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The Discussion in the German Communist
Party.

By D. Manuilsky.

It is the infention of this article to deal with two que-
vions, The first of these questions is the international impor-
tance of the problems which the present discession in the
German Communist Party has brought io the fore. The mem-
hers of the Presidium of the Executive Committee of the Com-
munist International paid no attention to this side of the que-
sfion in their speeches in the session of the Presidium in which
e text of the Open Letter to the German Communist Party
was discussed. The second of these questions is that of the
sabilisation of capitalism, for this question is of extreme im-
rortance for all sections of the Comintern. A detailed discus-
sion of this question will create clarity and will show clearly
e revisionist character of the attempts to interpret the deci-
sions of the Sixth Congress of the Comintern as though the
capatalist stabilisation were permanent, Jinal and capable of
being maintained. Such a discussion will arm us ideologically
for the coming revolutionary streggles and show every member
of our Communist World Partv the nccessity for a merciless
sruggle against the opportunist epidentic.

1. The International Significance of the Open Letter of the
E.C.C.1. to the German Comwunist Party.

The Open letter of the E.C.C.1. to the German C.P. in
connection with the attack of the German right-wingers upon
the decisions of the Sixth Congress of the Comintern is of the
greatest international importance. Next to the C.P. of the
Soviet Union, the German C. P, is the strongest mass-party of
the Comintern. This mass-character of the German C. P, goes
hand in hand with its fighting capacity. As far as the German
C.I’. is coucerned, there exists no disproportion belween ine
two clements of bolshevisation, the wmass-character and the
fishting capacity, something which cannot be said for instance
of the C.P. of Czechoslovakia, The German C.P. was born
in the fire of the revolution. It grew and became strong in the
bloody struggles against the white guardist bands of Noske,
it was hardened in the civil war and in heavy defeats which
conribiited to its strength and experience. This circumstance
distinguishes the German C.P. from all other sections of the
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Comintern in Western Europe, which have not gone through
such a bitter period of revolution and civil wai.

The lessons learned by the C.P. of Germany in the most
important stages of its development are in some respects no
less important for the other Western European sections of the
Comintern than the experiences oi the C. P. of the Soviet Union.
It must be borne in mind that the German C.P. is a party
fighting for the seizure of power in a highly-developed capitalist
country possessing the strongest social democracy and the best
trained reformism in the world. For these reasons the condi-
tions under which the C.P. of Germany is fighting are more
typical for the Western European communist movement than
were the conditions under which the C.P. of the Soviet Union
fought before the November Revolution. The tremendous ex-
perience gained by the C.P. of the Soviet Union in the buil-
ding up of Socialism will acquire immediate and practical sig-
nificance for the sections of the Comintern in Western Europe
only after the seizure of power. To-day the most important
tasks which face these sections are those which are counnected
with the preparatory work for the revolution, or in other words,
the immediate tasks which face the C. P. of Germany: the que-
stion of the winning of the masses, the leadership ot the mass-
struggle, the work of the Communists in the trades unioas,
the emancipation of the working masses from the yoke of the
social democracy, the question of organising the unorganised
workers, etc.

For these reasons it is no fortuitous circumstance that the
German C.DP. is always ahead of the other sections of the Co-
mintern in Western Europe in_putting forward new questions
and new tasks for dicussion. What seems to many comrades
to be a “precipitate” tendency to deal with difierences of opi-
nion in the most important questions arising in the practise of
the communist movement, or a “mechanical” extension of the
discussion into other sections of® the Comintern, is in reality
nothing but the logical consequence of the leading role which
the German C.P. plays to an increasing extent in the com-
munist movement of Western Europe.

There is nothing fortuitous about the circumstance that it
is invariably two parties. the C.P. of the Soviet Union, the
party of the victorious proletarian revolution, and thie C.P.
of Germany, the party of the civil war, which systematically
take the initiative at all international congresses and at all the
sessions of the E.C.C.1. in order to secure a clear and defi-
nite freatment of all the most important questions of the com-
munist movement. To interpret this circumstance as an un-
healthy expression of “Comintern” policy, as an attempt to
jockey this or that group of comrades into accepting the do-
minant opinions in the Comintern, means to replace a conside-
red and Marxist analysis of the most important events in the
ideological life of the Comintern with considerations of a more
or less philistine nature. .

When these circumstances are taken into consideration, the
difierences of opinion in the German C.D., bedween the Central
Commitiee of the latter Party and the right-wingers and the
group of conciliators, no longer appear as matters of purely
internal interest for the German Party. On the conirary, they are
seen to be matters of such importance for the communist mo-
vement that without absolute clarity concerning them there
can be no healthy ideological life in the Communist Parties of
Western Furope. The question of the characler of capitalist
stabilisation, the question of the estimation of the role of re-
formism, the estimation of the speed of the process of radica-
lisation amongst the workers, the problem of the united front
tactic under the present circumstances, the attilude of the par-
ties to the opportunist slogans of the transformation period (the
slogan of the control of production, which is based upon the
tascist slogan of the social democracy, the slogan of “ecotiomic
democracy”), the problem of consolidating the Communist Par-
ties without at the same time obscuring the ideological differen-
ces of opinion, all these questions are of urgent and immediate
importance for the German C. P. and for all other sections of
the Comintern in Western Europe.

The discussion at the IX, Plenary Session of the E.C.C.1L
concerniing the new electoral factics to be adopted in Great
Britain and France was also practically based upon these que-
stions. This became still clearer at the last plenary session of
the Central Committee of the French C.P. when comrade Renaud

Jean represented a standpoint with regard to the stapilisation

of capitalism, to the speed of the process of radicalisuion

amongst the workers and concerning our attitude to the “leh.

wing” social democracy, which approximated to the standpoint

of the German right-wing group. Similarly, tendencies are to

be observed in the French C.P. in the question of the “Com-

mittees of Action” and the united front tactic, approxinnting

to the standpoint of the group of conciliators around Ewert in

the German C.P. In a whole number of parties we can meet |
with remmants of long exploded Brandlerist ideas concerning i
the present role of the social democracy, for instance in Czecho-

slovakia in the instructions given by the “ulira-Left” Comrade

Neurath to the local organisations of the Party in connection

with the elections. In these peculiar instructions Comrade Neu-

rath gives the following analysis of the relation of the C.P.

of Czechoslovakia to the social democracy in the question of

the application of the united front tactié¢:

“Every attempt of the C. P. Cz. to win not only the
socialist and non-party workers for the extension of the
mass-struggles, but also to interest the socialist leaders i
these revolutiomary struggles, met with the resistance of
these leaders who fight against any attempt io turn the
parliamentary oppositional struggle into a revolutionary
mass-struggle of the exploited masses of the population.”

b

9

This one quotation is sufficient to show that there are still °

comrades in the ranks of the Comintern who attempt, aiter the
Sixth Congress of the Comintern, to “interest the socialist lea-
ders* in revolutiomary struggles, and who believe that the trea-
cherous parliamentary policy of the social democrats is a “par-
liamentary oppositional struggle”, and that all that is wrong
is that the social democrats refuse to go further and “turn
the parliamentary oppositional struggle into a revolutionary
mass-struggle”. The instructions also contained other gems of
a similar nature.

The wavering attitude of the Political Bureau of the Swiss
C.P. must also be reckoned to these remnants of Brandlerism.
In an official document addressed to the E.C.C.I. referring
to the “German Question”, the IPolbureau adepted an attitude
approximately half-way between the position of the Brandlerist
right-wing and that o{ the Ewert group of conciliators. It oiten
happens that these important questions in the practice of the
parties are raised in connection with perfectly fortuitous or
quite incidental matters. It is quite clear that the “German
question” is becoming the crystallising point for all the tenden-
cies inside the Comintern after the Sixth World Congress. Those
tendencies which were in a more or less embryoni¢ stage at
the Sixth Congress, are ripening to-day to the extent of frac-
tional platforms, i. e., the platiorm of the right-wingers around
Brandler and the platiorm of the conciliators around Ewert.
This is the new element in the life of the Comintern since the
Sixth World Congress, and all sections of the C.I. must take
it into consideration. No single section of the C.1. may rem:in
indifferent to the discussion in the German C. P., for the open
rebellion against the decisions of the Sixth Congress of the
Comintern and the Fourth Congress of the Red International
of Labour Unions on the part of the German right-wingers,
and the peculiar interpretation given to these decisions by the
group of the conciliators around Ewert in their platform, raise
the discussion in the German C.P. to a matier of the utmost
international importance, To-day it is more necessary ihan ever
to obtain ideological clarity. Only widespread enlightenment
work and the thorough discussion of the questions raised in
the discussion in the German C.P. can raise the ideological
level of the membership of all sections of the Cominiern. This
is all the more necessary because to-day the sections have to
deal with a bad heritage from a past period in the development
of the Comintern which, had it been disposed of in the past
by the sections, would have saved them the present repetition
of the right-wing errors. We refer in particular to Radek’s
utterances at the third and especially at the fourth congress
of the C.I. concerning the questions of the workers government
and of the control of production, which unfortunately received
no effective rebuttal at the time and were responsible for the
later errors of the right-wing group in the C.]l. The definition
given by Radek of the workers government was closely related
to the definition advanced by Brandler at the Leipzig Party
Congress. Radek’s definition contained the idea of “a coalition
of ail working class parties” and the idea that the workexs
government was a stage towards the dictatorship of the pro-
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ictariat (“the ante-room’), and also the belief that ‘he workers
could force ihe social democratic leaders to conduct a revo-
lutionary policy. The same is true ol the slogan for the control
of production. The interpretation Radek gave to this slogan
ai the time diflers in nothing from the siandpoint which is
now defended by the Brandler group®). Later on Radek delended
the same ideas in the collected material relating to the pro-
gramme of the Comintern. This circle of ideas is closely con-
nected with the whole Brandler theory of “developmient into the
revolution”, which is represented in another form by ihe social
democratic theory of the development into socialism via de-
mocracy. This lesson, which is connected with history of right-
whig deviations, must be kept in mind in order 10 mobilise
our sections for the liquidation of those deviations from the
tne mapped out by the Sixth Congress of the Conuntern. In
the period of the rising mew revolutionary wave, in the period
of coming bitter collisions between the workers and the capita-
lists, vigilance with regard to these deviations and theoretical in-
wierance towards them are a pierequisite for the bolshevisa-
ion of the sections of the C.I. and for their preparation for
t1e great role which they will be called upon to play.

The circumstance that the wight-wing deviation and the
winciliatory attitude towards it in the Western European sec-
ons of the C. 1. have developed mostly in Germany, leading to
a right-wing crisis in the Germiun C. P., and the circumsiances
‘hat these related tendencies in Germany have developed into a
wrt of ideological centre towards which all other ideologically
relaied tendencies in the Western Luropean seations of the C. I.
orientate themselves, are also to be explained by the special
condivons under which the communist movenient in Germany
has developed. The German C. P. has to work in a country
possessing the strongest and best organised social democracy,
a sncial democracy which is more closely connected with the
bourgeois State apparatus than any other. The pressure exerted
oy this social democracy, which has the whole weight of the
econcmic and political apparatus of the bovrgeoisie behind it,
unon those elements in the German C. P. which are least
canable of resisting in a revolutionary sense, is not less than
e sressure exerted by the peity-bourgeois clements in the
sevie; Union. - ‘

In countries like Austria, the pressute of the social demo-
cracy. which is numerically strong and powerful. upon ike Com-
munist Party, which is numerically weak. lealds to a peculiar
form of Austro-Marxism within our own rauks, producing a
~essimistic estimation of the role o} the Communist Party which
wnalemns ovr Partv to fol'low in the wake of the social de-
mocracy and allots to it the modest prepagandist tasks of an
exclusive circle, instead of the tavks of a revoluticnary inde-
sendent Communist Party (the group around Comrade Schlamnt
s the chief representative of this tendency). In a workiug class
movement like that in Cermany, where a bitter struggle is
wondtantly proceeding between our Party and the social demo-
cracy for the leadership of the working masses. the penetration
of our influence into the ranks of the social democtatic wor-
kers has its counterpart in the penetration of social democratic
‘nfuence imto our own ranks. Although we have in the group

*) At the Fourth Congress of the Comintern, Karl Radek
made the following statement: “In my opinion we must declare
openly and clearly during the struggle fer the united front.
that if the social democratic working masses force their leaders
© break with the bourgeoisie, then we will be prepared to
take part in a workers government upon the one condition that
this government is an organ of the class-struggle... What 1is
the relation of this tactic to the dictatorship cf the proletariat
and the civil war? The relation is the same as the relation
heiween the ante-room leadering info the main hall and the
main hall itself”. Referring to the slogan of the conirol of
rroduction, Karl Radek declared: “Our main slogan is that
i the control of production. This slogan is necessary for the
following reasons: it gives the workers a prospect. the pro-
spect of economic reconstruction, it gives them a way out of
the chaos... The Communist Parties must therefore put for-
ward this slogan of the control of production, not only from
time to {ime in an article or at a congress. but pernanently.
This slogan must become the central point of :heir movement.”

“Einheit” (“Unity”) i Germany a weapon for extending our
influence 1o the best elements in the ranks of the social demo-
cratic workers, the social democrats have in the Brandler-
Thalheimer group also a weapon lor carrying deuioralisation
mnto the communist ranks. The Brandler-Thalhcimer group has
become no:hing more nor less than a leit-wing social uemnocraiic
group within the ranks of the German C. I’

The second reason which iormed the basis for the atiack
oi the right-wing in Germany, lies iu the objective conditions
cl the development of German capitalism in recent vears. We
know that Germrany, which lay prostrate after the lost war,
has lifted itself up under the.conditions of the Versailles Treatly
and the Dawes plan lterally from ruin and enslavement. [t
would be absurd to deny that during the course of recent years
German capitalism has made certain progress. There is not a
country in Europe which has recovered so quickly from tlie
consequences of the world was as Germany has recovered
despite the reparations and the naked robbery of the Entente.
Only the progress made by rationalisation in the industries of
the United States can compare wiith the rationalisation of Ger-
many’s industrics. It is no exaggeration to say that the ia-
vourable situation of German capitalism in recemt years has
determined e whole sitation of the European econoimic sy-
siem. This situation of German capitalism was above all cal-
culated to awaken an illusion in Germany of the parmanence
of capitalist stabilisation, The German social democracy fustene]
upon this illusion, which formed the basis ot the whole policy
ot the trade union burecaucracy, and represented the starting
point of all Hilferding's theories of *economic democracy”. It
is therefore not at all surprising that a section of the German
communists has become entangled in this idea, that this section
sees the capitalist stabilisation as the characteristic of the
“Third Period”. The illusions concerning the estimation of the
capitalist stabilisation are closely connected with pacifist illu-
sions with regard to international relations. Whoever attem:ts
to base the policy of the working class uron the assumpiion
that capitalism has finally stabilised itself again, must certainly
underestimate the significance of the dntensiving -international
apfagonisms which are leading the capialist world with ine-
xorable logic to a new war. Germany is a country where these
pacifist illusions are nourtshed by the peculiar situation of
German imyperialism in the general system of the imperialist
Siaies. German imperialism has an economic basis at its dis-
posal which is not inferior to that posscssed by the imperialist
coun:ries which were victorious in the world war. Despite the
limitations imposed by the Versailles Treaty and the Dawes
plan, the growth of German ndustry in recent vyears has
broadened this basis and faces German capitalism to an in-
creasing extent with the question of miarkets and the question
of colonies as sources of raw materials. The fulfilment of the
Dawes plan by Germany is dependcnt upon the export possi-
bilities cf German capitalism. These need: of post-war (serman
imperialism however. coliide with the political framework of
international relaticns established between Cermany and the
other imperialist States as a result of the fact that Germany lost
the war (The occupation of the Rhineland, the Dawes screw,
the limitation of armaments, the lack of colonies. etc.)). This
contradiction between the economic basis and the “poiitical
superstructure” causes German imperialism (0 use “pacitist”
methods to cloak its plans to a much greater degree than any
otler of the imrerialist powers. German imperinlism acts in
the League of Nations like the *pacific” wolf whose fangs have
not vet develoned sufficiently. This excepticnal situation of
German imperialism is exploited by the Gernian social demc-
cracy in order to spread pacifist iliusions amoengst the German
masses. If the German right-wingers arcund Brandler really
believed in the prospect of a war, they would never have per-
mitted themselves to come inio such violent contradiction to the
organised communist movement, which is the only force which
is fighting against war. I the group of conciliators around
Ewert did not underestimate the danger of war. they would
oppose the right-wing deviation withcut hesitation, for the
ficht against the right-wing deviation means the fight agains
the pacifis; lies of fhie social democracy and a fight 10 prepare
the working class for active resistance to war,

The fourth and final factor which made pos<ivle and deter-
mined the open struggle of the right-wingers in Germany wus
the existence of the right-wing Brandler group as a result of the
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historic situation in 1923*). This group, as a matter of fact,
has never ceased lo exist. It never capitulated before the de-
cisions of the German Party congresses and the decisions of the
E. C. C. 1. and of the two congress of the Comintern which
have taken place in the meantime. In conse.uence of th: wrong
and deleterious policy of Ruth Fischer and Maslow, who re-
placc i the ideological struggle against the opportunist opinions
of Brandler by empiy deciamatnions against Brandlerism, ihis
righi-wing group around Brandler was never put out of action
ideologically after its collapse in 1923. This group was never
assimnaied by the Party and remained latent, many elements
concealing themselves for some inne in the “legal” party oppo-
sition of Comrade Meyer. The present leadership in the German
C. P. must do the work which .was_neglected by the Ruth
Fischer-Maslow regime. The discussion of the questic.'s “vhich
have taken place in thé meantime. in consequence of mo‘z wWrong
overcome the right-wing deviation with the least possible loss.
The discussion of these questions in the other sections of the
Comintern will consolidate our ranks and wili cause all party
members to think over the tasks which are placed before the
sections in the present stage of the development of the Com-
ntern.

2. The Stabilisation of Capitalism.

The basic question of our difierences with the righl-wing
cleinents and the group of conciliants in the ranks of the Com-
intern, is that of the character of the capitalist stabilisation.
Upon the answer to this question depends the tactical attitude
determined upon by the Sixth World Congress of the Comintern
for the carrying out of the tasks facing the commumist move-
ment. The differences which have arisen.in this que:tion show
that it is no longer suificient to copy the decisious of the Sixth
World Congiesses word for word and incosporate tnem in
resolutions at party congresses (See the resolution adopted by
the congress of the Communist Party of Great Britumn). bul
that it is necessary to return a positive answer to the question,
what is the character of capitalist stabilisation.

In its analysis of the present stage of capit:list stabilisation.

the Sixtn World Conggeks of the C. L menticned t\yg main
factors of this stabilisation. The first was the fact that it recent
yesis capitalism has exceeded its pre-war level of production
in the most important industries und that world trade has z;lsu
exceeded its pre-war level. In pointing out this fact, the Sixth
Congress also stressed the importance of the technical pro-
gress made by the capitalist economic svstem (the progress of
electrification and of the chemical :ndusiries etc.) which, 10-

*) In the “International” of i5th December 1028, Com-
rade Lenz accuses the writer of these lines of having made a
mistake in criticising the ulterances of Comrades Sciiatzkin
and Lominadse at the XV. cougress cf the C. P, of the Soviet
Union, who pointed out the Brandlerist right-wing danger.
There is, however, litlle virtue in intoning a funeral chant at a
marriage feast, or singing a comic song at a burial. At the time
of the XV. congress of the C.DP. of the Soviet Union, the chief
danger in Germany was reprcsented by the Trotzkvist-Maslov
group, at present happily allied to Braudler, but :hen mano-
euvring under the cover of a pretended struggle agamst the
right-wing danger. in order to detract the atteniion ol the con-
gress from the main danger. To-day, aiter tlie Sixth World
congress ci the C. L., the chiel dinger in Germany is repre-
sented by the right-wing Braadler group which is siriving
to detract the attention of the masses from the main danger
by declaring that the policy of the Party is “ultra-lefi”. The
Brandler group is being supported in this by the group of
conciliators aroun:! Ewert, just as Maslov reccived the miis-
guided support of Comrade Lenz for his bankrunt strategy at
the time of the XV. party congress. The logic of Conmirade Lenz
and the logic ol Comrade Lwert are as alike as two peas. If
it should hippen that in one or two years time the main
danger in the German C. I’ becomes an “ultra-ldt” danger.
then. with exacily the =ame justification as Comrade Lenz has
at rresert for his acensation, Conuade Ewert might accuse ihe
writer of these lines ¢i attaching less importance to the ulira-
lelt danger than to that of Braudlerism. This centention is
fairlv siniple and it is to be hoped that Cowmrade Lenz will
grasp it

gether with the repulsing of the revolutionary wave of 1918:23
in Europe, made the question of capitalist rationalisation a
practical proposition for the bourgeoisic. The formation of
powerful concerns, trusts and syndicates has resulied in a
strengthening of the process of the concentration of capital.

At the same time however, the Sixth Congress mentione
a second faclor in its resolution, namely that all these elements
of stabilisation simultaneously prepared the basis for the grow:h
of amtagonisms which would not only be deeper than tliose pre-
ceding ihe war, but even decper and miore enduring than those 7
of the revolutionary post-war period. This second great factor
cf capitalist siabilisation is deliberately ignored by all the
opporiunists in their struggle for the revision of the decisjons
ol the Sixth World Congress. The technical progress made by
the chyitalist economic system revojutiowises the old comdidions
of [ -duction. feunds oy bianches of iad.;;‘%? and causes
crises and decay in a number of old "br ulfuw
industry, for instauce, the woild crisis in the coal mning:
indusiry. Under the conditions of capitalist society. the technical
“revolution’ condemns millions of people to privations and
impoverishment in the period where power is compelled to
leave old and dying branches of industry to find employment in
iew and prosperous indusiries. The conditions of living of the
working class are revolutionised. the old places of domicile
have to be given up, peaceful and petty-bourgeois custonts are
broken down, etc. The capitalist rationalisation revolutionises
class relations also (increased exploitation of the proletariat, the
depression c¢f its standard of living, and the continuouns efforts !
of the capitalists 1o abolish the gains achieved by the workers
in years of hard struggle, etc). At the same time, the wer-
king class itsell is structurally revolutionised. The aristocracy
of labour loses its basis of existence and a {remendous per-
manert mass ot unemjloyed workers is created, mmch large:
than in 1he past.

The transfer oi the main weight of the world economic
systemt from Europe to the Uniled States of America revolu-
tionises the mutual relations of individual sections of this
system and imensifies to a great extent the law of the unequal
development of capitalism, Thig alteration revglutionises the
retations between the cupealisi Great Poveers on theinterna-
tional field, as exempliiied in the growing aggressiveness of
U. S. A, imperialism and the developing world conflict for
economic dominance between the U. S. A. and Great Bri-
tain, etc.

At the same time the growth of the productive forces of
capitalism, which intensifies the problem of markets and de-
mands an increasing supply of raw materials, revolutionises the
relations of the NFother countries towards the colonies,

The increased exploitation of the colonies by imperialisim
produces a situation in which in case of new imperialist wars,
the colonies will noi only play the passive role of booty to be
divided between the victorious countries, as in the world war
of 1014/18, but also an active role of countries fighting for their
emancipation from the yoke of imperialism altogether.

And finally, the growth of the elemenis of sccialism in
the economic system of the Soviet Union disorgamises the sv-
stem of world capitalism no less than all the other factors together
in this situation. All these coniradictions infensify the general
crisis of capitalism to a far greater extent than did the contra-
dictions which accumulated in former periods and which finally
led to the revolutionary explosions in Europe in the years
101823, The new wave of revolution will be much more power-
ful than that of the vears 1017/18, the years of the first attacks
by the workers upon capitalist society; it will shake ilie foun-
dations of the capitalist order much more powerfully and will
lead to much more bitter conflicts than those which we have
previouslv seen in the history of the international working
class movement. The new wave of revolution will be greater
in its extent because it will nvolve the giants of capitalism.
Great Britain and the U. S. A. in the revolutionary crisis, it
will bring the masses of the people in Asia and Africa into
movement, and is already bringing them intc movement. The
world is approachirg a new revolutionary crisis which will
be not only of a European, but of a world character. The strikes
of 1918 10, the revolutionary outbreaks in Germany and Austria -
Hungary, the struggles of the Spartakists efc., will appear mi-
niature in comparison with the infernational struggles which

— W
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all our Communist Farties are appreaching. This factor of the
ripening condradictions is the “soul” of the “Third Period”
spoken of in the resolution of the sixth world congress. The
sabilisation of capitalism referred to in the theses of the Sixth
Congress can be interpreted only within the framework of this
general crisis of capitalism and its basis.

It is because this stabilisation of capitalism has taken place
under the conditions of a general crisis of capitalism, that the
sabilisation can only be relative and partial. Those who deny
the relativity and incompleteness of the present stage of capi-
ulist stabilisation, as for instance Comrade Humbert-Droz and
the representatives of the couciliators in Germany, only show
that they regard the capitalist stabilisation, which in  realily
is only an episode of the general development of the crisis of
capitalism, as an “entity m itself’, toin out of relation with
the background against which it is taking place,

The difiference between the second and the third periods
of the situation of capitalism in the post-war period is by no
means that whereas the stabilisation of capitalism in the se-
cond period was relative and partial, it has become in the
third period the organic and normal state of capitalism, that the
capitalist system has experienced a general convalescence; the
difference between these two periods is that in the third period
the contradictions of the pre-war pericd and the crisis of ca-
pialism which resulted from ithe world war. are reinforced,
i consequence of the progress of the siabilisation, by new and
gigantic contradictions which exceed all our expections and all
our previous exgeriences,

Although the stabilisation of capitalism dispcsed 10 a
cer:ain extent of the effects of the world war upon the capita-
list economic system, it at the same time laid the basis for new
contradictions which, in connection wiih the still unsolved con-
tradictions fromt former periods, condition the relative and par-
tial mature of the stabilisation no less in the third than in the
second period.

The underestimation of the general crisis of capitalism
represents the fundamental error oi the group of conciliators
and of Comrade Humbert-Droz. It is chiefly this error which
joins them with the attitude of the right-wing Brandler group
for which the whole post-war situation of capitalism is divided
into two periods: the period of post-war crisis, and the period
of stabilisation, i. e. of the counsolidation and convalescence cf
capitalism.

The conciliatory revisionists of the decisions of the Sixth
World Congress are only more aifraid in the question of the
stabilisation of capitalism than the Brandler group is; the for-
mer group cannot pluck up enaugh courage to foliow their
own standpoint to its logical conclusiouns. The conciliators wish
to revise the decisions of the Sixth Congress under the pre-
tence of defending them. In words this group recognises the
general crisis of capitalism, the intensification of the contra-
dictions and the “Third Period”, but in deeds, in its tactical
attitude, this group shows that it over-estimates the stabili-
sation of caritalism. In the history of the working cliss niove-
ment there are dozers of instances where the opportunist ten-
dencies of this or that group of revolutionary Marxists had to
be peeled out of asservations of loyality to the fundamental
principles of Marxism.

Not all revisionists possess the sorry courage of Bern-
stein in the Second International or of Brandler in the Third
International. Comrade Humbert-Droz for instarnice, exposes his
real attitude in the question of capitalist stabiiisation only when
he uses the collapse of the British General Sirike and the
defeat of the Chinese Revolution as arguments to prove that
canitalism in 1928 was more consolidated than it was in 1926.

To see only a defeat of the proletariat and a consolidation
of capitalist stabilisation in the British General Strike and in
the Chinese Revolution, and to close one's eyes {o the fact that
these two great historical evenis resulted above all from the
deen crisis of capitalism, means to adopt Brandler's estimation
of the stabilisation of capitalism.

The “defcated” British General Strike and the *‘defeated”
Chinese Revolution contributed in their efiect as a whole in all
phases of development far more to the general disorganisation
of the capitalist system, than ihe defeat cf the proletariat could
cor‘ribute to the siabilisation of cagitalism.

To exiract alone the defeat of the working class from iie
whole tremendous significance ol these events for ‘he cause
of the proletarian revolution, and to ignore in all sccial rela-
tions the revolutionary etfects of the Chinese Revolution and the
British General Strike. that means to cezse to be 1 supporter
ci the Marxist dialectic and to 1eplace the latter mcthod of
analysing important events by the intpressionism of a man
who lets himself be swayed by momentary considerations.

The question of the general crisis of capitalism and the
question of the capitalist stabilisation will not be settled in
connection with 1his or that isolated victory or isolated defeat
of the proletariat. but in connection with a whole series of con-
ditions in which a partial victory or a partial defeat of the
proletariat cannot play the firal role. Whoever connects the
question of the stabilis:tion ol capiialism, even when it only
takes the character of an episode, with isolated “victories™ of
the bourgeoisie or defeats ol the proletariat, replaces a serious
Marxist economic analysis of the world situation by the policy
of impressionism. The temporary defeat of the Chinese workers
and peasanis was a heavy blow to the whole international
working class movement, and no less serious was the defeat
of the British proletariat brought about by the betrayal of the
General Strike. But the “victory™ of the bourgeoisie could only
be of an extremely relative and temporary character, because
the bourgeoisie is a dying class doomed to decline by history.
It would have been very different if the workers in Great
Britain or the workers and peasants in Chira had won the
victory, for then such a victory would have radically changed
the face of the world. Such victories would have been the
prelude 1o a final victory of the working class on an infer-
national scale, for the proletariat is the inevitable victor in the
class-struggle with the bourgeoisie. How is it possible not
to realise this fundamental difference in estimating the defeat
of the workers in Great Britain and of the workers and peasants
in China!

Why is it necessary to glorify the significance of the ‘“vic-
tory” of the bourgeoisie in this way, if not to exaggerate the
consolidation of capitalist stabilisation? The fact which our
1evisionisis ignore, the fact that the British General Strike and
ihe Chinese Revolution promoted the demoralisation of capi-
talism, is confirmed by the consequences which these events
had for the education of the proletarian masses.

Are the prospects of an international revolution after the
British General Strike and the Chinese Revo'ution greater
despite the defeats or lesser in consequence cf them? Have the
working masses in China become more conscious and stronger
in a revolutionary sense, have they attained a firmer discipline.
have they arproached nearer to the slogan of the formation
cf Soviets aiter the experiences of the National-Revolution and
its Kuomintang period, than was the case in 1924/25? Has our
young Chinese Communist Party become more experienced,
has it developed from a group of intellectuals strongly under
the influence of Sun Yat-senism into an illegal workers party
tried in the struggle and rich in the experience of civil war?
These factors of a subjeciive revolutionary character must also
play a role in the estimation of the capitalist stabilisation.

If the logic of the conciliators is followed to its inevitable
conclusion, then every revolutionary movement which does not
result immediately in the overthrow of the bourgeoisie and the
victory of the proletarian revolution, is a “defeat” cf the pro-
letariat which in is result strengthens the bourgeoisie. From
the repulse of the first wave of the proletarien revolution in
the years 101319 up to its final victory over capialism, the
proletariat has experienced and will continue to experience a
series of gigantic struggles on Varicus sections of theinternational
front. It may suffer a series of defeats, but to draw the conclu-
sion from these defeats that the bourgeoisie and capitalism will
be strengthened in consequence, means to see history only from
its reverse side and to minimise the revolutionary significance
of these struggles. The logic of the conciliators should lead them
to seek to diminish the revolutionary energy of the nrolelariat
and to fight against any revolutionary activity on the part of
the working class. The political school of the group around
Maslow Ruth Fischer was prepared at any moment {o proclaim
every partial sirike as the beginning of the end of the capitalist
stabilisation, This school replaced serious analysis of the world
econontic system by an accumulation of phrases, declaring that
the stabilisation had become still more relative, and still mor»
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pariial. and siill more temporary. This impressionism of the
“left-wirg” has  now its counterpart in the right-wing which
exploits every sirike which ends with a “victory” for capitalism,
in order 1o declare that the stabilisation has become still more
consolidated, still more permanent and is not roiten {o the
core, etc.

- v omememm—

In the chain of such bourgeois “victories” there must ine-
vitably come a moment when the quantitative becomes also the
qualitative, when the conciliators musi, unless they wish their
arguments to be reduced to absurdity. come to the conclusion
that the capitalist stabilisaiion has developed from a relative
and partial one into the normal staic of capitalism which has
thus commenced a period of convalescerice, that the world has
developad from a period of the generul crisis of capitalism
mto the epoch of “organised capiialism”. Tendcucies of this
sort must tnevitably iead 1o Hiiferding.:

In dealing with the German quesiion Comrade Humbert-
Droz asks icreduiously what ihe conwn.ion means that a
war ol the imperinhisis against the toviet Union may coen
a ravolviionary age in the history ol the working cluss mo-
vononic For him such a war is obviously nothing buat ihe ex-
ric:<ion of the political consolidaiion of “he world reaction.
i such a war he sees only the “victory™ of capitalist sia-
bilisation and the “disappearance” of all contralticiions between
the capitalist powers on the basis of a gencral siruggle against
the first workers State,

That this ccunter-revolutionary war wonld be nothing but
a riliecdon of ine general crisis of capitalism, {hat it would
bring the class cortradictions to boiling point, that it would
relcase giganiic social confiicts in all covniries, that it would
awaken muflions and millions ol workers. that the defensive war
ot the Soviet Union against the imperia’ist powers must de-
vilop 1o an olicisive of he revolutionary masses againsi
capitalism all over the world. Comrade Humbert-Droz docs
not sce. Such a war would be of iis very nature a civil war
right from the day of its outbreak, for the Soviet Srate wwas,
is and always will be a crystallising point for insvrrections oi
the workers. OUne must first have lost all beliet in the wor-
king class, 2l belicl in the possibility of the proletarian revo-
luiion, in crder to helieve that a war against the Sovier Union
would be n:thing but a svstan ¢f operations carried out by
regular armes with a peacelul capitalist Hinterland, as was the
casc in the workl war of 1914 18, The standpoint of Humbert-
Droz is particularly dangerous belavse it represenis udter he se-
lessness, It is a sizn of the times, it shows the desress'on of cir-
tein eloments who have beconte bawildered in e face of the
capitalist stabilisation and have lost all sense of proportion.

We comnumists do not want war, for we know that there
is also another way leading 'o the international proletarian
revolution, but ii ihe capialist world drags the working masses
into a counter-revolutivnary war against the Soviet Union, we
shall not stind aside and dcclare resignedly that the war re-
presents the viciery ol capi:alist stabilisation, but we siall do
evervthing poss:ble to make such a war the final end of the
capitalist stabilisation. Let us take the evample cf the coup
d'ttat in Yugoslavia. This coup, wiich has re-established ab-
solute monarchy in the ¢pach of imperialism and the prole-
tarian revolution. is not merely the insane adveniure of 2a
mentally sick pervert who is striving to turn back the wheel
of history. The coup was organised and carried out with the
knowledge and assistance of the London and Paris Stock Ex-
changes. The coup also represents a section ol the general
“capitalist stabilisation™, it is a part of the preparations for
war, it aims at throitling the working class ant sur sressing
the national minorities in ihe interests of Pan-Serbian imne-
rialism One can regard the Serbian monarchistic coup as a
“viclory” for interpational capitalism. re-shufiling the reltion
of forces in the Ballans 1o the advantage cf the carita’si sta-
briisation. In reality, however, the coup d’Etat in Yugoslavia
is the beginning of the civil war commenced by the governing
classes against the working masses. Probably not niore than a
few months will pass before we witness a wave of peasant
revolts in Croatia. Montenegro, Slovenia ete. It is inirly obvious
that such a civil war cannot be counted to the elements making
for capitalist stabilisation. This civil war is a sign of the
genceral crists of greedy Yugoslavian caritalism.

Whoever remembers the discussion which ook place in
the E. C. C. L. concerning the Polish guestion alter the coun

d’Eiat of Tilsudski, knows that our criticism oi the position
taken up by the group around Comrade Koshtcheva was based
upon the lact that this group saw nothing else in Pilsudski’s
coup than an attempt at capilalist stabilisation with a resultam
“Rain of Gold” liom the United States to fructify the impov-
erished DPolish economic system. The authors of the theses of
the Polish minority group refused to see that Pilsudski’'s coup
was a convulsion of Polish capitalism which signified the inner
1cicnness of the INolish economic system. At the time there
seemcd no other voices in the Comintern prepared to defend the
position of Comrade Kosihtcheva. To-day however, Conmirade
Humbert-Droz is aitempting by his atiwde towards the “Third
Period”, {0 generalise this error and 10 extend it from Foland
cver the whole miernational situation.

The contention of the conciliaiors in the German C. I
that ine majority in the German arty rejeci the “Lhird Derio g™
and that they wish to revise tile dedisions of the Sixvh World
Congress of the C.I. is nothing but an absurd aticuzi on the
part of ihe conciliators to delract attention from their own
errors.

It is tiue, a discussion did take place in the Gernmun dcle-
gation to ithe Sixth World Congress ol the C.l concerning
the “Third DPcariod”, but this discussion was caused oy the
fact thai the majority ol the delegation leared that the 1deq
of the “Third {eiiod” might be imerpreted in the way in
which the conciliators aciually do interpret it to-day. O course,
a deviation is theoretically possible wnich bases an esiimzx ion
of the present situation of the world econontic system solely
upon the theses of the general crisis ol capitalismi and ignores
the jresent stage of the stabilisatioun. It is a fact that ine Webcr
group i Germany comp'eiely ignored ihe s:abihsation when
formung its political platiorm. The nature of this error is the
same as that conwived in Trotzhy's ticory of the [Nermancnt
Revolution. In both cases a line for the Yinal viclory of the
prolctariat is laid down wiihout atwemion being paid to the
concrete circumstances of the present period in whith  the
siruggle of the working class must ke place. The result wint
Joments Jike Weber was that, instead of a tactical live taking
the present conditions into account without losing sight of the
final aim, there was a schematic arrangement cloaked in revo-
fiionary phroscology.

We must and do fight against such confusionivts who
ignore the existing situation in which the working ciass mnst
fight. who fail to tike inio accennt such fociors as ihe suabi-
lisation of capitalistin, who arbitranily shorten the hisori-al
stages through whicin the working ¢ass rist pass ond give
the workers empty dectamation instead of t2¢ complicated stra-
tegy of the pro'diarian strugule. who imagine that capitalism
can be abolished with revoliinnary gesuves. A hysterical line
of this sort can do nothing but bring ihe workers the biiter-
ness of defeat. An open offensive tiicory ignoring the real si-
tuation at the present time would do no more than nourish
the defeatist attitude of the right-wingers and the conciliatars,
Althoughk we must fight against sudh a deviation vhen it
shows itself in our ranks, at the present tinie we must oppose
with all the more ruthlessness the other deviation which has
already taken form within our ranks and which can see no
farther than the nresent day, which clings to the perspective
of capitalist stabilisation like a prisoner chained to a wheel.
which sees in every class collision only the expression of the
offensive of capitalism, which uvnderesiimates the powers of
resistunce nossesse 1 by the working class. which underesiima-
tes the radicalisation of the working masses. and in this wavy
threatens to disarm us ideotogically in 'he face of reformism
and the social demeccracy. The recent siruggle in the Ruhr
showed the danger of this deviation very clearly. In the Ruhr
struggle this dcviation exploited the passivity which remeined
to a ccrtain extent in the rank: of the commumists from a for-
mer period, in order 1o develop this passivity intd a theory.
It is impossib'e v 2bolish the remmnants of this passivity
withort exposirg the opportinist cndencies af the right-wingers
aiid the conciliators.

The differences have nol beon fabricated, they have been
placed on the agenda of the Comintcrn by the course of events.
it would be unworthy of Comuenists to pursue a head-in-tie-
sand policy and remain in a comiortable “ncutral” position.
or wait inertly in order not to fall inlo the minority.

The aunswers must be given to thc questions which have
arisen. and they will be given.
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The Revision of the Constitution
in Poland.
By J. R. (Warsaw),

. The so-called exira-party “Bloc for Collaboration with the
Govermsnent” (B. B.), the leading exponent of Pilsudsky’s Fascist
government in the Polish Seym, has brought in a Bill for the
wevision of the Polish Constitution.

The Bill, which replaces the 56 articles of the old con-
siwtion by 70 new articles, goes beyond a mere constitutional
zeform from the formal standpoimt — it contains a new Con-
witmion, The bourgeois democratic and parliamentary con-
suwtion passed in March, 1921, is to be substituted by a new
<z directed openly and expressly against parliamentary and
democratic principles. In reality bourgeois democracy and par-
amentarism have been dead since the coup d’etat in May, 1926,
and this new draft of a constitutional revision is merely the
lformal confirmation of an existing fact.

~ The Bill has been thrown in the face of the Seym with a

Jdictatorial gesture. The president of the B, B., Colonel Slavek,
Piisudski’s chief agent (and like Pilsudski a one-time “socialist”,
quite according to the patiern of the Polish S, P.), made the
illowing declaration fo the representatives of the press: “Our
Extra-Party Bloc controls over 30 per cent. of the votes in the
Sevm, instead of the necessary 60 per cent. But in spite of
this we want to push our Bill through on constitutional lines.”
(olonel Slavek does not doubt that the Bill will be passed;
fis sole anxiety is whether it will be possible to preserve the
external form of the constitution in the process, Still, there
5 no need to stand much on ceremony with the gentlemen of
the Seym. “Nothing will be altered in this project”, declares
Colonel Slavek,

The drait constitution increases the powers of the President

. o a fantastic extent, and makes him the actual bearer of the

Fascist dictatorship.

. The election of the President, hitherio carried out by the
\ational Assembly, is now to be decided by plebiscite. But the
“sovereign people” is not allowed to choose its own candidates,
b}lt_mum select one of two candidates, one nominated by the
Mational Assembly, the other by the retiring President, In this
manner the opposition is deprived of any possibility of putting

up its own candidate.

_ The I'resident is accorded the right of veto. This s a right
o particular elasticity. If the President is so minded, he can
Mstpone the sanctioning of laws passed by the Seym till the
‘ext session (that is, for a year), and can make their repeated
ieptance dependent on a qualified majority. But even when
wch a qualified majority has been attained, he can still refuse
215 sanction, and even dissolve the Seym. In this manner the
Uresident, or the government, has.the power to reject any
4w of which it disapproves.

The President may declare the Seym to be dissolved as often
°s he deems it mecessary, and is limited only by the grotesque
"roviso that he must not do it more than once “for the same
—easonn.

. Most important of all. the President is invested with full
egislative powers. He can increase the already existing taxes
and other dues by 10 per cent, and can put decrees into force
°n his own authority. A special clause entitles the President
9 act on his own judgment. The President is responsible to
iobody. He can appoint such judges as he pleases, give of-
'cers their posts or remove them from the same, issue rules
or the Seym, etc. The responsibility of the ministers for the
ctions of the President is comsiderably lessened.

These extreme powers held by the President (that is, by
‘he Fascist government) reduce the role played by the Seym to
i ninimum, the more that the Bill includes a provision that
ite Seym shall work under the strictest governmental control.

*General Suffrage” coadinues to exist. The Fascist govern-
ment would gain nothing by creating a Census Seym, which
would probably only give an advantage to the opponents of
the Fascist Government. No one, however, is allowed to vote
before attaining 24 years of age. This excludes revolutionary
youth from the poll. Soldiers are permitted to vote; the voting
age being fixed at 24, this means that only the oificers and
non-commissioned officers take part in the elections.

The new constitution sets innumerable traps for the revo-
lutionary deputies who succeed in getting into the Seym in
spite of all these difficulties, for the President of the Republic
has the right to decide on the validity of contested elections.
And since it is always possible to contest the rightfulness of
any person’s election, the president can declare it to be null
and void. Every Seym deputy must take an oath that he will
serve solely the welfare of the whole Polish State. This is
directed especially against the deputies of the subject nationali-
ties, and of course against the communist and revolutionary
peasant deputies, who are counted among the “elements hostile
to the State”. Failure to keep this oath can involve serious
consequences. On the demand of the Marshal of the Seym, or
of one quarter of the number of deputies prescribed by the
constitution, or on the order of the Minister of Justice, the
“perjured” deputy can be brought before the fribunal and
declared to have forfeited his seat. In order to be able to clear
the oppositional groups in the Seym out of the way the more
successfully, the Bill demands that the submission of a Biil
must be accompanied by the signatures of one-sixth of the
total deputies, an interpellation by those of one-fifth, and a
vote of no confidence by those of one-fourth,

The Seym meets once a year for four months, Its chief
task is to pass the budget, but the Seym is not permitted to
make any alterations beyond those proposed by the budget
commission. If the Seym has not settled the budget question
within 2!/» months, the budget is declared to be accepted.

A vote of confidence can be passed only by the absoluie
majority of the constitutional quorum of deputies, and even
then not until the lapse of seven days after its submission (in
order to give the government time to exercise pressure on the
deputies). Should the vote of no confidence be passed, the Pre-
sident is entitled either to accept the resignation of the cabinet
or to dissolve the Seym.

Besides the Seym, there is the Senate, one third of the
members of which are elected by the government and two
thirds by popular vote (lowest age limit: 30 years). In this
way a guarantee is provided that the Senate, even more than
hitherto, will be a stronghold of Fascist reaction and bure-
aucracy. The amendments by the Senate of Seym enactments
can be rejected by the Seym only by a three-fifths majority.

The Fascist dictatorship has laid aside its parliamentary
mask. This bureaucratic and anti-parliamemary constitution,
directed against the workers, peasants, and oppressed nationali-
ties, is the constitutional sanctioning of the existing Fascist rule.

The Communist Party of Poland calls upon the working
masses to take up the struggle. But not in defence of a bour-
geois democracy which does not really exist. The Polish C. P.
exposes the hypocrisy of the social democrats and other op-

rtunists, who call lor the defence of “threatened democracy”.
he C. P. P. combats this constitution Bill as it combats the
Fascist dictatorship, for one cannot be separated from the other.

The -Fascist constitution is not only the expression of the
ruling Fascist dictatorship. It is more than this: it means that
the Fascist dictatorship has secured its foothold and is pre-
paring to deal an even severer blow to the workers’ movement,
to the peasants and the oppressed nationalities. Therefore the
C. P. P. does not regard the Fascist constitution as a purely
formal alteration. For the Communist Party of Poland the new
Fascist constitution Bill is the signal for an intensified struggle
against the Fascist dictatorship, for the struggle for the wor-
kers’ and peasants’ government, for the dictatorship of the
proletariat.
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The Conflict between Great Britain
and Iraq.

By J. B. (Jerusalem).

The relations between the governments of Great Britain and
Iraq have become exceedingly strained during the last Iew
weeks. A point has even been reached at which the government
of Abdel Miihsin Beg Saadun — described in the London press
as being the Iraq leader most iriendly to the British — a
government put into power by British aid and possessing at the
same time the majority in the Parliament of Baghdad, has been
obliged to resign. The formation of a new *“parliamentary”
government appears to be practically impossible.

Apart from the immediate causes which have led to the
outbreak of this fresh conflict, and which are chiefly concerned
with the signing of the financial and milifary agreements, the
crisis is indubitably at bottom the result of the continuation
of the British tendency, in the Arabian East, to liquidate the
concessions made under the pressure of the revolutionary move-
ment in the first post-war years, and to subject these countries
as far as possible to direct British control.

The treaty between Great Brifain and Iraq, however
humiliating its conditions may be for the latter country, and
however small the liberty of movement which it permits to the
population of Iraq, still does not suifice to ensure for the British
capitalists the certainty of an undisturbed exploitation of the
natural wealth of the country, or for the British military autho-
rities the possibility of transforming this land between the
Euphrates and the Tigris into a strategical key position for the
British Empire.

The fact that the concession of cotton plantations and the
granting of privileges fo electrification companies have aroused
the same violent resistance on the part of the natiomalist frac-
tion in Parliament as did the oil concessions at one time, and
the fact, on the other hand, that the strengthening of the
military power between Great Britain and Iraq is bound to
form an integral part of the programme of every Iraq govern-
ment, is the cause of dissatisfaction to some British circles
interested in Arabian politics. The conclusion is simply drawn
that the agreement between Great Britain and Iraq was prema-
ture, and that now, instead of the promised “Forward to inde-
pendence”, it is a case of “Back to the mandate!”.

The opportunist politicians of Iraq, who welcomed the
agreement between Great Britain and 1raq as the first step
towards independence, precisely as the opportunist politicians
of Egypt welcomed the famous British declaration of indepen-
dence of 28th February, 1922, will now have to admit that this
treaty has been nothing more than a skilful British manoeuvre,
and that Great Britain does not dream of “giving” Iraq its
independence, but on the contrary has regarded the agreement
as a provisional measure leading not to liberation, but to com-
plete enslavement. .

The finesse of this British manoeuvre becomes the more
apparent when not only its inner political aim (damming back
of the revolutionary wave by sham concessions) is revealed, but
its foreign political purpose: The official ‘“‘independence” of
Iraq was necessary for Great Britain so long as the dispute
over Mosul was still to be decided in British interests, and the
British agents absolved from responsibility for the unrest in
South Persia. A certain stabilisation having taken place in the
foreign political situation, this fagade becomes superfluous and
Great Britain can take its old brutal stand in Iraq again.

This new course undoubtedly brings with it certain dangers
for Great Britain: Great excitement prevails everywhere in Iraq,
and the fact that even the most moderale and pro-British ele-
ments have not succeeded in arriving at an agreement with the
British negotiators, may be taken to indicate that this time every-
thing is at stake. The nationalist agitation has greatly increased,
and the possibility of conflicts is unminent. The British High
Commissioner is endeavouring to push forward the King of
Iraq, Feisal, to the end that he may cover the British dictator-
ship alter the manner of the puppet King Fuad in Egypt.
Intensified terror against the nationalist elements, and military

rei;forcements, are to complete the task of securing law and
order.

The critical situation in Iraq will doubtlessly find an echo in
other parts of Arabia. It represents a new and serious com-
plication during a period in which the problems arising in the
adjacent countries are not even approximately solved: In
Transjordania the boycott of the erections arranged by the
British still continues; in Syria the dissolved Constitutional
Assembly has not yet been permitted to meet again; on the
frontier of North Arabia the raids of the Wahabite tribes are
increasing.

The events in Iraq will be regarded as a fresh warning in
the other Arabian countries — in the Mohammedan world
already roused to a high pitch of excitement by the happenings
in Afghanistan. They form still another object lesson showing
that no faith can be placed in imperialist promises or treaties,
and that the liberation of the Arabian peoples is not.to be
brought about by “peaceful negotiations”, but only by the revo-
lutionary rising of the people.

The Future of Irish Labour.

By Jack Carney
(Executive Secretary of the Irish Worker League).

The area under wheat, over the whole of Ireland, for the
year 1928 declined by four thousand acres, or a total production
decline of seven thousand tons. In the Irish Free State there
were an additional four thousand acres put under wheat cul-
tivation, yet the weight of grain harvested was by over thirty
thousand tons less than 1927. In the North of Ireland the area
under oats was reduced by iwo thousand five hundred acres,
but the tfotal crop increased by one thousand tons. There has
been more barley sown, with the increase in area all over
Ireland of eight thousand seven hundred acres, though pro-
duction declined by two thousand seven hundred tons. We have
a similar situation in regard to potatoes, the area under which,
for the whole of Ireland, increased by one thousand six hundred
acres, but the production declined by one hundred thousand
tons.

The farms are composed of what are known as agricultural
holdings. These holdings have been heavily mortgaged as a
result of the severe decline in agriculture, This decline is due
to the tremendous scale upon which agriculture is conducted
in Canada, America and the Argentine, also the efficiency of
Danish agriculture, in comparison to Irish agriculture. Any
attempt to combat this decline in Irish agriculture by a con-
tinued resort to the old established methods is foredoomed to
failure. The farmers are not in a position to meet their mort-
gages, consequently they are not in a position to buy the
essential machinery.

The banks have been suing farmers for the money advan-
ced to them. In all cases they have obtained court decrees, but
they have been unable, on account of the poverty of the farmers.
to obtain any return of monies loaned. Where farms have been
put up for auction they have had to be withdrawn owing to
lack of bids, again due to lack of money. The banks are now
{aking over the farms and puiting the farmers imo them as
managers. In other words, the banks are going into the agri-
cultural industry instead of loaning money to the farmers.

Henry Ford has decided to have all tractors for European
countries made in Cork, Ireland. The new tractor-combine.
together with the hydro-electrical power to be generated from
the Shannon Scheme, where it is estimated there will be an
excess of 155,000,000 horsepower within a short time, is going
to change the whole face of Irish agriculture. The control of
Irish farms by Irish banks, that is, by British finance capital.
will mean mass production in Irish agriculture. Peasant pro-
prietorship will receive its death blow.

The Shannon Scheme is also .%Ioing to mean the decentrali-
sation of indusiry and instead of the large industrial centres of
Ireland being corfined to the sea coast, the inland territories
will be opened. Already a copper mine, with an immediate
output of 4,000 tons, has been located in County Kerry. This
opening up of the inland part of the country will mean the
breaking down of the division between the town and country.

~ . ek
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The major political parties view these changes in terms of
commercial prosperity. They will battle against the workers
in order through the bait of cheap labour to attract foreign
capital. De Valera speaks in the euphonious language of
“living a more simple life”. Cosgrave is as direct in his op-
position to the workers as Mussolini. The Irish Labour Party
passes out from the political life of the Irish working class
unhonoured and unsung. The opportunity for a real Workers’
and Peasants’ Party presents itself. This party will have to
fight for the immediate needs of the masses and slowly re-
store the confidence of the masses. Betrayed and disillusioned,
deluded with the idea that the gun is a substitute for education
and organisation, misled by pseudo-Communists, the working-
class of Ireland present a serious problem and the task of
organising them into a Workers’ and DPeasants’ Party is no
light one.

Arising out of the recent dismissals of engine drivers and
firemen on the Irish Free State Railways, a division has been
created in the ranks of railway workers engaged in running the
trains. The transfer of men from Dublin to Cork, Waterford
and other cities and the consequent displacement of men from
these cities has led to complete ostracism of the transferred
workers. In the case of Cork it was found impossible to secure
lodgings for the transferred men and when a hotel was se-
cured, the windows of the hotel were smashed by the sym-
pathisers and supporters of the dismissed men. The bungling
attitude of the British trade union leaders, Cramp, Gore, and
others of the British unions, has created a feeling of dee
resentment in the minds of the Irish railway workers. A ran
and file committee is already at work and is receiving wi-
despread support from all sections of the railway workers. The
objective of this committee is an Irish Railway Industrial Union.

The steady and consistent work of the elements ranged
around the Workers Union of Ireland is bearing good results.
The work of this militant section of the Irish workingclass has
been rendered somewhat difficult by the failure of alleged Re-
publicans (**Anti-Imperialists”) to realise the necessity of weld-
mg the natiomal struggle along with the class struggle. The
fight of the employers, backed by the Government; the ratio-
nalisation of Irish industry; the bank control of Irish farms.
together with the tremendous economic development that will
come through the inauguration of the Shannon Scheme, will
mean the welding together of the industrial and agricultural
workers of Ireland. The Irish revolutionaries will be saved the
problems of the U. S. S. R. in regard to the peasantry.

The future of the Irish workingclass and peasantry is none
w00 rosy, but with a mation wide campaign among the industrial
workers, on the lines of industrial organisation as against
craft organisation, and a campaign of education among the
peasantry, the success of the revolutionary movement in Ireland
1s assured.

THE LABOUR MOVEMENT

The Struggle in the Textile
Industry in Saxony and Thuringia.

By F. Emerich (Berlin).

It is not by accident that precisely in the textile industry
obstinate struggles have brokein out in various countries, and
that more are impending, for in the struggle for markets the
cheapening of textile s is of decisive importance for the
textile capitalists of all countries. The German textile industry
n particular is anxious to make up for diminished sales at
home by capturing fresh markets abroad, in order that it may
continue 10 swallow enormous profits.

As early as 1926 and 1927 the textile magnates of the dif-
ferent tariff districts formed “risk associations” and great
“safety funds”, in order to be ready for the struggle against the
‘extile workers, and on 4th September, 1928, a meeting of the

yers’ Union adopted the following decision:

“The representatives of the district and local unions
affiliated to the Employers’ Union of the German iextile
industry, met in full assembly today in Berlin, have dealt
with the labour struggles which have broken out in various

districts. They see in the fresh wage demeands put by the
textile trade unions a deliberate intention of paving the
way {o a general rise in textile workers’ wages all over
the country, without consideration of the economic con-
ditions. Recognising this, the whole German textile indu-
stry, with its head union, stands behind the attacked uni-
ons. These unions will apply all permissible means 10
pursue the struggle initiated by the trade unions until &
conclusion is reached compatible with economic require-
ments, the only conclusion compatible with the permanent
interests of the workers themselves.”

The result of this characteristically capitalist decision was
the lockout in M. Gladbach, 50,000 workers were thrown into
the street. In spitz of the violent protests of the locked out
workers, the struggle was throttled by the bureaucrats of the
rcformist and Christian trade unions before any substantial
success had been won. These trade union bureaucrats were
anxious to prevent at any price the lock out, threatened by the
cinployers, of 190,000 further textile workers,

The trade union leaders thought they could thereby aiso
restrain the textile barons from further hositility. They were
greatly mistaken. The employers continued, systematically, to
give notice of termination of tariffs. By the end of 1928 700,u00
textile workers were involved in a wages movement. In the
district of the Saxon-Thuringian Weavers’ Union, comprising
about 35,000 workers, notice was given, under the pressure ol
the opposition, by the German Textile Workers’ Union. The
demands of the organisation were as follows: A wage increasc
of 15 pfennigs per hour for all men and women workers, and
a 40 per cent advance on the hour wage for all piece workers.

The textile magnates of this district, on the command of the
Employers’ Union, categorically refused, in October 1028, to
grant any wage increases whatever. The patience of the textile
workers was finally exhausted by these months of provocative
action on the part of the textile magnates. Some thousands of
workers in the wool, carpet, and felt weaving mills, went on
sirike. The reformist trade union leaders believed that the
laying idle of a few factorizs would force the employers to
negotiations and concessions, But the reply given, on the orders
of the Employers’ Union, was the locking out of the textile
factories alfiliated to this organisation, first in Gera, and a
few days later in the whole district. The highest wage for male
weavers over 20 years of age is 02 piennigs per hour, for female
weavers 53.5. The workers of this district are organised to the
extent of 65 per cent. in the German Textile Workers Union.
Other organisations have practically no influence. Of the 35,000
fighting workers over 60 per cent. are women.

A campaign started by the opposition for the clection of
strike committees in encountering strong resistance from the
reformists. The organisation has appointed the shop stewards
as strike committees. Now that the situation is becoming acute
(in Gera it has come to violent conflicts with the police, and
the arbitration negotiations arranged by the National Ministry
of Labour have proved abortive) the opposition will gain a
greater amount of influence within the next few days, when it
has become bolder, more energetic and self-reliant. The most
important -demands put forward by the revolutionary trade
union opposition are as follows:

1. 15 plennigs increase for all men and women workers;

2. 40 per cent. advance on hour wages for the piece
workers;

3. tariff agreemeni to run indefinitely, subject to a month’s
notice to terminate same by either side;

4. election of workers' strike committees
meetings;

5. relief to be given to locked out workers by the munici-
palities;

6. rejection of all interference on the part of the State
arbitration authorities.

The fighting spirit of the workers is growing. It is now
the task of the revolutionary trade union Opposition to indicate
fo the textile workers the way they should go. It is only by
means of the election of the strike committees by the workers
in the factories and by means of a more active leadership of
the strike by these and the arousing of the unorganised that
it will be possible to oppose to the capitalist machinations of
the Saxon-Thuringian textile industry that united and deter-
mined fighting front of the workers which is necessary if the
textile magnates are to be forced to their knees,

in the factory
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FASCISM

The Forthcoming Anti-Fascist
Congress in Berlin.
By Willi Miinz enber g (Berlin).

The First International Anti-Fascist Congress has been con-
vened by the Committee for the Organisation of an Anti-Fascist
Congress, under the Presidency of Henri Barbusse, for the Oth
and 10th of March in Berlin. The Congress acquires particularly
lz,ireat importance precisely at the present time. In Italy, Poland,

ithuania and the Balkan countries the fascist regime oppresses
more than 100 million people, robs the workers of their right
of combination, either in trade unions or in their own political
party, persecutes the revolutionary workers, imprisons them,
deports them and foully murders hundreds of them. The fascist
regime has raged in all countries with special terror and bru-

- tality against the revolutionary workers. In the course of the

R

fascist dictatorship many thousand years’ hard labour have
been imposed; many hundreds have been banished, hundreds
killed. Fascism has today become an international danger for
the international working class.

The Congress which has been convened will take place at
a time when the fight against fascism is a specially urgent and
pressing task. In Yugoslavia King Alexander has carried out
a fascist coup d’etat, and his monarchist dictatorship is sup-
ported today by the lascist generals und the governmental
means and methods of the fascist regime. Flanked and sup-
ported by Italian fascism and by the papacy, which is today
closely allied with the fascist regime, the Austrian Government
is promoting and supporting the development and stremgthe-
ning of the Austrian fascist Heimwehr (Home defence) against
the Austrian workers,

The fascist Heimwehr have heavy guns placed at their
disposal from the State arsenals and now feel strong enough to
hold a demonstration in the historical demonstration place of
the Vienna working class.

In Switzerland, the Federal Council of the “most demo-
cratic Republic of the world”, is refusing the right of asylum
to emigrants expelled by Mussolini and tolerates all fascist
machinations in the Italian portion of Switzerland.

In Great Britain the leading captains of industry and ban-
king circles directly and indirectly support the fascist organi-
sations.

Against this international alliance of the fascist dictators
there must be set up the international fighting front of all anti-
fascist forces. To set up this united common front of all anti-
fascist forces is the first and foremost task of the forthcomnng
International Anti-Fascist Congress.

That this Congress is being called at an appropriate time
is proved by the response which the Congress has evoked in
all countries and in all anti-fascist circles. In almost all Euro-
pean countries broad anti-fascist committees and organisations
have been formed which are carrying out a big campaign for
the purpose of popularising the Congress and for the fight
against fascism. :

Particular activity is displayed by the anti-fascist committees
and organisations in Austria, where alongside of Communists
and non-party workers a strong group of social democrats is
taking part in the anti-fascist campaign.

In Czechoslovakia sixty big demonstrations of the anti-
fascist committees are taking place in the next few weeks.

In Great Britain there have already taken place mass mee-
tings of anti-fascist committees in support of the Congress.

In France, Belgium, Holland, Germany, in all other coun-
tries broad amti-fascist committees are being formed or are al-
ready active.

But the convocation of the Anti-Fascist Congress has met

. with a response extending far beyond the European countries.

* A mass demonstration has just been held in New York. Fur

demonstrations in support of the Anti-Fascist Congress are to
be held in Philadelphia, San Francisco, Los Angelos and other
big ‘owns in America.

According to the reports at present to hand from the va-
rious coumtries there will be present at the Congress ten dele-
gates from England, twenty from France, ten Irom Belgium,
two from the United States, ten from the Balkan couniries,
fifteen from Poland, twenty-five to thirty from Italy, five from
Spain, two from the Argentine, fifteen from Czechoslovakia, ten
from Switzerland, ten from Austria, fifty from Germany etc.

Among the delegates who have been reported are workers
who have been elected at big anti-fascist demonstrations, factory
delegates, Communists, non-party workers, social democrats,
Left democrats and intellectuals who are conducting a fight
against fascism in their own country.

Eminent leaders and fighters in the anti-fascist movement
have consented to deliver the chief r ts at this Congress.
Thus Henmi Barbusse will speak on “Fascism Imperialism and
the war danger.” The well-known leader of the Italian peasants,
Miglioli, is to speak on the position of the workers, the pea-
sants and the intellectuals in the fascist countries. It is the
task of all workers and all anti-fasoist groups and circles to
mobilise now .in all countries all forces for the Congress and for
a broad anti-fascist campaign.

In connection with the Congress there must take place in all
countries big meetings and demonstrations against fascism, and
when the delegates of the international anti-fascist front meet
on the 10th March in Berlin, millions of workers in all coun-
tries must demonstrate under the slogans of the anti-Fascist
Coungress: Down with Fascism! “Up with the revolutionary uni-
ted front against the fascist dictatorship!”

The Extemsion of the Anti-Fascist
Front.

On 10th of February there took place in Vienna a Con-
ference for the purpose ol setting up an Anti-Fascist Committee.
The Conference was attended by 78 delegates from Vienna and
the provinces, representing 24 medium sized and big factories,
12 proletarian organisations and four district anti-Fascist Com-
mittees which had been already formed. The delegates present
consisted of members of the Social Democratic Party, of the
Communist Party and of non-party workers.

After the report on the development of Austrian and inter-
national fascism, the Conference elected from its midst an
Anti-Fascist Committee in which all the factories and organi-
sations which took part in the Conference are represented.

The newly founded anti-fascist Committee sefs itself the
task of organising the defensive fromt against fascism by
mobilising the broadest working masses, by creating anti-
fascist Committees in the factories and in the distriots, as well
as by rallying together all the anti-fascist forces in Austria.

The Conference welcomed with enthusiasm the founding
of the International Anti-Fascist Committer under the leader-
ship of Henri Barbusse and decided to affiliate to this Com-
mittee,

The Austrian Anti-Fascist Committee decided to send am
Austrian delegation to the Amnti-Fascist Comgress to be held
on 9th and 10th of March in Berlin.

The Conference finally adopted an appeal to the Austrian
working class seiting forth the tasks and aims of the Anti-
Fascist movement.
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THE WHITE TERROR

A New Court-Martial Sentence of
the *Democratic”’” Roumanian

Government.

Three months have passed since the National Zaranist
Party took over the government. The result of these three months
shows clearly and plainly the real class content of this party.
fucrease of all taxes by 20 per cent., doubled exploitation of the
workers and peasants by unconditional submission to fcreign
capital, further ruin of agriculture, alignment in the Anti-Soviet
front, and intensified terrcr against the working class.

It is precisely in this last respect that the National Zaranist
Governiment has proved itself to be a consistent follower of the
Bratianu regime. The number of trials ol workers in the period
i the elections by far exceeded the number of such trials du-
ring the time of the Bratianu government. In the three months
5 his Premiership Maniu has imposed over 100 years of im-
rrisonment. The Galatz trial alone resulted in sentences amoun-
ting mn all to 67 years imprisonment for revolutionary wcrkers.
The rehearing of the 4rial of Boris Stefanov was rejected, in
spite of the fact that the Public Presecutor was in favour of
the annulment of the sentence. Bujor, in spite of the fact that
he has been proved innocent, is skill kept under arrest. Mania
Ehrlich, the young Bessarabian martyr, was “pardoned” but
shorlly afterwards again arrested on the grcund that she had
deen released by an “oversight”,

The crown of all these acts of terror, however, is the arbi-
trary arrest of Ccmrade Dobrodgenanu-Gherea, one of the most
eminent leaders of the C. P. of Roumania, and his condemnation
0 eight years’ hard labour. This arrest proves again the lying
character cf all the demagogic catch-words and promises of the
National Zaranist Party.

Comrade Dobrodgenanu-Gherea cannot be charged with a
single crime. In the year 1924, when the Bratianu Government
declared the Communist Party to be illegal and a state ol siege
was imposed over the whole country, Dobrcdgenanu-Gherea
was arrested along with a whole number of leading comrades.
The only thing that could be brought against him was his ar-
ticles in the crgan of the Communist Party. After his flight he
was condemned by a military court in his absence to ten years
hard labour. Now he has been again arrested, this time by the
“democratic” government, and, in spite of the abolition of the
state of siege, handed over to the military court.

\
Immediately after his arrest Comrade Dobrodgenanu-Gherea
went on hunger strike. In his letter to the workers of Roumania
he explains the motives, which induced him to take this step.

“The Russian revolutionary movement”, he writes, “was
served by thousands who laid down their lives for it. In the
most difficult moment of the fight, during the blackest days
of reaction, some thought: Are we not shedding our blood
in vain? What is the use of these sacrifices? Many. in thin-
Iloing thus, have lost their faith .in the victory of the revo-
ution.

“The October, however, came. In its light we can see
that not a single drop of blood was shed in vain. This
good fertilised the soil for the emancipation of the working

ass.

“My hunger-strike is not an individual but a collective
act, because | am bound by my thoughts and my beliei to
the masses; because ] have faith in and my sole hope is in
their fight; because I thereby actively participate in this
fight”.

_ This letter shows the firm determination of Comrade Do-
drodgenanu-Ghrerea to carry out to an end the revolutionary
fight for the cause of the proletariat, even behind the prison
walls, He will not be left alone in his fight. The Roumanian
working class is on the side of its leader. The fight for the
zeneral political amnesty must be conducted with renewed enargy.
The international proletariat must also support its Roumanian
brothers in this fight.

The Roumanian Red Aid has issued an appeal to the inter-
national proletariat, calling upon it to conduct in common the
fight for the release of the proletarian class fighters from the
prisons of Roumania.

This appeal must not reinain unanswered! Organise mass
actions in the factories! The International bcurgeoisie, by its
credits, supporis the white terror in Roumania! Tha international
proletariat must support by its solidarity action the fight of
the Roumanian workers against the exploiters and oppressors!

To the Rescue of Comrade Kahana!

The International Bureau of the Union of Russian Revolu-
tionary Writers and the Union of Proletarian Revolutionary
Writers of Germany have addressed an appeal to all writcrs ol
the West, calling upon them to raise their voice in protest in
order to rescue Conirade Moses Kahana.

The Hungarian proletarian revolutionary writer Moses
Kahana has been pining for four years, under the most terrible
conditions and cruel prison regime, in the Rcumanian foriress
of Doliana. During this time Comrade Kahana has become an
invalid as a result of the cruelty of the prison regime. On the
pretext that he was “attempting to escape” he was shot by the
guard and so seriously wounded in the leg that it had to be
amputated. Comrade Kahana lay for over six months in the
prison hospital, where there was lacking even a minimum of
hygiene and medical care.

As the time approached when he would have served his
senfence, the Roumanian government framed up a new case
apainst Comrade Kahana by accusing him of having led a Com-
munist cell of the prisoners. As a matter of fact he simply gave
insiruction in reading and writing to his illiterate fellow pri-
soners.

The military court in Galatz condemned him {o a further
term of seven years imprisonment, which is tantamount to a
sentence of death. For, as a result of the sufierings, deprivations,

repeated hunger-strikes, operations and sickness, Comrade Ka-

hana has lost so much strength that he could not stand such a
long term of imprisonment. The appeal of the revolutionary
writers 'of Russia and Germany therefore declares:

“We must hasten, for it is a question of rescuing a writer
who is entombed alive”.

IN THE COLONIES

The Bourgeoisie and National
Revolution in India.
By M. N. Roy.

The speech of the British Viceroy in the Indian Legislative
Assembly on January 28 indicates how imperialism plans to
meet the siluation in India. Evidently, imperialism has noi
failed to notice the radicalisation of the nationaiist movemem,
and to focus its attention on the force causing his radicali-
sation imperialism recognises ils most dangerous and deter-
mined enemy in the working class. Its tactics in the present
situation as hinted by the Viceroy, is to point to the nation:list
bourgeoisie ihe dangercusness of the situaiion, and ask their
co-operation in meeting the cominon danger. The Viceroy was
encouraged to put forth this policy of counter-revolutionary
united front by the attitude of tie nationalist bourgeoisie who
are pesitively alarmed by the situation. and frankly express
their disapproval of any revolutionary movement, The following
quotations illustrate the situaiion.

Commenting upon the “critical situation in the country*
as indicated by the events of the last twelve months. and by
the Congress and Conferences during the closing week of the
year, Bepin Chandra Pal writes:

“It is no longer possible to describe the Congress as a
demonstration of mere middle class discontent... It can
no longer be said that the educated classes in India have



150 International Press Correspondence No.

no backing in their political struggle from the masses of
the people... Indeed, it is at least doubtiul whether the
lead comes at all irom the educated leaders or whether
these leaders are not more or less helpless instruments
in the hand of the awakened multitud=s. Every one of
the Congress leaders feels that the position in the move-
ment entirely depends upon the [avour of the crowd. No
leader today dares to follows tiie lead of his reason or
conscience, not even the Mahatma (Gandhi). Yet in 1920
Gandhi’s word was law to the multitudes... The Levia-
than has commmenced to move...

“This was demonstrated by the invasion of the Con-
gress by twenty thousand labourers. This was verification
of the adage, ‘coming events cast their shadow before’...
On one of the banners of this procession of workingmen
was inscribed ‘Long Live Independent Socialist Republic
of India’... The time cannot be very far when the wor-
king classes, once aroused to the scnse of their power to
coerce the government of the country, will refuse to be
exploited by the middle class politicians; ‘Red’ leaders will
rise from among tkem who will have no respect for any
law or order either economic, political or moral.”

Pal presents this remarkably true and well-drawn picture
ol the situation not as something to be welcomed. He draws
it as a warning not only to the nationalist bourgeoisie, but
4130 to the petty bourgeois radicals who unconsciously are
riding on the crest of the rising tide of revolution. An ex-Jaco-
bin himself, Pal warns the Indian Jacobins not to play with
fire. He reminds them what they are. and explains to themn
the dangerousness of the game they are playing. He writes:

“Neither the Congress leaders nor the Moslem leaders in
their Khilafat Conierence or their League. much less the lea-
ders of the Hindu Mahasabha will bring about a revolution.
Some of them may talk of Civil-discobedience and non-payment
of taxes; but none of them is made of the stuff that creates
revolutions... Yet all these people have been working for
revolution, which, if and when it bursts, will make them its
first victims. Once popular passion is roused, by them for their
purpose, neither God nor man will be able to keep the angry
multitudes non-violent.”

Having pointed out the dangerous potentiality of the si-
tuation Pal, who is the foremost ideologist of bourgeois na-
tionalism. appeals for a counter-revolutionary united front ol
all who would save India from the horrors of class struggle.
He continues:

“And let the government know that should there be
a revolutionary outburst under present conditions. they
will not find 1t possible te grapple with it as easily as
they grappled with a peaceful upheaval ten years ago. It
behoves, therefore, both Indian and imperial statesmanship
to fake counsel together without delay, and find a way out
of the crisis... The proceedings of the Congress and
other gatherings of the last Christmas week in Calentta
oiffer a serious warning to both Indian and Briiish stotes-
manship to settle their cenilicts before it is too late, and
the future completely passes out of their hands.”

This is not a solitary voice. Pal, a clever and courageous
political thinker as the is, oniy expresses the sentiments of ‘he
eiifire class he represents, frankly and logically. The objective
importance of these views as indicating the role of the bonr-
geoisie in the national revolution, is tully appreciated. when
the history ol the muan expressing them is known. Quarter of
a century ago Pal was the leader of the radical lef: wing of
the natioualist movement. A{ that time he occupied in the
country a place analogous to that recently occupied by Gandhi.
It was partially under his leadership that the National Con-
gress, a quarter of a century ago, broke away from the mono-
pely of the Indian disciples of imperialist liberalism. Pal can
be colled the father of Indian Jacobinism, thovgh it is long
since he has betraved his child. Indeed, he was a revolutionary.
wien the Indian nationalist bourgeoisie was still a revolutio-
navy class. In view of these facts, Pal's views are particularly
indicative.

But Pal is not alone. Similar views are expressed by an
evergrowing number of spokesmien of the nationalist bour-
veoisie, These views increase in volume and clearness in pro-
~ortion as the revolutionary forces assert themselves on the

situation — in proportion as the working class appear on the
political scene as an independent and dominant factor of the
situation.

The Indian Liberal Federation represents that section of
the nationalist bourgeoisie which broke away from the Con-
gress when this, in 1920, adopted the tactics of Non-co-ope-
ration with the British government. It represents heavy in-
dustrial, trading ard landowning interests. Last vear, a con-
siderable section of the Liberal Federation modified its attitude
of co-operation with the government, and joined the movement!
for boycotting the Simon Commission. In the annual Con-
ference of the Liberal Fedevation, which met at the same time
as the National Congress, the President, Chimanlal Setalvad,
said among other things:

v “We are now passing through very momenious and
anxious times, and it must be remembered by all those
who are interested in the weliare of this country — and
1 include in that description not only ourselves, but also
the British government who in the wisdom of Providence
have been brought into partnership with us — that the
time through which India is now passing 1s really very
anxious. A mentality is growing which is absolutely
impatient with the present state of things and which, if
not gnided in the proper channel, will swallow everything.
The Comunistic ideas and Socialism are the coming me-
nace. If that mentality grows it will swallow Doininion
Status, it will swallow Independence, it will swallow the
present structure of society... The only way of preventing
the spread of Socialism and Communism is fcr the autho-
rities (British) to take a bold step and to concede at
once what we have been asking for, namely, Dominion
Status.

“We of the liberal faith have served the coumdry all
these years, and value and cherish British connection, and
have stood by the governmcent believing that British con-
nection is good for both the countries. If our moderate
counsels are nol heeded, there are very troublesome times
ahead with the growing discontent against the governmen:
and the present order of society.”

The implication of this speech cannot be missed. Indian boui-
geoisie offer imperialism their willing co-operalion to combat
the common enemy. The counter-revolutionary sentiment of the
nationalist bourgeoisie is evident. Only they have no power
to give practical expression to this sentiment. Therefore. the:
appeal to the imperialist overlords for some political power
which they would wield for suppressing not only the working
class, but also the national revolution. There is a favourable
response to this appeal. While it is out of the question thut
full Dominion Status will be granted in the immediate future.
it is pruactically certain that the native bourgeoisie will be
given considerable power in the provincial governmeat. This
will very likely include the administration of police by Indian
ministers. Even a large section of the British residents in
India have recommmended this measure. The object is {0 com-
mandeer the services of ithe nationalist bourgeoisie in the coun-
ter-revolutionary comba! against the working class and any
other revolutionary movenient.

The “Leader”, an organ of the Liberal Federation., com-
mented on the speech quoted above as follows:

“Communism and other undesirable forms of extremism
are the result of the policy of economic exploitation and radical
domination. Steps should be taken to stop the exploitation and
misleading of the masses for revolutionary purpose... The
liberals are opposed to revolutionary political methods. They
have made it absolutely clear that they are not supporters of
Communism. They are convinced that violence cannot solve
any problem.., Repressive policy will only aggravate political
distetuper, promote the purpose of the revolutionaries and de-
stroy whatever influence the friends of British connection and
lovers of peace have in the country, and let loose anarchy.”

The journal further writes in the same article:

“Among the friends of the British we count Mahatma
Gandhi and Pundit Motilal Nehru. We pray most fervently that
British statesmen may in time realize the gravity of the situa-
tion, and by large-hearted and courageous statesmanship re-
trieve it before it is too late.”
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It should be noticed that the spokesmen of the bourgeoisie
use Communism and other forms of extremism, by which they
mean revolutionary nationalism, interchangeably. If it were ouly
for Communism, this fright and hatred of the nationalist bour-
geoisie would not be so remarkable; for, as bourgeoisie they
must naturally bate and fear Communism, But, as it is, the
object of their fear, hatred and attack is any kind or form of
revolution. Spectre of Communism drives the Indian bourgeoisie
into the arms of British imperialism, thus revealing them as
enermes of national revolution.

The reference to Gandhi and Nehru as “friends of the
Biitish” is neither accidental nor an exaggeration. Had it been
s0, it should have been repudiated by the persons concerned.
On the contrary, before and since the last meeling of the Na-
tional Congress. both of them made statements which add a
ouch of authority to the reference made by the liberal
journal. A few days after the National éongress had
very reluctantly endorsed his compromise resolution on
the question of British connection, Gandli categorically stated
to the press: “My position is very clear. To me Dominion
Status means independence. Others have been led, through sus-
picion of Britain’s good faith, to make a distinction between
the two.” (The Englishman, Calcutta.) Here Gandhi makes a
declaration of his belief in Britain’s good faith. One cannot
be a friend of the British without automatically being an enemy
of the forces antagonistic to British domination. So, Gandhi
also is opposed to national revolution, and will denounce any
revolutionary struggle as Communist menace in a critical mo-
ment. As regards Motilal Nebru, there is less doubt on this
score, The pseudo Danton of India will not need guillotine for
political elimination. as soon as there will appear on the scene
some real Jacobins.

But let us still see what the oui-spoken representatives of
the natiomalist bourgeoisie have o say. The Moslem League,
which adhered to the commen nationslist platform embodied
in the so-called Nehru Report, held iis anmuwal meeting simul-
taneously with the Congress, in opposition to the ofiicially
inspired All-India Moslem Conference. A Maharaja with con-
siderable capital invested in indusiry was in the chair, and
said the following:

“Severance of British connection is a hopelessly un-
workable proposition. India’s place in the British Common-
wealth is a place of undeniable security. Her assoctation
with the British Commonwealth is a valuable asset, and
it will be folly to destroy this precious connection. There
is plenty of room for growth, development and expression
of Indian nationalism within the orbit of connection with
England.”

Abdul Karim, who opened the meeting and proposed the
capitalist Maharaja for the chair, said:

“For economic and cultural autonomy Dominion Status
will give India all scope we need for the present. It will,
therefore, be unwise to fritter away our lmited national
energy for the chimera of independence.”

On the morrow of the annual meeting of the National Con-
gress the Federation of Indian Chambers of Commerce met, for
the first time in its history, in the presence of the Viceroy. The
Chairman of the Federation, Jumnadas Thakurdas, an indu-
srial magnate of Bombay, discoursed on the atmosphere of
threat to law and order, and appealed iur legislation checking
the revolutiopary development of tite labour movement. He was
one of those, who had voted against the anti-Communist Public
Safety Bill in the Legislative Assemibly. He made a veiled
apology for his action, and hinted that when the government
brought up the Bill in the next parliamentary session, the re-
presentatives of the big bourgeoisie would vote for it. Ob-
viously the interventing events festilving to a radicalisation of
the nationalist movement essentiaily under the pressure of the
independent revolutionary action of the working class, had
forced change in the aititude of the nationalist bourgeoisie.
They are now ready to give up the constitutional opposition
to imperialist domination.

The feeling of the nationalist bourgeoisie are expressed
from another side —- a very extraordinary one. Reviewing
the situation in the light of the latest developments the semi-
official organ, “Pioneer” writes:

“Gandhi hopes to guide the revolutionaries into more
sober and profitable patns, — to keep in check more serious
developments. Or it may be that he is endeavouring to
enable the British government to make some gestures, to
inaugurate some policy, which will stay off an era of
political chaos. Neither Gundhi, nor Motilal Nehru nor
any other leader of the older generation wishes a revival
of Non-co-operation. Neither Calcutta, nor Bembay can
affiord to face another period of non-co-cperation, and il
the threat becomes real, they will be the first to demand
of the government of India a more peaceful solution. If
the governors of India are wise, they will appreciate the

sition of the moderate politicians... The moderate men
in this country know that if there is no alteration in the
policy, their g:'ite will be an unpleasant one... Let the
Viceroy send for Gandhi, Molital Neliru and Sir Tej Baha-
dur Sapru (leader of the Liberal Federation) for cousul-
tation. If the Viceroy weie able to announce to the Legisla-
tive Assembly his Majesty the King-Emperor’s personal
pledge that Dominion Status will be granted to India,
there can be little doubt but that the widespread conser-
vative elements will once more rally round the government.
The benefit would be mutual and immediate. The revo-
lutionary mniovement in the country will be isolated, and
there will be a chance of keeping India in the British
Commonwealth.”

Calcutta and Bombay, that is, the commercial and indu-
sirial princes of those cities, speaking through the Federation
of Indian Chambers of Commerce have clearly demonsirated
their disapproval of any revolutionary movement, and have in-
dicated the Viceroy their willingness to co-operate in the sup-
pression of it. And the Viceroy in his speech opening the new
session of the Legislative Assembly has re-iterated his Bri-
tanic Majesty’s pledge to grant India self government. How soon,
he did not say. But certainly not within a year. This he made
quite clear. But on the strength of this pledge he trusted that
the Assembly would pass the anti-Communist law and possi-
bly other repressive measures directed against tue radical ele-
ments ‘of the nationalist movement. The nervousness of the na-
tionalist bourgeoisie and their condemnation of any revolu-
tionary movement have encouraged imperialism 1o T:lan repres-
sion of the revolutionary movement. And judged by their
utterances. the nationalist bourgeoisie will support the govein-
ment in this plan to prove their fitness to wield gieater ad-
ministrative responsibility.

Xhile the big bourgeoisie are voluntarily offering their
services to counter-revolution, the petty bourgeois radicals are
afraid of the potentiality of the dynamics of the situation which
drive them further than they want to go. A tendency o back-
sliding is to be noticed in their ranks. Commenting o the
resolution of the Congress the Englishman of Calcutta correcily
observed:

“In India sanctions to enforce a national demand can
mean one thing and only thing — revolution.”

The organ of petty bourgeois radicalism, the *Forward™
of Calcutta replied as follows:

“On a caruful analysis of the apparently iniiocent word
‘sanction’ our contemporary has discovered that it is dan-
gerous verbal dynamite capable of blowing up all law
and or'w to pieces... The news will, of course. come 10
every Congressman as a surprise, for they are not aware
that there has been any change in the Congress creed, or
that the Congress has departed from its policy of non-
violence.” (Jan. 8.)

The next day Forward reverts fo the subject and writes:

“Violence has been rightly ruled out by the Congress. The
country has to devise an elficacious remedy on lines which may
not bring it into conflict with the so-called laws of the country.
That is the economic boycott.” (Jan. 9.)

Again the dav uafter: “When Congressmen talked of
‘sanction’, they could not mean anything more serious than
pressure of public opinion, econontic boycott or non-pay-
ment of taxes. Qur contemporary had 1o admit that 10ae
of these suggested methods of enforcing submission from
the British government should carry the implication of
vio'ence.” (Jan. 1))
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This cowardly attitude of the pcity bourgeois radicals is
not altogether subjeciive. It is a reflex oi the crystallization of
counter-revolutionary sentiment among the big bourgeoisie
There cannot be any real Jacobinism except under the pres-
sure of the masses. This condilion for the bourgcois democratic
revolution is maturing in India; but owing to the fact that it
happens in an entirely different historical epoch, this condition
does not make Jacchins out of the Indian bourgeoisie. On the
contrary, it drives them into the camp of counter-revolution.

UNION OF SOVIET REPUBLICS.

The Progréss of the Communal
Economy of Moscow.
By Uchanov.

Ouwr Party is pursuing a determined course towards the
complete reconstruction of our backward technic and economy.
We have at the same time set ourselves the task of developing
agricultural productive forces on the basis of a reformation of
our extremely backward agricultural technics, to be accom-
plished by extensive socialisation and by improving of the in-
dividual agricultural undertakings of the poor and middle pea-
saniry. Our eccnomic policy is directed towards strengthening
every aspect of the socialist sector of our economy, and we
are attacking the capitalist elements all along the line. Hand in
hand with the reconstruction of our economy, we are procee-
ding uninterruptedly — in contradistinction to the capitalist
countrizs — with the improvement of the material position of
the working class and of all toilers. .

What have we attained by means of this policy? First of
all a general and conmsiderable growth of our economy and
¢specially ¢l cur industry. The rate of development of our in-
dustry is increasing from year to year. In the course of the
econnmic year 102627 the production of our industry increased
by 18 percent., and in 4927/28 by 22.7 per cent. This rate has
bezn made possible cnly with the aid of extensive capital 1nvest-
men‘s. During the last three years (including the present eco-
nomic vear 1928 29), the capital freshly invested in. the in-
dustry of the Soviet Union has amounted to 4 milliards of
roubles.

The level of cur technics is rising, even if not so rapidly as
is actually necessary and as we might wish. The productivity
of labsur is also growing. In 1927 28 it increased by 14.5 per
ceni.. and a further rise of 17 per cent. is to be attained in the
present economic year.

Agriculture has also made progress during the last few
vears, akthough the speed of its development is insuificient. We
must accelerate this development, in ‘order to ensure our suc-
cess in the continued rapid industrialisation of our economy.
The rate at which our grain production dcvelops is especiallv
insufficient. For the purpose of accelerating the development of
agriculture, we are giving support at the same time to the in-
dividual farms of the poor and middle peasan‘'s. We must, ho-
wever, never fcruet that a radical improvement of agriculture,
and its technical reformation, can be accomplished only on the
basis of collectivisation, on the basis of the development of
large-scale agricultural undertakings.

. . 1 3
Everyone knows that our work, besides its great successes,
reveals numerous faults, All these faults must be subjected to
the severest seli-criticism, This is the only way to remove them.

In our work we have adhered strictly to the class stand-
point. In agriculture we have been chiefly intcrested in deve-
loping socialisation and giving aid to the village poor. We have
promoted to a wide extent the building of workers' houses in
the fac'ory districts. The chief care of cur communal economy
has been to serve the working class districts and the working
population, etc. This does not mean that no errors have been
committed with respect to the class line in some individual
cases, for instance in the distribution of agricultural credits and
in the irequent failure to adhere strictly encugh to the directive
enacting that 70 to 80 per cent. at least of the newly ereotad
houses should be occupied by workers, etc. Such errors must
be corrected with the utmost energy.

. We have szt ourselves the fask of the cultural revolution in
its fullest extent. At the present time the cultural revolution is
the most important link in the chain of our conmstructive work.

And now to the results of economic development in Mos-
cow and the Moscow Gubernia.

During the past two years we have invested 970 million
roubles iin the various branches of economy. Of this sum 370
million roubles have fallen to industry. For the present economic
year 1928/29 alone provision has been made for capital invest-
ments to the amount of 670 million roubles (260 milfion roubles
;cﬁ industry). These capital investements have been utilised as
ollows:

In the course of two years the production of the industry of
Moscow and its environs has increased by 51 per cent. The
industry controlled directly by the Moscow communal admini-
stration (Moscow Economic Council) has shown especially
rapid progress: It has doubled its output in two years.

During the last economic year (1927/28), the production of
those branches of industry (in the city and gubernia of Mos-
cow) which are manufacturing means of production increased
by 31.5 per cent. those manulacturing articles of consumption
by 23.3 per cent. The capacity ol the power stations has been
increased by 30 per cent.

In spite of bad orops, the total agricultural production of
our Gubernia has risen by 6 per cent, and the portion of
this output forming a commodity by 14 per cent. The area under
cultivation has been increased by 4.6 per cent., 84 per cent of
the total arable land is already being tilled on the multiple
course system, In 1927:28 five times as much fertiliser was di-
stributed as in ihe year before, but even this quantity -failed
to sa‘isfy the whole demand of the peasant farms. The mecha-
nisation of the peasant farms has made considerable progress.

The number of collective farms has more than doubled du-
ring the past two years (from 225 collective farms in 1925/26
to 476 in the economic year just elapsed). The socialised sector
of agriculture will this year supply 12 per cent. of the commo-
dity share of agricultural prcduction, as compared with 6.7 per
cent. last year, The number of workers employed in industry
has increased by 55.000, and today 1otals almost half a million.
During the last two years the average wages of the Moscow
worker have risen by 21.5 per oent. In 1926,27 we expended
16 million roubles fcr unemployment benefit, in 1927/28 over
25 million roubles. In the course of ‘the two years under report
we spent 185 million roubles on the erection of dwelling houses.
148 millicn roubles of which were allotted to the city of Mos-
cow. This enabled us ‘o provide housing accommeodation for
150,000 persons.

24 per cent. of the workers of Moscow are catered for by
the communal kitchens. It is expected that this number will be
increased to 35 per cent. in the current economic year. The
newly erected mechanical large-scale central kitchens will play
a great part in promoting this.

The public health service has also its successes to record.
The clinics have served 30 per cent. more patients this year
than last. The number of clinics has increased by 19 per cent.,
that of the hospitals by 12 per cent.

How is the task of developing the socialist sector being
solved? In 1926 the share faken by private trade in the retail
trade of Mcscow was 33.5 per cent., in 1928 22 per cent., and
in 1929 (see our preliminary ezlimate) it will be 17.9 per cent.
79.9 per cent. of the total production of the “census industry”
(undertakings employing more than 16 workers) has been
supplied by socialised industry.

It need not be said that here too there are weak spots. The
degree of socialisation among the small and home industries is
only 44 per cent.; this percentage is however double that of
1926 (22 per cent.). .

The membership of our co-opera‘ive societies increased by
71 per cent. in the two years under report. The corresponding
inorease in the agricultural co-operatives was 67
the productive co-operatives 87 per cent. Only 43 per cent. (of
the peasants farms. however, are organised in the cooperativq.

IR
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Taken all in all, the following gencral conclusion must be
emphasised: Our economy is grow.ng yearly, not by a few
urts per cent., but by dozens per cent. This is a distinct
svmpiom of the colossal achievements of our socialist con-

struction, The main tasks of -industry in the immeadiate fu.ure

are rationalisation and the reduction of the costs of production.

W’e shall iniroduce the seven-hour day this year in a num-
ber of undertakings, not only in tex'ile factories, but in the
metal, leather, tobacco, ready-made clothing, and other trades.
In the course of the current year 25 per cent. of the workers
enployed in the State industry of our Gubernia will go over to
iie seven-hour day.

The proportion of our agricultural production reaching the
market is still extremely small: from the peasant farms 18 per
ceat.. from the collective undertakings 33 per cent., and from
“ie Soviet farms 54 per cent. Horticulture is comparatively
:ebly developed. It will be promoted in the current year by new
Soviet fruit and vegetable gardens covering an area ol 525
heciares.

The collective farms are accorded far-reaching support. It
suifices to mention that in the current economic year 84 per
cent. of the capital invested in collective farms has been co-
vered by our credit system, and only 16 per ceni. by the mem-
oers of the collective under:akings themselves. We have granted
credits to the village poor to the amount of about one million
roubles. and have organised the comassation ol 40000 poor
peasant farms free of cost.

The developmen: of our commercial aciivities is characie-
rniszd by the decline of the small trade centres by IS per cent.
(of the private sales centres by 30 per cent.), aud by the 30 per
cer:t. ex'ension of the network of the co-operatives. In the course
5! the cominy year nearly all working class districts will possess
large and well equipped departmen. stores.

We have taken up the reorganisation of bread producion,
our aim bzing to replace .the smuall-scale undertaking by the
, wmechanised large-scale one. In Mcsccw we have erected two
1 new bread facteries. and within a vory short time two sthers

now in course ol construction will 1l:> be completed and set
coing. These factories will be able to meet more than cne ha'f
v oi Mcscows bread requirements. Spegulation in bread is being
combated by the iniroduciion of a control over broad pro-
duction ard flour distribution. This control has already been
able 1o recerd considerable success. bu! it must bz increasad.

The popula ion of Mcscow has increased by 204000 per-
wons in twd years. 136.000 of thesz have migrated [rom thz
country, cr frcm other districts. this great Incieasz ‘n the
Moscow population has had the elfect of incrersing 1ocal unam-
ployment. Of the unemployed. plac:s can be foand fairly ra-
aidly f2r the industrial werkers, who form only 14 per cent. of
ke unemployed.

We are engaged at the present time in freeing the munici-
ralised houses of Moscow from all non-wcrking elements, The
whole of ‘the housing accommodation thus set free will be
placed at the exclusive disposal of prolz.arians.

We are making rapid progress in combating illiteracy. Du-
ring the last five years we have taugh: 200,000 adults to read
2nd wri'e. There are sill about 150000 illiterates in Moscow
nd its Gubernia, but these are fcr ‘he most part new arrivals
om other disiricts.

During the two years under report we have been able to
stimulate our Soviets greatly. One of the main tasks of the fur-
ner development of proletarian democracy mus. be the broa-
Jening and deepening of self-criticsm. In this direction we must
:dvancz mcre courageously than hi‘herto.

The main line along which the Moscow disinict will deve-
121 45 that of accelerated indusirialisai.on. Besides this, we have
:nother supremely imporfant task in guiding the great masses
<i the peasantry more rapidly into the path of socialisation
and in accomplishing the technical transformation of agri-
cuiyre, ’
. The werking masses, to whom we ncw give an account of
odr progress, will now elect a new Moscow Soviet, which will
iake up the werk with even greater energy, with even graater
vtrenuousness, and doubtlessly with even greater success.

The Struggle for the Alliance of
Science with Labour.
By A. Lunatcharsky.

In January of this year there took place the elecs
tion of new members 1o the Scientific Academy, in-
creasing the number of academicians from 40 to 80.
The candidatures were considered and proposed with
the active participation of the scientific workers and
dinstitutions of the Soviet Union. After the secret ballot
among the old members, it was found that three can-
didates supporied by the whole Soviet public, and
chosen almost unanimously as candidates at the public
preliminary ballot, had not received the necessary two-
thirds majcrity at the final ballot, which was a secret
one. These three candidaies were: the philosophic re-
searcher Deborin, well known to the workers bcth at
homz and abroad; the literary historian and philologist
Fritsche; and the Marxist historizn Lukin. The ciuse
of the frusration of the eleciion of these comraldes
is to be found in the anti-Soviet attitude of a saction
of the old members of the Academy, and great in-
dignation has bzen aroused by the cowardly double
came played by those academicians. who were unable,
a. the public ballet, to bring anything against <he
scientific services of Comrades Deborin, Lukin, and
Fritsche, but made use of the secret ballot for an anti-
Soviet manoeuvre, Scientilic bodies of various kinds
passsd numerous resolutions demanding the correction
o ihis Dlunder. An extraordinary session ol the Aca-
dimy, participated in by the newly elecicd mambers,
decided 1o request the Soviet Governmemnd to agra2 to
the election of the above three comrades by the Ple-
num ol the Academy — without recourse 10 the pre-
para‘ory procedure prescribed by the statutes. This
arrzomeat has z'ready been given by the Council of
People’s Comunissaries. The importance of this occur-
rence is shown in the following article by Comrade
Lunatcharsky. taken from the “lsvestia”. For technical
reasons the aricle is here published in abbreviaied
form. Ed.

rd

The Scientific Academy is the most conservative part of our
cultural world. It is no secret that the tsarist government
ireated the Academy as an extremely privileged insiitution. It
tonk grcut care that the Academy was not contaminated by the
admission ol members with 100 radical views.

The revolution, in tiking over the human and other material
balonging o the order which it destroyed, was exceedingly
carefut to destrov nothing umnecessarily. We saved everything
which czuld possibly be saved. Ofien enough what we had
saved seemed suspicious. seemed to conceal indjubitably disagrce-
able elemen's within it, but we said: We shall put this in order
later on. The time will come when we are stronger, and will
be able to judge what we can take over entirely into the new
life. and what we can only take over in part, or after consider-
able reform. It is better o throw away later what we do not
require than to destroy now what we may still need.

With respect to Science the revolution was especially cau-
tious. It is obvious that bourgeois science has been distorted
in the interests ol the bourgeoisie, and that it rejects such con-
clusions as Marxisim, drawn from the fotal developmant of
scientific thought. But for our times science without Marxism
resembles the world view of the church when it rejected Gali-
leo’s teachings. It i3 simply a half-science. The proletariat connot
content itsell with 2 science trimmed by bourgecis society to
fit its own requirements. | repeat, however, that in this respect
we proczeded very cautiously.

We granted the utmost freedom to the scientific workers;
we weie well aware that here nothing could be attained by
force, but only by conviction. On the neutral ferritory of science
we permitted scientilic thought to go its own way, hoping
that in ‘ime this way would merge into new channels under the
iniluence of the siupendous force ol attraction exercised by the
Marxist way of thinking. We have waited. We have been pa-
tient. Lenin said: The worker has his own path to Socializnm.
The peasant arrives at Sccialism along another path — iha

E
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ol the co-operative; the agronomist and the physician have
their own paths leading to the great road to Soctalism; the
scientist too will come to us, if he belongs to the type of
the sirong and sincere human being naturally impelled to re-
place uncertain and crippled haM-truths by the unshakeable truth
ol the new view of life. It need not be said that when we ob-
served in the scienfific wcrld a decided tendency against us,
open strivings to injure us, to lure the vacillating masses by
deception into the camp of the bourygecisie or of reaction, and
to influence our youth, we found ourseives obliged to take fairly
strong measures.

The Soviet power found that the point had been reached
when the Academy, wijich had received more support from the
Soviet power than ever before, must be imparted a more living
character, and must be transiormed into a real centre for our
science.

For this purpose it was necessary to renew its composition,
to complement it by a number of new scientific forces, inclu-
ding those of Marxist science, and to establish a closer contact,
as lar as possible, with thaf immense scientific and cultural
work which is going on in a country being renewed from the
boitom upwards.

Undoubtedly the Academy contained a number of members
who have informed themselves suificiently on our work during
the last decade, even if they have not arrived at a “hundred
per cent faith in our building up of Socialism. Among these
people the measures taken for the revival and reanimation of
the Academy found ready support. At the opposite pole, ho-
wever, there gather the reactionary forces in the academy. They
have not liked those academicians who are faithful to the So-
viets, and have regarded them almost as traitors, but they have
put up with this ‘“‘treason”, since it has supplied a certain
guaramfee for the continued existence of the academy, and has
brought with it certain material advautages, -

This situation has naturally been clearly understood by the
guvernment; it has beea wware that ameng 4hese-40 “importals”
class hatred is equally immcrtal, and oiten reveals a touch ot
monarchist colour. The government has been aware that some-
times a great scientific name and valuable purely scientific
services may be combined with fossilized views, with the vanity
of a scientilic mandarin, and with an instinctive antipathy to-
wards the revolution (an antipathy substantiated by a few
cheap sophisms). The Soviet public demanded the energetic dis-
cussion and settlement of the question of an actual renewal of
the Academy, transforming this into a living member of our
society.

Thus ithe election of new academicians and the extension
of the number of the members of the Academy was decided
upon. The election was organised as publicly as possible, Every
scientific and cultural fcrce in the ccuntry represented its stand-
peint. The lists of candidates were drawn up in an atmosphere
of widest publicity, and were examined, sifted, and proposed by
the academy itself. The statutes gave the academicians the right
cf secret ballot. Careful preparatory work laid down the lines
upon which the renewal of the Academy must be carried out if
it was to be eiifective. The results of the voting in the separate
sections left nothing to be wished for. The section of humanist
sciences elected all candidates,

The adherents of “moderate academism” may perhaps ob-
ject that the Academy showed every willingness, that at the
last Plenary Session 1t elected by secret ballot, with an over-
whelming majority, the candidates proposed to it, including
even a number of Marxists. It reserved to itself only the very
small liberty of frustrating the election of one philosopher, one
philologist, and one historian. The statutes grant the Pienary
Session the right of a final decision by secret ballot.

Such objections as these, by which even representatives of
the “centre party” in the Academy attempt to hide the real
significance of the above-mentioned facts, must be decisively re-
jected. The Academy should have realised that the Soviet pubiic,
the revolution, sets it very definite conditions. The Acadzm~
should have realised that it is being put to the test: to what
extent is it capable cf standing the somewhat difficult operation
ol Sovietisation; to what extent is this still pcssible at all
without quite another type of reform — the reform which

raises the question: how can we build up our scientific wcrld.
from the socialist standpoint, without payin% regard to any
relics of the past which may still exist, but by shattering the
whole structure of the past and erecting the edifice of Science
according to an entirely new plan?

Does the Academy perhaps believe that the Communist
Party, the Soviet power, and the people, have not the courage
to set aside the Academy and to hand over its material goods
to a differently organised scientilic institution? Does it believe
that its foreign iriends are powerful enough to protect the
Academy against the “designs” of the Soviet power by either
immediate help or “authoritative protest”? Well, if the academi-
cians do believe this, then they have played with fire, and |
fear they will burn themselves severely.

The majority of the academicians — it may be replied —
have shown themselves entirely loyal. All that was the matier
was that the two-thirds majority was not reached. The [Pre-
sidium of the Academy fook immediate steps to avoid preju-
dicial consequences, etc,

Very true, there is something positive in this. The Aca-
demy has been the prey of inner schism brought about by the
combined influence of the forces to which it has been exposed.
There are some who believe in the Soviet public, and are ready
to march forward with it shoulder to shoulder. Others have
grasped that if they do not follow this example they will lose
the game. But there have been quile a number of people who
have come forward with open visor — their faces hidden only
by the very transparent veil of various formal considerations —
in opposition to the correction of the absurdities which have
been committed.

To throw dust into the eyes of the Soviet public, to pro-
voke a small scandal under cover of the secret ballot, to meet
the Soviet public to the extent of 90 per cent. whilst retaining
10 per cent. as a lield of action for their reactionary views —
this has indubitably been the politically oppositional idea pur-
sued by a very considerable section of the academicians.

These dignitaries of s%ence have done no more than reject
three candidatés, and this only at the last secret ballot, entirelt
withcut responsibi’ity, whereby some of them altered their
standpoint again a few days later,

But every candidate proposed by public opinion is a ne-
cessary part of the future work of the Academy. Tact alone
demanded that the Academy should comply with this categorical
demand made by public opinion. The academicians have de-
sired to oppose their formal right to liberty to the public opinion
ol the Soviet Union.

1f they have done so, they will find”themselves in contact
with the flame of revolution, and this may lead to a very pain-
ful burn.

TEN YEARS OF THE COMINTERN |

The Birth of the Communist 1
International. .

|

By G. Zinoviev. i

The I International -— the International Workingmenﬁ
Association led by Marx and Engels — was formed in 130

and practically ceased to exist in 1872. Chartism in Eunglandj
the evenis of 1313 on the Continent of LCurope, particularly th
events in Germany and France, the European crisis in the 30
the Italian war, the Folish insuriection. the Crimean war, th
emancipation cf the peasants in Russia, the Austro-Prussia
war, the Franco-Prussian war and the Commune of Paris
these were the principal historic events which prepared th
ground for the formation of the I. International, which condi
tioned its birth, and which gave ‘he contents of ifs activity
the course of nearly a decade. Chartism in England and th
even!s of 1248 furnished a sort oi prelude to the activity

the 1. International; the Commune of ['aris constituted its swan®
song.
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The ILInternational was born in 183V and broke up in 1014,
saving existed in its original shape exactly a quarter of a
century. At its cradle was the German Social-Demccracy which
~laved in it the deciding role, properly speaking, during all
“sose 25 years., The iriumph of the Third Republic in France,
1o Bismarckian period in Germany. the Russo-Turkish war,
‘e Anti-Socialist Law in Germany. the first stages of capitalist
development in Russia, the Anglo-Boer war. the Boxer war, a
«eries of local colonial wars, the Russo-Japanese wur, the Rus-
<1n revolution of 1905, the revolutionary movements in Turkey.
l¢rsia, and China, the Tripoli war, the Balkan wars which
wreshadowed the world war - such is the hisioric background
spon which the 11 International emerged anid developed.

The gigantic and rapid ascendancy ol the Gerniin Social-
Democracy, and the vicissitudes of the lirst Russian revolation,
inese two facts have put their indelible seal upou the whole
period of the II. International.

The gradual growth of opportunism in the German Social-
Democracy served both as a symptom zad as a facter of the
gradual opportunistic degeneration ol the Il. International. The
irs: Russian revolution, although it proved aborlive, never-
tieless laid the beginning to a profound dillerentiation within
e Il International. having paved ihe way lor the formuition
of a revolutionary wing within the II. International, for a split
i e 1L Internaiional, and therefore, 10 a certain extent, for
the formation ot the Communist lnternational.

The tenm year period of 1903 -1914 may be cunditionally
pai down as the “inception period™ of the Comintern. Already
ihe first Russian revolution in itsell had unquestionablv planted
‘he sced of a genuine proletarian, militant International. The
defeai of the hrst Russian 1evolution, and the consequent
ariumph of the world reaction, prevented ihis seed from rapidly
ihriving. nevertheless it was not losi, and it sprouted sonte ten
vears afterwards,

The vear 1905 in Russia; the revolutionary evenis in Chiny,
Turkey, and Persia, connected in iheir turn quite closely with
he events of 1005 in Russia; the local imperialist wars which
onstitited the prelude 10 the first nuperialist world war; the
world war itself with all its vicissitudes, notably the infensifi-
cation of the national question. and the first spasmodic at-
lempts of the colonial and semi-colomial countries o rise
against their oppressors; the victory of the bourgeois revolu-
tion in Russia in February 1917 and ihe triumph of the great
proletarian revolution in Russia in October of the same year;
tha overthrow of the monarchy in Germany and Austro-Hun-
gary. which was accompanied by the lirst big insurgent move-
menis of the proletariat nearly in all parts of Europe; the re-
vlutionary events in Finland. in Hungary, in Turkey, and in
the Balkans; the civil war during the progress of the proleta-
rian revolution in Russia; the blockade of this prolearian re-
volution by European imperialism, and the successiul struggle
o the Russian workers against this blochade; the introduction
of N.E.P. in Russia, and the big successes of socialisi con-
struction in the U. S. S. R. upon the basis of N. E. P.; the revo-
lutionary events in Germany in 1910, 1021 and 1923; the General
Srike in England; the gigantic revolutinary upheaval in China
snd the intervention of world imperialism with fire and sword
:gainst the Chinese revolution -— these were the chief events
wiich paved the way for the formation of the Cominiern and
which gave the comtents of its work during the tirst decade.

The Communist International is the Inlernational Working-
men's Association of the epoch of imperialist wars and pro-
ktarian revolutions. This International Workingmen’s Associa-
tion stands fully and entirely upon the grounds of the teachings
o Marx and Lenin from the very first day ol its existence.
The Communist International was born in the fire of the in-
perialist world war and ol the iriumph of the peoletarian
revolution in Russia.

Imperialism became fully shaped towards the Dbeginning
of the current centurv. It will be considered in world history
hat the last stage of capitalism begins precisely with this
period. This has also been the date of the beginning of the
epoch of imperialist wars and ol the rapid maturity of prole-
tarian revoluiions. Shortly before the outbreak of the world
war in 1914 it had been declared to the world by the recog-

nised leaders of the 1l. International that the proletariat would
reply to imperialist war by proletarian revolution. In a famous
speech by August Bebel during the conflict in Morocco it was
said:

“Behind the great world war stands the great world
revolution. The twilight of the gods of the bourgeois system
is approaching... one already perceives the knell of doom
over the political and social order of the bourgeoisie.”

And Otto Bauer wrote literally as follows in his “National
Question” in 1908:

“No doubt, the future imperialist war will entail the
revolutionary cataclysm. The world catastrophe of imperia-
lism has certainly introduced the beginning of the world
Sociali:zt revolution.”

Otto Bauer was not mistaken. The imperialist world war
did introduce the beginning of the worid socialist revolution.
Yet Otto Bauer himself, and nearly all the other leaders of the
11, International, when this historic hour struck, were not
found in the camp of the revolution, but in the camp of the
counter-revolution. These leaders had promised -— and solemnly
pledged themselves once again in the famous Basle Manifesto
— that the II. Imternational would place itself at the head of
the revolution caused by the war. Bui since this did not
happen, since the H. International turned out a miserable bank-
rupt, history was bound to raise anoiher world organisation
which would take upon itself to carry out the inevitable. This
organisation was the Comintern.

I'he hegemony of the interpational labour movement which
had originally belonged to England, and had subsequently gone
over 1o France, was unquestionably in the hands of Germany.
i. e. of the German Social-Democracy. during the epoch of tie
II. International. With the triumph of the Russian 1evoluton
and the formation of the Comintern the hegemony oi the inter-
national labour movement went over to Russia — *“of course.
only for a short period” (Lenin). When the proletarian revo-
lution will win in the leading couniries of the world, Russia
will bectoine a “backward Soviet country” among a number
ot other, more developed Sovier countries.

In March 1919 the Comintern was formed. A few months
afier that historic event, one of its most remarkable and in-
spired speakers (at the Congress of Communist organisations
of the peoples of the Fast). Lenin said:

“Needless to say. the linal victory can be won only
by the proletariat ol all ihe advanced countries tofgether,
and we. the Russians, are stariing the work which will be
consolidated later on by the German, French, or Englisa
proletariat; nevertheless we see thai they will not be vic-
torious without the help oi the toiling masses c¢i the op-
pressed colonial peoples, and in the first puce, of the
peoples of the East. We should pe aware of the fact that
a single vanguard cannot accomplish the transition to
Conununisn.” (Lenin’s Works, vol. XVI, p. 30.)

“It becomes quite clear — said Lenin in the same
speech — that the Socialist revolution, which is apprea-
ching throughout the world, will under no circumstances
be limited o the victory of the piolefariat in each country
over its respective bourgeoisie. The Socialist revolution will
not be only and chieily the struggle of ihe revolutionary
nroletariat against the bourgeoisie in each couniry; no.
it will be the struggle of all the cuionies and countries
oppressed by imperialism. of all the dependent countries
against international imperialism.” (Ibid. p. 1333.)

Turning to the sdvanced prole:arians of Furope and Amw-
rica, and at the same time to the humdreds of millions of the
oppressed peoples of the last, Lenin iold them already in
1019, amid the circumstances of the rapid victories of revolu-
tion, ihat the world revolution. “judging by the starl, would
continue for manv vears and would cost a great deal of labour™
The Comintern celebrates today the first decade of ils exi-
stence, having bchind it a series of glorious victories, and also
a series of severe deleats.

The triumph of the Socialist revolution in Russia and the
formation of the Commums( International are insolubly con-
nected with each other. The new era wiil be counted by muan-

PP
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kind from these world-historic events. The Comintera was born
of war and revolution and it is one of its aims to prevent new
imperialist wars with the help ol new victorious proletarian
revolutions. .

“The emancipation of labour, being not a local nor a
national, but a social problem, affects the interests of all
countries in which the modern system of society prevails,
and its solution requires the theoretical and practical col-
laboration of the more progressive countries”,

thus wrote Marx in the Statutes of ihe I. International.

— The Comintern, founded in March 1919 in the capital
city of the Russian Socialist Federal Soviet Republics, in the
city of Moscow, solemnly declared before the whole world that
it takes upon itself to conﬁ{me and accomplish the great cause
which had been started by the first International Workingihien’s
Association.

— The Comintern sets {o itself the aim: to struggle with
all means, even to take up arms, for the overthrow of the inter-
national bourgeoisie and the creation of an international Soviet
lsiepublic. as the transition stage to the total abolition of the

tate.

— The Communist lInternational considers the proletarian
dictatorship to be the only means which affords the possibility
to emancipate the human race from the horrors of capitalism,
and the Communist International considers Soviet rule as the
historically given form of this proletarian dictatorship.

These OFroud words, inspired by Lenin and pronounced
on behali of the Comintern by its II. World Congress (see first
Comintern Statutes) will be carried into efiect in spite of
everything.

Some Experiences of the Armed
Class Struggle.
+ < By L. A,

During the ten years’ existence of the Comintern the class
struggle has assumed in the various countries its sharpest form,
that of armed insurrection. We wish merely to recall a few of
the most important episodes of these struggles: insurrections
and Soviet Republics in Munich and Hungary, 1919, occupation
of enterprises and estates in North Italy, 1920, Ruhr struggles,
1920, (Kapp-Putsch), March struggles in Central Germany, 1921,
insurrection in Hamburg and Bulgaria, 1923, insurrection in
Reval, 1924, July-struggles in Vienna, 1927, struggles in China,
162728, (Shanghai, Canton).

Shortly before the formal establishment of the Comintern,
mighty armed class struggles took place, such as the big vic-
torious October insurrection in Russia, 1917, the civil war in
Finland, 1918, the mutiny in the army and the transiormation
of the imperialist war inio a civil war in Germany and Austria,
1018, the January-struggles, 1919, in Berlin. The leaders of
Social-Democracy ~ “repudiate” the armed class struggle. They
are advocates of armed insurrection only in the countries of
proletarian dictatorship (see Kautsky: “The International and
Soviet Russia”), whereas in the capitalist countries they are for
brutal suppression of the revolutionar{ mass movements (Ebert,
Scheidemann, Noske). Sometimes the Left Social-Democrats pay
cven lip service to the proletarian revolution. But when it
reallv comes to the struggle, and especially when the struggle
ends in defeat for the struggling masses, they declare “that one
should not have taken up arms”. An eloquent example of this
was given in the July days, 1927, when the Austrian Left Social-
Demcerats who were certainly very “red” shortly belore the
struggle, condemned already in July, 1927, the demclition of the

Hivh Court of Justice by the excited masses as a dastardly action.,

and hastened 1o dissociate themselves from the “incendiaries”.

Clasa-conscious proletarians, Conununists, take up a diffe-
rent attitude to armed class struggles, They cannot simply
“repudiate’ such strugyles, because they are unavoidable historic
phenomena which cannot be ordained or forbidden at will. They
canno; deser: the oppressed masses who are fighting for their
rights a: such a critical moment (in contradistinc.ion to the
social-democratic leaders who in such cases do not want to
desert their own bourgeoisie). They cannot dissociate them-

selves from such struggles because this would mean cowardly
betrayal of the cause of the international proletariat. They
declare themselves for these struggles regardless of whether they
end in victory or defeat, even if serious errors were committed
in their leadership. They look upon the positive as well as_the
negative experiences of these struggles as a source from wihch
lessons can be drawn for the future inevitable struggles.

This was exactly the aftitudes of Marx and Engels to armed
revolutionary struggles. They were not only enthusiastic be-
lievers in such struggles, they also thoroughly investigated the
experience of these struggles. (See “Civil War in France”, “The
18th Brumaire”, “‘Revolution and Counter-Revolution in Ger-
many”). At the same time, they dic not neglect careful study
of the practical questions of the carrying out of an armed
insurrection. Theirs is the expression-‘“art of insurrection”.
They elaborated the fundamental rules of this art, atedly
quoted by Lenin. (See “Revolution and Counter-Revolution™).

The doctrine of Marx and Engels on armed insurrection
was further developed by Lenin, who” was not only a great
theorist of armed insurrection but also the leader and organiser
of the great October insurrection. It is characteristic of Lenin's
genius that he did not give his mind only to “high” political
and strategical problems, to the “universal line” of the insur-
rection, but took a great interest in the smallest technical details
of the preparation and carrging out of the insurrection and was
a greater adept at this ‘than anyone else. We merely draw
attention to an instruction elaborated by him in October 1905
“on the tasks of the groups of the revolutionary army” in which
he goes into the tasks, the equipment, the training etc. of the
revolutionary "%rou s of three” and “groups of five”, and also
to the article “The Moscow Insurrection” in which he explains,
among other matters, in great detail the methods of struggle for
the army.

Lenin’s numerous articles on this question are a reliable
key to a proper understanding of the experiences of armed class
siruggles, but they cannot take the place of a careful study of
these experiences themselves. It is a regrettable fact that so little
is done by the Communist Parlies for the investigation of the
wealth of civil war experiences in the last decade. On the other
hand, these experiences are busily studied in the camp of the
bourgeoisie ani utilised for its civil war preparations. There
exists an extensive literature, especially in Germany, on struggle
against “internal unrest”. Everywhere detailed regulations are
being worked out for the event of “iniernal unrest’. We would
like to mention here only the famous plan “Z”, the plan of the
French General Staff for the suppression of an eventual insur-
rection of the PParis population.

Although plan “Z” is already “obsolete” as a sensation.
it is still very much alive because it hangs continually like a
sword over the heads of the French workers. Moreover, it is
not a purely French phenomenon, but a typical example of the
civil war plans of the bourgeoisie throughout the world. There-
fore there is every reason to make a careful study of plan “Z".

To put it briefly, this plan “Z” is: that in case of serious
unrest in Paris when it seems hopeless to nip the rebellion in
the bud, the government troops be for the time being withdrawn
from Paris and concentrated in Versailles together with the
reinforcements drawn from the various provincial garrisons,
in order to reconquer Paris with the concentrated forces.

Thus, the French General Staff wants {o repeat today the
factic applied by Monsieur Thiers in the slaughtering of the
PParis Commune, That a similar plan exists for the ‘‘defence

“of Berlin” was admitted in 1026, at the arrest of several leading

German fascists (Col. Luck and others). According to this plan
the Reichswehr and the fascist leagues were to be removed
from insurgent Berlin, to be concentrated in Potsdam for the
purpose of reconquering Berlin from outside.

What is the meaning of the tactic that in a civil war the
counter-revolutionaries are prepared to abandon towns and
even whole regions to the insurgents? This is due to the fact
that the reaction is, above all, afraid of direct contact between
its soldiers and the insurgent masses. To quote the German
General Lofiler who has written a pamphlet on the experiences
of the Reichswehr in the Ruhr struggle of 1920, “under the
pressure of the growing excitement of a hostile working class
population. hundreds of thousands strong. the troops sink as
into a morass”.



No. 9

International Press Corresponderce

157

Thus, this tactic is dictated, first and foremost, by
concern for the reliability of the soldiers, by fear that the revo-
lutionary “infection” will spread to the canmon fodder at the
disposal of the counter-revolution. Within the framework of big
concentrated forces, in a war with proper fronts against the
strongholds of rebellion, it is easiest to isolate the soldiers
from the revolutionary masses.

. Suppression of an insurrection of Paris workers provided
jor in plan “Z”, certainly explains the efforts of the French
bourgeotsie to create a thorouﬁhly reliable army (with the help
of Paul Boncour and Co.). An army composed of patriotic,
declassed and utterly unconscious (coloured) elements is to de-
fend France against the “internal enemy”.

The cases of fraternisation which took place this January
between the French soldiers and the miners in Grand Combe
show that the French bourgeoisie needs very much a reliable
ann{; The government was compelled to substitute the conscrip-
ted lorces who proved themselves unreliable by coloured troops.

The efforts of the bourgeoisie to create mercenary cadres
on whom it can rely, not only in the ocase of proletarian insur-
rections, but also in the labour struggles, as blind tools against
the working population, are an international phenomenon. This
phenomenon can be very dangerous to the proletariat if it shows
itself incapable of enlightening the prolessional soldiers, inclu-
ding the coloured troops, by suitable methods, and of shaking
their confidence in the bourgeoisie.

~ The highest tactical principle of the counter-revolutionary
side consists in not letting their forces be defeated singly, but
to concentrate them, to form regular fronts against the insur-
gents, to liquidate one by one the various hotbeds of rebellion.
Having “restored order” in one rebel centre, it will be possible
to proceed against another with concentrated iorces. This tactic
is, no doubt, the most favcunable to the bourgeoisie; it is bound
to lead to the suppression of the insurrection if the insurgents
do not succeed in preventing the concentration of the counter-
revolutionary forces, in disorganising them already before their
concentration, in neutralising them or drawing them to the side

o fhe revolution, in disuniting and defeating the already con-.

centrated troops. But this presupposes maxiimum activity on the
part oi the insurgents, from the beginning. They are lost if
they do not assume a relentless offensive, “The defensive is
‘he death of every armed uprising” (Marx).

It is said in plan “Z” that armed forces are to be drawn
from the provincial garrisons to suppress an insurrection In
I'zris. Certainly, # the insurrection feared by the bourgeoisie is
to become a repetition of the Paris Commune in the sense
that it will be limited to the capital, that it will be impossible
to extend the insurrection to the provinces, the insurrecion in
Paris will be a failure if the counter-revolution were really
successful in employing also the provincial garriscns for the
suppression of the insurrection. But if the insurrection takes
place simultaneously in various parts of the country and if the
insurgents. first and foremost in the provinces, succeed in getting
the best of the armed forces of the counter-revolution in their
own regions and then immediately make an energetic attack on
other counter-revolutionary troops, the issue of the struggle
«ill be different.

Such a simultaneous insurrection everywhere, when there
will be no “Vendees where the counter-revolutionary forces can
be concentrated undisturbed, can certainly only be vizualised
under the leadership of a revolutionary Party, well established
smong the masses not only in industrial districts but also in
the countryside and among the rank and file of the army. and
only if this Party has acquired the art of controlling the in-
surrection.

This is the most important lesson of
druggles of the past decade.

the armed class

IN THE CAMP OF SOCIAL DEMOCRACY

Two Meetings of the
II. International in London.

By P. Friedldnder (Berlin).

Two Conference of the II. International have been held in
London: On 8th and 9th of February there was a “Four Coun-
tries’ Socialist Conference”, and on 11th and 12th February a
session of the Executive of the II. Internationa). )

The Four Countries Conference was a gathering of govern-
ment ‘socialists. MacDonald took the chair. The Conference was

articipated in by leaders of the English, French, German, and

elgian socialist parties. It resembled in character one of the
customary ministerial conferences of these countries. A veil
of secret diplomacy was spread over it. No report was issued
on the debates, but merely an empty communiqué, According to
this, *the problems of reparations and of the inter-allied debts,
as also the question of the evacuation of the Rhine country” have
been “examined”, and the result of this examination is stated
(precisely in the manner of the ministerial communiqué) to be
that the social democratic statesmen “have unanimously agreed
on the attitude to be adopted in the present circumstances”, At
the same time attention is drawn to the “general principles” laid
down at former Four Countries’ Conferences. and also at the
last, which was held in Luxemburg. This last reference is clear
enough. For, as subsequently became known, at the Four Coun-
tries’ Conference held at Luxemburg the socialists, including
the Germans, agreed on a decision in which the question of
the evacuation of the Rhine country was bound up with finan-
cial payments in return on the part of Germany. They have there-
fore proved themselves to be the auxiliary troops of the im-
perialists. The practical policy pursued by the socialist leaders
n the different countries, where they have stuck to their
bourgeoisie, through thick -and thin, has only served to em-
phasise this. The actual meaning of the London Conference is.
therefore. solely that the social imperialists mutually leave one
another a free hand to support the imperialist policy of their
bourgeoisie, and thereby secure first of all the welding together
of the war bloc against the Soviet Union.

The Four Countries’ Conference was followed by the session
of the Executive of the Il. International. Its object was to fur-
nish suitable accempanying music to the policy of the im-
perialist powers in the present period. A recent fresh appeal 1o
the League of Nations aided them in this purpose. To the ex-
prime minister MacDonald even this slight attempt at cloaking
the imperialist policy of the Il. International, customary as it
is on the occasicn of Executive meetings, appeared superfluous.
Hence he demonstra‘ively absented himself, although it too took
place in London.

The question of disarmament was dealt with by the Dutch
representative Albarda (in order to save the allies of the im-
perialist great powers from embarrassment the report is deli-
vered by a Dutchman!) and a — telegram to the Secretariat of
the Leazue ol Nations resolved upon, in which the expectation
is exrressed

“that the DPreparatory Disarmament Commission of :he

League of Nations will speedily bring its labours to a

successiul conclusion”.

In view of the obvious collapse of the efforts of the Dis-
armament Commission ard the postponement of its meeting,
as stivmatised in the eyes of the whole world by Comrade Lit-
vinov in a letter to the president of the Disarmament Com-
mission. Loudon. at the time of the Lugano Conierence. this
expectation on the part of the herces ol the Il Intcrnational
bears the stamp of absurdity on the face of it, and is charac-
teristic of the mendacity of their policg' in the struggle against
imperialism. In order to do something turther, a “prozranune of
action” was also decided upon. This included, among other
things. an appeal to the socialist parties, likewise to send the
above tfelegram to the Disarmament Commission., Further. the
“drawing up of a joint plan of action in lavour of disarmament.
in touch with the Trade Union International”. These cloaking
over “plans” and *“actions” of the . International are ouly too
familiar to us. Up 1o the present they have not prevented the
Paul Boncours of all countries from acting as pacemakers of
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armament and war preparations, and as promoters by every
available means of the preparations for an intervention against
the Soviet Union. It is further characteristic that the resolution
on the disarmament question does not contain the slightest re-
reference to the proposals made by the Soviet Union at Geneva,
although even numerous bourgeois pacifist organisations have
admitted these to be the only really serious disarmament pro-
posals which have been made. )

A similar demagogic but nevertheless exiremely transparent
manoeuvre was performed in the question of the rights of the
“national minorities”. Here again the speaker chosen was not
a representative of the socialist pariies of big imperialist coun-
tries in which the national minorities are held in subjugation,
but the representative of Austria, Otto Bauer. The resolution
which was passed ol course carefully avoided any demand for
full rights of seli-determination for*the national minggities, All
that it demiands is “prciection under imiernational law” fos the
national minorities, including thereby” democratic autonomy for
national minonities settling in definite regions”. This is a very
elastic conception. The oppression of the national minorities is
not combated by this, but masked. It is only a few days ago
that the French socialists declared in the Chamber that the po-
pulation of Alsace-Lorraine is already enjoying demccratic ad-
ministration, and were as indignant as the bourgeois parties
at the demand for autonomy for Alsace. Therefore the reso-
lution passed by the Executive of the International is equally
careful to avoid any reference to Alsace-Lorraine, or to the na-
tional minorities held in thrall by Great Britain, and contents
itself by referring to Italy. For the rest, it looks once more to
the League of Nations for salvation, and desires this to form
a special permanent organ for the “investigation of the, grie-
vances of the national minorities”. How illusory and insincere
this demand is has been demonstrated once more at the last
meeting of the League of Nations at Lugano, where even a
Stresemann, was obliged to admit the bankruptcy of the League
of Nations in the question of the national minorities.

Finally, the meeting of the Executive of the II. International
did not fail, in a document in support of the political prisoners,
to agitate once again against the Soviet Union, and to grind
out anew the old tirades about the political pnisoners banished
iu Siberia and Central Asia. Whilst thousands and ‘thousa}nds of
proletarian prisoners are perishing in the penal institutions of
the bcurgecisie (these of course being ‘“only” communists), the
II. International directs its cross fire against the Workers’ and
Peasants’ State, struggling in self-defence against counter-revo-
lution from within and the attacks of the imperialists from
withcut, To the bourgeoisie, in the present period of its in-
creased war preparations, this attitude on the part of the so-
cialist leaders is extremely welcome. These latest meetings of
the 1I. Infernational have furnished further proof that the bour-
geoisie will not be disappomted in the hopes which it sets on
the social imperialists.

OBITUARY

' Josef Skrypa. !

Joset Skrypa, a leading member of the Communist Party of
West Ukraire and communist deputy in the Polish Seym, died
on 12th February in Prague, after an operation, at the age of
scarcely 35, Comrade Skrypa's activity in the Seym, and his
courageous conduct at meetings, where he ruthlessly exposed
the criminal policy of the Fascist government and its reformist
lackeys. made him well known among the working masses.

Comrade Skrypa came over to the Communist Party from
the ranks of the national emancipation movement of the Ukrai-
nian masses. As elementary school teacher in the Chelm district
he won the confidence of the small and middle peasants, who
in West Ukraine have to bear the double yoke of social and
of national oppression.

In 1922 the bloc of the National Minorities, after recording
great victories in Volhynia, put up Comrade Skrypa as can-
didate for the Polish Seym, to which he was then clected.

Working on a broader basis, Comrade Skrvpa came to the
conclusion that the mnational emancipation of the Ukrainian
masses is closely bound up with social emancipation, and can
only be realised by revolutionary struggle in collaboration with
the proletariat of the whole of Poland.

At the beginning of 1924 Comrade Skrypa and three other
Ukrainian deputies resigned from the Ukrainian Club and
founded the Deputies’ Club of the Ukrainian Social Democratic
Party (U. S. D. P.), consisting of extremely revolutionary ele-
ments. But the Polish governmen: scented danger and dis-
banded this club. A large number of its members and their
four deputies went over to the Communist Party of West
Ukraine at this time. They realised that it is only under the
red banner of the Communist Party that a real struggle is
possible against capitalism, against the occupation of West
Ukrai()%e by the Polish bourgeoisie.

M 7th November, 24, the deputies of the U. S. D. P.
joined with the communist Jeputies Lanzutsky and Kroliv-
kovski to form a communist fraction in the Polish Seym, and
this fraction speedilv gained ihe confidence and adherence of
the working masses of Poland. This was due to a great extent
to Comrade Skrypa, whose self-sacrificing and unwearying ac-
tivities everywhere, in the Seym, in the workers’ meetings, and
at other public demonstrations, brought him into the fore-
ground,

In spite of great suffering he worked on untiringly, and
often went straight from bed fo a meeting or demonstration.
When the former Seym was closed, Comrade Skrypa was
obliged to leave the country. It was not given him to see the
beloved scene of his revolutionary labours again, although he
was elected to the new Seym a few weeks before his death.
in place of Comrade Sochacki.

The death of Comrade Skrypa creates a painful gap in the
ranks of the Communist Party of Poland, in the Comnunist
Party of West Ukraine, and in the Communist International.

J. B. Askew.

By the death of Comrade ]J. B. Askew, which took place
recently, the revolutionary labour movement loses an old
champion,

Comrade Askew came from a well-to-do British bourgeois
family. The study of social sciences, above all of the theory
of Marx and Engels, made him a socialist in his early years
and caused him to join the most Leit wing organisation of
British socialism existing at that time. He had a thorough
knowledge of historical materialism, which he endeavoured to
popularise in a great number of articles and writings.

In the years before the war Comrade Askew lived for a
long time in Germany, where he made a thorough investigation
of the social democratic and trade union movement and wrole
numereous articles and contributions for the socialist Press of
Great Britain. As he had friendly relations with Rosa Luxem-
burg, julian Marchlevsky and other Polish comrades. he aiso
wrote a good deal for the social democratic organs of Poland
and Lithuania. On the other hand he published reports in
some Left organs of German social democracy on social coun-
ditions in Great Britain and the activity of the British socialist

rties and trade unions. He also translated a number of
rxist articles and pamphlets from German into English.

Driven out of Germany by the outbreak of the world war.
he conducted revolutionary propaganda in Great Britain, which
resulted in his being arrested and later interned in a con-
centration camp.

He joined the Communist Party of Great Britain with great
enthusiasm when it was founded. He went to the Soviet Union
to be present at the ten years’ celebration of the October revo-
lution as the guest of the Society of Old Bolsheviki,

A true and reliable, eager and thorough-going prol\h‘ler
of the revolutionary movement of the world proletariat has ben
removed from the ranks of the Communist International by 2
death of Comrade J. B. Askew. ' ‘,‘
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