is, alnost always at this time, an intransitive verb
when by chance it is given an object, this latter remains ill defined; it is, at




best, "the system as a whol e".

In reality, this concept of contestation was brought in to fill a gaping
theoretical and political void in student "consciousness". The sane phil osophy
student says it in a striking phrase: "Arevolutionary signifier, still nute, has
just eruptedinour space”. What is a"nutesignifier”? No doubt an al ogi cal nonster,
a signifier without signification. |t cannot be better put: this contestation
usual ly risks having no content. Jean Bruhat put it excellently in Les Lettres
Francai ses: this gl obal refusal pointstoward no solution, it manifests aresurgence
of anar cho-syndi cal i smand sends us back once nore to theprehi story of the working
cl ass novenent. As for the nodern working class, it does not contest, it demands,
and it is enough to exanmine the programof the CG T. to observe that it always
enploys this latter verb transitively.

In the final analysis, the novenent threatens to give out on a university
Ut opi a. Thus t he Movenent of March 22tal ks about transformi ngthe University into
a bastion. \Whether an internal reformof the University, wthout any reference
tothe "rest" of society seens satisfactory, or whether theideais |ater to project
ontothe "outside" the"revolution" nade "wi thin", the approach renai ns i npregnat ed
with an idealismwhich Jean Bruhat's good sense has once nore qui ckly brought to
light.

Thi s i s because at the basis of this ideology, at thelevel of its npbst secret
infra-structure, thereliestheproject of "changi ng man" and of changi ng hi mfirst.
A docunent published at Nanterre over a nmonth ago by the Myvenment of 22 March
enphasi zed these ol d | i bertarian aspirations for the total expression of the self.
It was a case of Stirner, but reviewed and corrected by an i magi nary Chonsky, who
was nade to say that | anguage was pure "creativity": so this docunent stigmatized
the repressive activity of grandnot hers who traumati sedthe grandchildrenintheir
care by teaching themto speak "correctly". That Chomsky never spoke of creativity
without rules ("creativity which changes the rules" and "creativity governed by
the rules") and that in fact grandnothers are unwittingly, nore Chonskyan than
the men of the "March 22" Is, after all, a small detail which should not stop the
Revolution ... But, once again, the shadow of the Total Man reappears here.

TO REDI SCOVER THE REAL RELATI ONS

All these ideological themes forma coherent totality, as we have al ready
noted. It will be objected that they are explicitly fornmulated by only a snal
nunber of students or ideologues. How then can the undeni able success of this
i deol ogy be explained? In For Marx, Althusser underlines an inportant aspect of
t he Marxi st definition of i deol ogy: "Ideol ogy i s i ndeed a systemof representations;
but usually these representati ons have nothing to do with "consci ousness”: they
are usual ly i mages, soneti mes concepts, but it is above all as structures that they
i mpose thenselves on the imense majority of men without passing through their
"consciousness". They are perceived-accepted-suffered cultural objects, and act
functionally on nen by a process which escapes thenf'. The success of
anar cho-syndi cal i st i deol ogy anong t he students is explained in particular by the
lived resonances which its principal thenes evoke or encounter anobng them

Presenting Marcuse's work (which is still little known in France since his
nmost "explicit" work, One-Di nensi onal Man has just conme out), Serge Mallet writes:
"There is nothing astonishing about the fact that adol escents 'to whomall hope
has been refused', recognize thenselves in many Marcusi an thenes: socia
repression; the profoundly totalitarian character of society; mutilation and
| evel i ng of consciousness; reginmentation of energies, which are forbhidden al
transcendence toward a di fferent future in the profit of a productive systemboth
rationalized in the extrene and totally irrational inits waste, its destruction
of wealth, its absence of human goals; the evident failure, finally of the working
cl ass novenent and t he appeal to the forces of 'intell ectual subversion' as a last
barrier against rising barbarismand a | ast reservoir of revolutionary energy".




Such a description remains at thelevel of the |ived experience which it pretends
to explain; it does not allow a know edge of the ideology which it describes as
i deol ogy; it remains itself ideological. To "explain" an ideol ogy one nust |eap
and cross a space, scrape off the imaginary relations to find the real relations.
Let us sketch this work, very briefly.

THE PROFESSOR OR THE SYSTEM

The active student strata have only a mininmal political experience, These
young bour geoi s and petty bourgeoi s nmasses achi eved political intelligence after
t he end of the Al gerian war, inthe heart of aGaullist regi ne whichactively worked
toward the depolitization of the niddle strata, for |lack of the power to inpose
it on the working class. Sometinmes astoni shnent is expressed at finding anong so
many of them the very same contenpt of parliament and the parties, of denpcracy
as anmong avowed Gaullists: thisis to forget that it was the donm nant ideol ogy!
In this political void, which even the nmpbst active conmuni st organi zati on coul d
not have filled, the theme of "spontaneity" proliferates quite naturally.

Anar cho-syndi cal i smi s a synpt omof t he yout h of t henovenent, its al nost i nevitable
ransom with the taste for viol ent confrontati on and the contenpt for organi zati on
whi ch have al ways characterized it.

Deprived of all perspectives of struggle for so long, the mass of students
found itself in the very state of apathy which it believedit could detect in the
working class. Gaullismseened to it to be as solid as a rock, "consuner society"
established for all tinme, in short nothing was possi bl e. Then perspectives appear,
and fromthat nonent on, in a sociologically typical turn-around, inertia gives way
to wild inpatience, the fool hardy underestimati on of the eneny follows on the
t enaci ous over-estimation of this very sane adversary and it i s suddenly announced,
as by the "Pivertiste" of '36, that everything i spossible. But what really produces
t hese new perspectives remains, it should be noted, totality understood: a process
whi ch nmust undoubtedly be related to the stubborn struggle of the working class
and to the progress toward political unity of the left "apparatuses". The
apoliticismof former tines and the present "overpolitization" have the same effect:
they mask the real novenent and, to enpl oy one of these railroad netaphors so nuch
in honor today, they hide the right train.?

This nmyopia and these "errors" are to be explained by the isolation of the
mass of students. Gipped by a highly structureduniversity organi zati on the wheel s
of which they see but not the mainspring, they are in sonewhat the sanme situation
as Joseph K., caught upinatrial the nmeaning of which he does not grasp. Wence
their limted horizon and the fact that, when the working class accelerates its
novenent so bl atantly that even the npbst myopic eyes nust be blinded by it, they
project on it their own situation instead of seeing it for what it is, organized,
powerful, resolute. Its calmis interpreted as reformsm its inpressive
organi zation as i nhuman nechanism its maturity as senility. Then, in the
i ntoxi cation of recent self-discovery they long to tell these "paralytics" the
secret of the nmovenent, which they believe thensel ves to possess; they givel essons
intactics and strategy and are painfully astoni shed by the refusal they receive.

Students have felt thenselves to be an active nass only briefly: this "new
consci ousness" is still marked by individualistic, even |ibertarian aspirations
for aself-fulfillnment withastrongreligioustint innmany cases. This fulfill nent
takes the nodern path to the "sal vation of the soul"”, that is to say, through
"commitnment": a lot of thought has been given lately to the (real) decline of
Sartrism wthout seeing that in the nearly total shipweck of this nuance of

The students accused the conmunists of what in Engl i sh woul d be called "junping
on t he bandwagon". The word "train" occurs inthe French expression. (translator's
note).



exi stentialism this hul k had managed to fl oat. The essential thingis not tocomrt
onesel f todo sonething, but to commt oneself, wthout qualification. But alarge
sum of individual "comm tnents" adds up in the end to a social phenonmenon.

I gnorant of the causes of its distress, the energy of protest rushes easily
toward the effects. In the time of Germ nal, when they | acked bread, it happened
that miners' wi ves killed bakers. Today it nay happen that, even while giving
t hensel ves over to "gl obal contestation", students will choose as their privil eged
target the present faculty, rather than really working to change the systemwhich
puts itinthe positionof teachingasit does, rather than denandi ngt he fundsneeded
by Hi gher Education to bring itself up to the | evel of the requirenments of our
century. |t has been all too often t rue that teachers have been unable to satisfy
the needs of a mass university and to face up to the necessities inposed by the
scientific and technical revolution. But when they beconme the main target, those
in power can rub their hands with glee. To establish student-faculty parity in
the running of the university is a considerable advance and, we hope, an
irreversible one (even though, as Maurice Duverger lucidly noted, one nust watch
out for a Therm dor), but the sonetinmes exclusive preoccupation with the
"qualitative" demand ri sks | eaving theparitary adm nistratorswithalimted power
over restricted neans. Left toitself, the student novenent m ght very well |et
the prey escape for its shadow.

A GROUP APART

In reality, the search for a deep explanation collapses unless an attenpt
is made, with the existing categories of course, tofindthetheory of this novenent
and, to do so, torelate it to the new constellation of today's class struggle in
France. One cannot act on ideology and transformit into an "instrunent of
reflected action on History" wi thout taking one's distance fromit.

M Ponpi dou speaks willingly of a "transformati on" occurring in France. W
wi |l concede that he is right: for many years now our country has been undergoi ng
and still undergoes a deep transfornmation. W are passing fromartisanal France
to salaried France. 1In his article published in our 11th issue, under the title
"Social Classes in Today's France", Serge Laurent described the "soci ol ogical"”
effects of this phenonenon. | refer thereader toit. | will however cite several
observations which appear basic to me. 1In the first place, this one: "Tendency
toward the internal differenciation of the basic cl asses, toward the devel opnent
and the rapid transfornation of the position of the mddle strata and, in
contradi ctory fashi on, tendency toward a growi ng pol ari zati on of social rel ati ons
" Next the tendency toward wage ear ni ng anong the active popul ati on, the wor ki ng
class representing nmore than ever the |argest group (43%, followed by other
salaried workers (25.6% . In this group, there are the intellectuals, deeply
affected by capillary attracti on, by t he student novenment, whi ch represents a snal |
percentage but a nunerically | arge and expandi ng conti ngent, takinginto account
the fact that there remain many non-salaried intellectuals. Among these latter,
the students, an unstable group because perpetually in the process of changing,
of abandoning their transitory condition, but steadily growi ng nunerically, have
now passed the half mllion mark, having nmultiplied their nunbers several tines
over in a relatively short tine.

For an in-depth analysis one can return to an old text by Maurice Thorez,
"The Notion of Class and the Historical Role of the Wirking Class". There the
situation of theintellectual class, and byrefracti on of the students, is defined.
Maurice Thorez situates themgenerally in the nmddle strata but as a group apart
inthe nmdst ofthese"internedi ate social strata". What isnoretheintellectuals,
i ke the students, do not constitute a honbgeneous stratum they cannot, as such,
play a directive role in political struggles; rather, their position reflects the
general condition of the class struggle.

At the sanme tinme, they have "serious noral and i deol ogi cal reasons for com ng
over to the denmocratic canp”. These anal yses are well known; they have been "put




into practice" by the entire Comuni st Party wi th undeni abl e success. It thus
cannot be said of the conmuni sts that they are surprised by what i s happeni ng: they
can republish without enbarrassnment old texts on the ever nore inportant role of
intellectuals in political struggles, on the growi ng participation of youth in
these very sanme battles, on the necessary convergence of actions |led by the

di fferent classes and soci al strata oppressed by State nonopoly capitalism they
have only to reni nd people of their proposals on the denocratization of the
University to win a w de audi ence.

The student nasses have thus entered the struggle and (naturally) with the
forms which correspond to the l evel of political maturity whichthey have attai ned
here and there. A heterogeneous social stratum the students produce very
differentiated, heterogeneous, even eccentric forns of action in which there is
often a | arge share of adventurism Those who | ead the struggles of the working
class would be crazy if they failed to take this into account and sinply nodel ed
their line on the fluctuations and the i nprovisations of student "strategy". The
experience of these | ast few weeks shows that on this point too, they are worthy
of confidence.

THE SAME ENEMY

By t heir anbi guous status in class society, theintellectuals-and still nore
the students with their doubly ambi guous status- arethe stakes in a di spute between
the two basic classes and are furthernore an ideologically vul nerable stratum
subject to nmultiple tenptations, bal ancing between right and | eft opportunism
vul nerable to idealistic and individualistic illusions. For the intellectual
"I deas" seemeasily ani nated wi t h an absol ut el y aut ononous force and, correl atively,
it often seems to himthat it suffices to wish to do. And to wish, either al one
or organi zed i n occasi onal and qui ckly di ssol ved collectivities. As Leninclearly
put it in One Step Forward, Two Steps Backward: "Wat generally characterizes
intellectuals as aspecial stratumin contemnmporary capitalist societies, is what,
anong ot her things, di sadvantageously distingui shes this social stratumfromthe
proletariat”.

We al ready t hought as nmuch: the i deol ogy whi ch speaks throughthe nouths to
whi ch we have patiently listenedis petty bourgeois ideology, avariant, quite often,
of bourgeoi s ideology itself. Thesane reproach does not apply equally to all these
i deol ogues, sone of whomseemt o be t he obj ect of dubi ous nani pul ations: if future
hi story shoul d di scover here and there anpong t hemsone "Pope Gapon", | will be the
| ast to be surprised.

But many of those who foll owthemare authentic, sincere revolutionaries -
but petty bourgeoisrevol utionaries. | wouldhazard a hypothesis: inthe beginning,
a short while ago, these young nen started out from denocratic demands, such as
paritary conm ssions, "the autonony" of the University, etc., all nmeasures which
a bour geoi s denpcracy can grant or r ather concede, if the pressure is sufficient.
But these aspirations cane up against the latent, then unrestrained viol ence of
t he governnent of the nonopolies. |t was enough to make t hemdespair of everyt hi ng.
Revol t brought oninstant despair incapitalism in every denocratic society, even
in society itself, and junped vertigi nous distances in one | eap: they went over
to revolutionary utopia. In fact this leapis a backward one: utopian socialism
or worse yet the vague fraternal reverie on "a nore beautiful society", all that
is far behind us, at | east 100 years behi nd t he vanguard of t heworking cl ass. Mddern
revol ution takes the route of enl arged denocracy:thisisathesisfamliar to French
comuni sts, to which they will stick.

But are these "young-old revol utionaries", these "archaic innovators",

i rremedi ably disqualified as revolutionaries? Certain of them yes, wthout any
doubt. The day after adrunk there are i npressive"returnstothe fold": the history
of the years '30-'35 in Gernany are unhappily abundant in exanples of this type.
But for many, it can turn out otherwise. It would be absurd to believe that this
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depends entirely on us (because, howcoul d a subjectivew Il, even that of a highly
"structured" collectivity* conpletely reorient an objective current?), but it
depends al so on us.

In 1936t he working cl ass | ed a novenment of historical significance to victory.
Today, in conditions that are 100 times as difficult, it has taken on one of equa
magni tude. I n those days, the majority of students bel onged to the Ri ght Leagues.
At present, 10 tines nore nunerous, the students in their majority fight the sane
eneny as the working class. Many students do not know it; they struggle with
desperation, as if they were alone and fall with an obstinacy worthy of a better
fate into all the traps laid for themby a class the cunning and the resilience
of which they have not yet understood. This "guerilla" struggle i ncommpdes the
wor ki ng cl ass, obliges it to cover itself on aflank which the naive nmay have hoped
woul d be free fromall threat -and the working class is right, there too, to strike
its blows. It isinthe very interest of the student novenent as a whole: there
where it is not relayed, shored up by an adult, organized, revol utionary working
cl ass, hence one di sposi ng of a great comuni st party, in Wst Germany for exanpl e,
t he student novenent is diluted, worn down, in spite of its internal cohesion and
the vigor of its struggles, and for a year now has turned in circles, wthout

prospects.
But the negative traits we have noted i n the French student novenment are not
indelible, like an original sin. This conpact ideol ogy can be fissured: here and

there cracks appear. This nyopic protest can refine its vision. The students,
intheir mass, have risen against the Gaullist state, against capitalist society,
agai nst the class University. They feel, in their own way, the contradictions of
a regime set on crushing the working class. These latter knowit, knowit often
for them andini ts habitual nmanner, the working class will knowhowto be unitary
for two, an attitude which does not exclude a certain harshness toward t hose who
pl ace this unity in jeopardy. Wthout the support of the intellectuals and the
students, the working class would not perhaps sing the "funeral solos" of which
Mar x spoke, but it could not aspire to a decisive victory. It also knows howto
be patient, knowi ng that the X' s and the Y's pass, but that the students, or rather
theintellectuals that they will soon becone, remain. Today, thebal ance of forces
havi ng changedintheworld, revolutionaries shouldcertainly fight petty bourgeois
revolutionism but it is no |onger necessary, as it was a hundred years ago and
nore, tocrushit inorder tobuildonitsruins; its élan, its generosity can be
captured to the total profit of the two defacto allied strata; | would say, using

a deliberately provocative expression, that it can and shoul d be co-opted.



