On questions of principle and the revolutionary use of democratic demands
In the founding Congress of the FLTI all the delegates of the participating groups agreed on principle points with which to approach the use of democratic demands. In capitalism of the 19th century there was the valid use of and separation into the minimum and maximum programme. But in the period of capitalist decadence, in the epoch of imperialism, the use of democratic demands changed; this is the epoch of the permanent revolution and the transitional programme, which acts as a bridge between the immediate demands of the masses and the programme of the socialist revolution.
We never raise the demand for a Constituent Assembly as a demand which implies that the working class can take power through it (ie as a ‘power’ demand), because in the imperialist epoch, it is not possible today to struggle solely for reforms, as on this point explained in the 1938 Transitional programme: “Any demand of the working class, and even any progressive demand of the petti-bourgeoisie, will mean inevitably a struggle against capitalist property relations and the bourgeois state.” Imperialism is incapable of giving bread to the workers, land to the peasants and national independence to the oppressed nations.  The only way to guarantee and conquer even the most minimum demands, is through the dictatorship of the proletariat. 
In a revolutionary or pre-revolutionary situation, the revolutionary programme requires the setting up of soviets and militias, the only organs with which the proletariat, supported by its allies, can take power. Any democratic demand, including its most far-reaching, such as a constituent or national assembly, must be subordinate to the strategy for soviets, and which assists in the setting up of soviets and the arming thereof. If today we have the embryos of soviets and militias, the programme should concentrate on their development. This is to say, the so-called ‘marxists’ who propose as their strategy, the struggle for a constituent assembly, at the very time when the masses enter on the revolutionary path, are in deed opposing (holding back) the revolution and are acting as the paramedics, as saviours of capitalism. 
Under conditions of a military dictatorship, fascism or bonapartism, the democratic demands must be used to link with the most urgent and necessary demands of the masses. Under these conditions, the workers go into combat under a state of siege, the organizers and working class fighters are assassinated and persecuted, the working class organizations are prohibited, as are their struggle activities. Democratic demands, from the freedom of assembly and freedom of expression, the right to strike, etc, up to the most far-reaching such as for a constituent assembly, are most closely linked to the demands of the masses. Because in the hands of the workers, democratic demands not only serve to defend their rights but give a cover, a legitimacy to defeat the dictatorship with their own proletarian methods: with the general arming of the workers. 
They also serve to demonstrate in the eyes of the masses, the impoverished layers of the urban and rural petty-bourgeoisie, that the ‘democratic’ bourgeois opposition parties are also enemies of the struggle for democracy, and that the bourgeois (or petty bourgeois) groups, even the ones with a large proletarian base, who act as a part of the bourgeois government, will be bonapartist or fascist. This was the experience of Bolshevism in the epoch of the February Russian revolution. 
In the colonial and semi-colonial countries both democratic and revolutionary tasks exist (are posed): the agrarian question and that of national liberation, these are connected in a most profound manner, and can only be resolved through the dictatorship of the proletariat, as elaborated in the Transitional Programme of 1938. These demands are structurally connected. A backward country is not free, and its agrarian problem cannot be solved. They are tied to the designs of imperialism in one way or another, as can be expected from being a colony or semi-colony, with its land in the hands of the transnationals; and it is exactly here that bourgeois agrarian reform plays a role to avoid (betray) the revolution, the poor peasant is weighed down with debts to the banks; in one form or another the poor peasant is ruined and exploited by the local parasitic lackeys of finance capital. 
Thus, national liberation and the solution of the agrarian question are not only democratic demands which could be regarded as episodic, but we always raise them in our programme and we explain that they can be resolved through the working class and its exploited allies taking power not only in the backward countries, but also, fundamentally, with the working class taking power in the very imperialist countries (that are responsible for the enslavement of the colonies and semi-colonies). 
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