_The Congress denounceg
African Government, “'hi(:h"j @
of General Smufs when in npt
fessed a liberal, pacifis( chgpy.y 0P8
in reality it does not ‘h“‘sitaté}('ter’ W
in order to suppress the Worki my
movement. King

tion will be cab-
vith this in view:
¢ Presidium pro-
ution without dis-

-
5 AL

i, BULLETIN
OF THE 1V GONGRESS OF THE COMMUNIST INTERNA
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resolution is carried unan- The Fourth Congress Sends fup. AL
¢ greetings to the South Alricap teppa /
4 et e i .
jn.On The Executions notglv I 1IgNG, but ™ fhat o VU
?,“Sgél tﬁh,\fr TR contrary they will learn hoy tgm,(gron, Ne 21. Moscow. December 2nd, 19:
o native workers t00 into the staw th
Pourth Congress of the Communist against South African Capitalisnfu
ational has received the news that thereby ensure common angq fina] vio

ry. In this struggle the South
workers may rely upon the help
Communist International, which
upon them asone of its outposts,

uth African Government of General
‘has executed four workers for ha-
‘defended themselves during the mine
kers’ strike against the vielence of
overnment of Lackeys in the service
‘and diamond mining capital.

The session closed at 4,10 P, M

mrade Sullivan in his speech at the,
um on November 12th (see Bulletin
English edition, page 3), made a
ngly worded attack againts the organ
the Workers Party—“The Worker’—
Juoting a passage of an article in that
and took upon himself to present
article in question to the American
mmission. After reading the article,
Jommission declares that the passage
Juestion, taken in conjunction with the

context,hasquite an opposite meaningtothat |
attached to it by Coinrade Sullivan, The
Commission furthermore most emphaticaﬂg :
condemns the manner in which an oroan.
which has rendered the greatest servies
in the spreading of Communist ideas

America — has been treated by Comtade
Sullivan.,

Kolaroif: I declare the session open.
The order of the dayis Agrarian question.
@omrade Varga has the floor.
Varg e: Hungary—The Agrarian que-
jon ‘was  thoroughly discussed at the
econd Congress of the Communist Inter-
national. We adopted theses which even
now form the basis of our work., The
program of action proposed by the agra-
tian Commission is not a change from
these theses, but are complementary to
them. These additions are made neces-
Sary by the historical changes which
have taken place in the last two years.
At the Second Congress we were all
¢ “vinced that the revolution would rap-
ldly spread Westward. It was the peri-
9 of the victorious advance of the Rus-
, - _ﬂll&n army in' Poland, of the spread of
Fae T ‘ : ¢ Communist movement in all Burope;
; evolur'i‘der the impression of an imminent
: ec(m‘hloﬂ, the theses formulated by the
Congress were prepared especially
4 immediate conquest of power. To-
2 We see that the time for the con-
Power in the European countries
SV near as we thought, and we are
onted with the necessity of recrui-
16 masses into our ranks and enlarg-
darmies of the Communist Party.
idea is the basis of the United
0d of the present program of

The American commission®

) i § X
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agrarian action. To secure the suceess of
our movement, to set up the dictatorship
of the proletariat, we must gain the
active help of the large masses of the
peasant population and neutralise ano-
ther section of it.  We must realise that
we were not the only ones who have
learned from the Russian revolufion, —
the bourgeoisie has also learned much.
The Russian dictatorship has shown the
bourgeoisie the magnitude of the danger
which menaces it. [t no longer believe
that the dictatorship of the proletariat
is a passing phase, and it guards again
this. There is no longer any possﬁ)ﬂi
of the overthrow of the bourgeoisie
a small revolutionary group. e
It our goal, then, is to win over
cerfain section of the peasantcy an
neutralise another, the first thing
have to do is to determine the meti
of our work. This method can be
other than toparticipate in thes
of that section of the peasantry.
winning over of these groups can
accomplished by the mere dr

a program. In general, t
strust the Communist Pa
sufficient to draw up a
1;* bs
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y participating in
struggle. For that purpose it
Cprimarily to win over the
proletariat, the poor peasantry,
such peasants as do not posses
at land to provide them with a
“but are partly dependent on wage
. The second group to win over, Is
poorer section of the small peasantry.
win them over, it is first necessary
emove them from the Jntellect}u}l
rship of the large land owners. 1 his
s a very hard taskin Burope; the BEuro-
pean peasantry is not such a large loose
;;mss as the Russian pensa.ptry be;fo_re the
revolution, They are organised politically,
onomically and co-operatively, and the
Jarge land-owners have the leadership o{:‘
these organisations. It must be our w ork
to connect up the interests of the poor
peasantry with ours and remove  them
g‘om the influence of the large land-
owners. This task is exceedingly diffi-
cult. These difficulties arise primarily
from the nature of the European Com-
‘munists Parties.
~ Most of these parties lack sufficient
strength to carry out such a campaign.
Many parties are not even strongenough
to influence the industrial proletariat.
They have not sufficient men to carry
on the propaganda among the peasant
population, and as result we have the
situation that the Communist Party is
altogether cut off from the peasantry.
- I will give you an example. I asked
the following questions of the comrades
representing the Rumanian Delegation in
the Agrarian Commission:
What were the political consequences
of the division of Iand among the Ruma-
n peasants?
- He had to answer that he did not
know. I do not wish thereby to cast any
eproach upon the Rumanian Party. We
know under what difficult condifions it
‘had to work during recent times.
wish to point out that in many
ies the Communist Party is not
iently strong to carry on any inten-
pganda in the agrarian districts.
on of this difficulty is not that
give up all agitation in the
istricts, but rather that we
, agitators, Party workers
he peasant population, from

the agrarian proletariat, o
them in charge of this wopl.
This work of pnrtici[mting in
struggles of the various go
agrarian  workers also
objective difficulties. The

) the g
Cliong iy
pl‘(‘sonts h@

Sreatest of %’Peat

a large wharl of a machine shop.
pite apparent that this would he
seause it would destro
snjous because 1 SUroy pro-
cul agriculture on the other hand.

ion. In . )
ctio ans of production, the land,

iof me
e cli)lf divided up wlthout any notice-

is Lhc' vagueness g‘»i the clagg divis-es“'-ﬂwy diminution of production.” Landed
of this section of the Populatigy, long £ ghle can be diminished or increased
sees clearly ﬂl{\t this man jg an '{donﬁ 2 eswtelse or purchase and may be divided
rial worker, this one an artisan, {p; s by %a iegitC)’- This easy division of the

a manufacturer. and the Dassage o,
clask Yo .anothe_l‘ is rare and diffioy)
this period of the disruption

¢ | me
1 E kin

U ans of production is the cause of the
division of classes among the pea-

lism, it oi.ten happens that ap mduastrt-a" sa%ggt'her great difficulty lies in the
worker will conduct a small Specu]atil:l | gifferent conditions prevailing in the
business as on adjunct to hig Ol‘dinar% ld]riéus districts in various contries.
work, that he manufactures cerm3 'whﬂe the problems of the industrial
things at home, but in general, the: g wletariat, the conditions on which it

sion is clear and sharp.
This is quite different among the agn
rian population. The change from gy absy

lute landless and propertyless aguariy b

proletarian to a poor peasant, then {g
small peasant, then to a middle Deasarg
and to a rich peasant is frequent, Thep
is a constant passage from one classipy
the other. Neither is this class positig
a constant one. ¥or instance, by a chang
of methods of land cultivation, the sml
peasant may become an employer; onthe
other hand outside circumstances me
force him for a time to become a wag
worker. So we see that the division d
classes is neither constant nor clear.

I would like also to point out lfe
quantitative  difference  which exiss
between industry ( !
respect to the size of the I'mddle.cla&
In the cities, we can practically igur
the ossilating mass of the petty bourgeﬂlf;
the petty shop-keepers, the petty }naﬂon
facturers etc. In certain countnes,.at
the other hand, tha agrarian proleta!

and agriculture inf

.

'Fives are very much thesamein all coun-
fries. Agriculture presents profound dit-
forences. We may distinguish three main
fypes. First, the colonial country with an

:oppressed native peasantry. I am refer-
ring to Bgypt and India where the situa-
fion is as follows: The peasant is oppres-
ged by the foreign exploiters who main-

ain the closest connection with the feu-

' dal landowners of that territory, with the

glism. In those districts the struggle
_h’ainst im}ierialism is at the same time,
the struggle of the oppressed peasant
@nst his own feudal Joli“d; and th%3 strug-
- gle for national liberation isalso a strug-
gle for the liberation of the peasantry
- rom. their old social bondage.

A second type is formed by the coun-
Iies where considerable relics of feudal-
A,;Slq still exist, where the bourgeois revo-
'Tliltmn has. not yet accomplished its work.
o6 relics of feudalism still exist in
'e;srtmrany’ and they increase as we go
b Ward to Poland, to the Balkans, to
mania, to Asia Minor.

ﬁeat princes, the allies of British imper-

is very small, and the small an
peasantry constitutes _the great
of the population. This forces us
this rural middh; clas]s grenﬂ;er a
than we do to the urban :

I would like to say a few ‘:;‘:ds«
the economic cause of this Vi}r%m =
sion of classes in agriculture. i
of it is that the most nnpor)EﬁIG a
of production of agriculturga,.de i
casily divisible. It can be divl Loducti
producing a noticeable dechn@m}e) i
The industrial worker qOuld Han olect
of dividing up a railroad,

maljm'ﬂ.v
to git
ttenti

ddle das Bk

pitallli:tthlrd type is found in purely ca-
agricultcouqtmes as in America, where
At Ure is a branch of capitalist pro-

ol as also in the British colonies
ot ?if]lada and Australia and in England
; .Ilstler-e the relation is the same as
Slavig s}II’Y- exploiters and exploited. Jugo-
Sion o+ 'S oXceptionally well the con-

e conditions prevailing in agri-
n»iln the newly acquired sections
épragt'and Herzegovina, the peasants
ation tlcallg( In a state of serfdom in
: 0 their old Turkish feudal lords;

=
=
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_ purely democratic lanc
of peasants; and the ngrw]y acqu?r?(legl 1:30‘%
f:lll:nlls(‘f)f ]tlungary. i. e. South Hungary
and Croatia, we fj g d
ca:?]it.alist agricult:xr:«(: a fully developed
WIth modern equi mt;,nt, 80 that i i

small country wephave three differlenntt:)](l)ﬁ-;
]'l'tl(.’al and social types existing side by
side. This makes oup propaganda in the
country especially difficult, hecause our
slogans must he quite different in old
Serbia from those in Bosnia, or capitalist-
x‘dxllév developed Croatia and South Hun-
ta} J*

The second great difference ari i
the land problem. There are cglé;:%ri:eg
where the demand of the peasantry for
land is the chief point of interest, ‘while
in others the land problem plays absolu-
tely no role. For instance, in Poland and
In certain sections of Germany and Ital
the most important question” is that of
land, while in America or Canada this
problem does not exist bhecause there is
plenty of land. The same applies to France
where the population increases slowly;
one million and a half peasants fell in
the war, so that there is no acute shor-
tage of land at the present time. In Bul-
garia, where a shortage of land exists,
the absence of large land holdings makes
a demand for land absolutely purposeless.
As you see, here also the condifions are
exceedingly varied. The chief character-
istic of the poorer peasantry is the vague-
gueness and the instability of their class
position. This fact determines also their
political role: They ossilate from one side
to the other; this is a direct result of the
instability of their economic basis. At one
moment they feel nearer to the proleta-
riat, in times of prosperity they feel near-
er to the large* peasantry. They are a
varying element that must be energeti-
cally dealt with, with tactics varying with
ihe conditions of the moment.

In this connection, I must point to the
changes which have taken place in the

Serbia itself, is a

class situation and in the political views

of the peasant population as a result of
the war. Briefly it is as follows. During
the war, the division of the national
income was in favour of agriculture and
as a result, those classes of the peasantry
which formerly stood nearer to the pro
letariat now feel a community of inte
rests with the large peasantry. ‘

large land holdings

=]
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‘that a dividing line
lower down the social
2t the mass which we could win
“the world revolution has become
hat reduced as a result of the war.
he other hand, the war has sharpened

vision between those elements
sable to our propaganda and those
\ecessable. The peasantry grew rich
» the war because the price of food

ffs increased much more than of any
her product.
thge glasses of the peasantry who could
ng goods to the market. But those
o had to live partly as wage workers,
scame poor during the war and the
ontrast  increased somewhat, though
naturally not as rapidly and sharply as
“industry. ; ;
wish to add that the situation has
grown even worse during the last-one or
two years. I only need to recall the great
rarian crisis in America and in Argen-
tine as a result of which the. prices of
ndustrial products rose, and the peasant
no longer had the advantage of being
able to sell his food products dear and
buy his manufactured cheap goods. This
ew aggravation in the conditions of the
peasantry manifests itself in the growing
_indebtedness of the peasantry In the
_various countries.
~ QComrades, this instability of the posi-
‘tion of the bourgeois agrarian classes
“malkes it a matter of course that wherever
there exists ‘a real agrarian proletariat,
this proletariat must become the main
factor of the revolutionary movement.
The landless agrarian proletariat must
ecome our trusted and reliable comrades
all the phases of the class struggle
onducted by our Party. This comrades,
as been distinctly stated in our program.
vould like to point out thata wholly
omprehensible mistake, I might almost
a [lalsification has crept into the
translation of the theses. Para-
6. of the German text reads quite

.

is a most important factor for
olutionary movement«.

ome unexplainable reason, the
‘ “One of the most

the translation to
the German text

This brought wealth to .

is the only final and autyy,
How can \Ivoaapproacdl the g
letariats QrinobT believe iy, i os where the proletaria :
speech is necessary on thig mjz pa. 0 'couﬂgleﬁnpossmle wi‘ghout thetalé?c?\?o
can achieve this by SUPPORtjye  Theution ’Of these classes. T might say that
immediate demands as waga i P Orte exception of England there ig
proletarians, by supporting ghep, ISt * 10 “guropean  country where the
fight, for the increase of thejp y, & gl Sl'? >ship of the proletariat can main-
the betterment of their Working Cond‘P§ Iy fdig:ta 'Otself it the bourgeoisie, the rich
for the extension of social refy, W fail ;trv the middle and small peasant
Furthermore, we should unite ¢ S oy peasas g opposed to it. Thus, T consider
this fight, lead them, associate themm fy classge&r of the collaboration of the
the fights of the industrial plroletaﬁ“'lt the nts, the doubts about the possibility
order to prove to the agricultura] Wm,a 3 Zvolu’tionismg the wide peasant masses
class that the Communist Party i or political mistake just as great ag
real Party of the proletariat. thef 85 aneg]ect of the interests of the rural
believe that I need say any more, erkers_ The matter is quite clear, only
is all contained in the program, :,lvl(()i ~ural proletariat will give us reliable

I now pass to our work amgy o permanent fighting forces. But, as
semi-peasant classes, and I would [j, ¢ qoon as the revolutionary movement has
point to the dangers which e arelikﬁ' heen initiated, the widest possible sections
to meet in this work. The d | f the working rural population must be
from both left and right. 58 grawn into it. If this is not done, itwill
from the ljght is that in those COHHI[I'ié e jmpOSSibl(“ in many countries for the
where there is a numerous semi-peg@ workers to assume power, and in our
and small peasant population, our propd countries it will be impossible to maintain

ganda may become a purely peasanfpf the proletariat dictatorship without their
active support.

paganda with no difference in princpf

between the agitation of the Commygs We are now concerned with the que-
Party and that of a radical peasant puplistion of how to approach the various
I would like to point out two facisigepections of the peasantry. Our program
this connection. Iirst, in France, wheftof action deals with the dependence of
the method of agitation of commifthe peasantry on capitalism in its various
Renauld Jean presents a certain daggiorms. The dependence on loan and usurer
in this direction; the interests of ther@capital, the dependence on speculative
agricultural proletariat is likely fol§ aplltal which buys the produce of the
neglected for the sake of the semi-d ".?m“lpe_asants at low prices in order
small peasants. The same dapger i S S?I_lt at high prices to the town
in the report of the American Dele ~P0P}tl atlon,' tle (Iepen('lence on industrial
where the demand is made for amin ?z})lllal which throggn monopoly artifi-
price for agricultural products, 50-cal Ood)sr ’f}alsgs the prices of manufactured
staples to be fixed by the go\"‘”"l“ o 1e dependence on transport capital,
which is in direct opposition nob ont);_ o Ieasf) In the case of America for
the interests of the peasant Populall he Slfﬂ 0% of the met proceeds from
but also to those of the industrial PSR of (; 5 fl’eqll(;ntly absorbed by the
riat as consumers. These are the Qi & transport. Perhaps there are com-
io S present here who have read the

from the right. cUBREETeStin o 1o v ol by Noro / ;
On the other hand, I also st e e 0y Norris which contains
OWing information: In America the

ain G .

dangers from the left. Certain ilwa : . t
3 ar 0 €0 ) 3 AERE

seem to entertain an actual fear J Companies change their tariffs

er =

gt I Y week or every fortnio ;

: ian insistence SCEElt U5 very fortnight. If a poor
pdeasang}iy% a,onslectsﬁll:n true prolet& oog‘ér-“ho worked himself up from a
ea & J : al can D GE o lan to a small hop grower by dint

Titatiy.
(s
rarig), O

7

m%_ustm?' 1 h%nd ?gll*mtlzlﬁt’mrevmutioﬂ, e ?}g hard work, asks the manager how
a?h%v}? ﬁg i 'Od small peasant Sy, ﬁXs the tarilfs, he will get the reply:
e poorta.nl believe this (g ’Thlt a8 high as the traffic will
have no interest. greal il L us, they take everything beyond

big mistake, for there is &

—,

A e .
- of the opinion that our chief work
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must consist in supporting the v
<‘1€sm ands of the pessanlt) popuglation in th
ihruggle against capitalism. This also offe
& solution of the difficult problem o
}tmce. Of course, we must not say “Yes,
t}lle. peasants must receive high prices fo
fir produce,” but we must make
use of th i i e
4y € question of prices in
(t)}l1de~r todraw the peasantry info
o estruggle against capitalism.
€ must say: “Capitalism must be com-
}?elled to provide the peasantry with
cheap means of production, cheap mae-
hinery, artificial fertiliser etc., in order
to enable them to sell their produce at
low prices.” We must not say that we
want to fix a definite price, but that the
capitalists should provide the peasantry
With all manufactured goods which they
need for their production at low prices.
But, comrades, the chief factor of our
work must be our attitude on the land
question, for, land-hunger is the most
activefactor of all revolutionarymovements
in the rural districts. The question is put
quite clearly; should or should not the Com-
munist Party support the movement of the
poor peasantry for the acquistion of more
land within the capitalist system? Should
1t oppose this movement or should it
declare itself in favour of it? No evasion :
of this question is admissible. In most 4
countries this question is put so pointedly
that the Communist Party must say
either yes or no. And 1 say, comrades,
that the Communist Party must come
forward with a definite yes. The Com-
munist Party must give active support to
all the efforts of the working peasantry
to obtain more land. Our tactics must
consist in putting our revolutionary
solution of the agrarian question
against the bourgeois agrarian reforms
and direct the activity of these strata of
the population in our favour. The lan
poor peasants such as the small an
partial lease holders demand a reduet
in rent, The Communist Party can
put itself in opposition to this. It m
say that it is for it, but at the |
time it is obliged to tell the peasa
that this is not a solution of the prob
and that the only solution is th
priation, the revolutionary confiscal
the land which it is now leasin
poor peasants wantto purcha
and demand that the Stat
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a low 'pricé. The Com- simultaneously with ) nd, the confiseation of all Pa ;
Bohinot oy that it is culbu ral proletariat tahne Ry jon rl:duction o fﬁ;ty Wéf]{{)l;le’zérilgs ; ;(I;e mtgrest gf :ill
It must say that it is for poor peasants selzing th, LT nsthe froe transference of this land in their })rogmm, blfﬁ una{'yso ni?l f&f’;

this. ]
, that it wants to let them have In this case, the rural populatigy, “"}nd‘: smd,of the whole inventory to the land- actions. We must always try to connect
¢ ‘ws roletarians and poor peasants. In the struggle of the rural proletariat, the

“¢ree of charge. It must say receive the land from the ulg |
to win over the neutral middle fight of the agricultural and the poor

it is willing to fight witth1 thel%l nlovxg di{:tatorsh%pa,]usﬁ as it happened iy %Sri%f 4
rder to let them have it cheap.y, b where, not the bourgeoisie, but thy i ) “ve must emphasise the fact peas: i . ¢ :
hat at the same time it will continue to lutionary, proletariat having Cgife ey, Pea’satliltéy};roletarian revolution does away {)et?rgi% b;" llfgcitlilr%%ait 'stuhe ;?g u%tﬁ.la.].'pl'()-
sgle until they receive the land and power, distributed the land: Thig . ‘h mortgages and that everyone who mere fanfasy. In Germa?r}) for iﬁztﬁno .
inventory free pioates: po i el degeloplngllt_ But, \\'eoul Awltherto leased a pisce of land, would the poor peasants suPpogt’ed the str'cif’ »
mrades, it is only in this way that not the only Party in the fielg yff ISt free of charge for his own use. of the metal workers in South Ger v
can oet into close contact with these bourgeoisie 18 also fighting, anq the : gge st not oo in our endeavours to with fairly considerable gifts fmfan%
I venture to say, are to-day the opportunity to give the land t, tas ‘ ?)ring to the fore the difference between products; and there are gsurelo c:s%s
out off from the Communist peasants sooner than we can, thus checking B Jirgeols agrt arian reform and when the industrial proletariat czm help

rty.. It is only in this way that we the general revolutionary movene f the proletarian agrarian revol- the poor peasants in their struggle. We

=

shall bring them under our inﬂgence, Should the bou;‘geOisie do this tion! ; must attempt whenever possible € i
and uuite their actions and revolutionary shall have to begin anew. We ‘ml\l\set ; : In conclusion, I wish fo say a few these two glovements v}’)hiclll ha\?e %%1:1?1
) ' o about the organisational measures going on independently all the time, as

ements with the revolutionary move- immediat@]y take advantage of all b word

ent of the urban proletariat. The following  shortcomings of a bourgeois aumﬁ; b contained in our program of action. Com- for instance, by the creation of ruaral
gument may be advanced against this reform. We m_ust be (uick in P%intinﬁ nades, it 1S of course our task to organise councils on the large land holdings, and
olicy: The ‘bourgeois government seeing out that the limitations of bourgeois pp the rural proletariat into trade unions, of small peasants’bcouncﬂs Where;rer 3
S “movement has become really form cannot give anything to the md'_ | gherever this was not done already, and strong Factory Councils movement exists
ovolutionary, may sttemptto check it by less proletarian, for, it either sellsfi glso to form communist nuclei in’ these in order to create a common councils
distributing land to the leading and the land or provides the money for land i agricultm‘al unions, in order to bring movement in agriculture and industry.
most active elements of the peasantry, chase. It cannot give land to peopls whf them under our influence. T must also Naturally, I cannot cite all possible 5
as has already, happened in all the have no means of production, no cal point  out that it is in our interests to cases, all I can do is 10 refer to some
countries surrounding Russia, such as no seed, no machinery no stabling elpf develop the agricultural unions into examples.

inland, Latvia, and Esthonia (in Poland In Yugo-Slavia, an attempt was madeyh  industrial federations, in order to organise Comrades, I am coming to the end of

i has been promised. butmot yet carried give land to the poor ex-soldiers in th%’within them all those industrial workers my speech. The program of action

t) and in Rumania. A reporter of the newly annexed Hungarian territory wif who are permanently employed within which is now before you and has been

Boglish journal “The Hconomist” makes the result that these men were compellfe the agricultural system, <uch as lock- adopted unanimously by the commission
the following plain statement about Ru-  to Jease out or sell the land which the smiths, blacksmiths, woodworkers, buil- does not imply that there were mo dif=
* ders and machinics on the large ostates. ferences of opinion on the matter among

‘mania in its issue of October 21, 1922. had received.
T is selfevident that it was fear and To recapitulate: we m ast acceph Thus, these trade unions will afford us the various delegations. There were such,
conomic considerations that led to agra- the risk of bourgeois agraria greater support. due to the very difficulty of the prp\glem
an reforms in Rumania. In fact, these reforms, and in the event of Siif On the other hand, it is to be desired and the confusion of rural copdmons.
reforms were the price which the ruling reforms being introduced, our tacist that Communists living in the country One of the comrades, I believe it was 2
classes paid, to protect the country must be—to Take advantage of all i enter the yellow, the bourgeois, the fas- Polish comrade used the very happy
against Bolshevism.” shortcoming of these houreeois aist, the counter-revolutionary trade unions expression that the agrarian problem
~This is clear and to the point. There- reforms. 2 : + o the country, form communist factions was an omnibus into which every one
fore, it might be said perhaps. that this The social consequences Of such DoUEs ;}V{thm them and work to destroy them could climb. This 18 exactly what it 1s.
eing so there is no reason for us to oeois reforms is as follows: , n3t3}’0\\'ll\g that these trade unions do 1t cannot be otherwise, for the yery
port movements which at a given " They tcmporﬁu'il)’ check the pevolk I% cg {l0091111)11§11 their purpose, that they reason that there Is 10 clear 1and bh%&p
oment can have an anti-revolutionary tionary movement, creating & numerts [nnéﬁl("t no fight against the employers. division of classes In_agt el G ht?
ct. But, I must reiterate that this section of big peasants Who aré in cﬁ’ e iﬁm(\’ way, the ““””‘Lm“iStS fmast mflii .g“g(ti.m(:lpupglérﬂ?;()%?git;oog’ e
stion presents itself in such a way union with the (-szitnli%s. On the 9UE sma)) & variors organisations of the S WHLS I1Bsie orussias) : R
: % 2 RS ) Wil peasants, agriculture and co-oper- rural proletarian it will give the possl-
fhe Communist Party can only answer hand  they render the dm“‘r’vonhnt otk 8live, form {uétio%sutllluh‘}(} lilso and b}')'mg bility pto all working classes in agri-

h yes or mno. In the e A : A : :
/ so conmfes it ween the rich and 4o PO b he JoteE leSe organisations under the leadership —culture to take part actively in the
tof the Communist

agrati :

say 1o, it must say yes, eve (S ing » fact that 0 : : o Ly g
a partial setbaclg. yAn ideglag'egé- 31(;2;('1)1’1:(1\“5}%@ t(iag}]‘ 1»‘:10{ condition® G‘:xllll\s, t}fl;tet]gorgg;]?:l\llls{lt]_I)Cu]')ty.tlt ﬁ%iﬁgégﬁwﬁﬁgz g{:l‘c{):l;ltlgéla%elnOgélsllilseﬂof this program.
movement would, of cours Aahiors (of LSS 10 tale 18t Party s AL 4 ;
B lé)elgae,agg %ﬁ%ﬁlggggnothghegzt?? quickly o U tt‘fl};e the leadership in the qctivities (Agplzlxuse).ff_ e e B o
Jutionary movement of former stat “of miser T direct, t%)oor peasantry. They must Gy & e dJ W haspthe floor
easants torun paral- Comrsla’le g ’I“ i dy'befofer our 01“si i le struggle, to give 1t a more and rade\Renag1 Jein,.n% e sectioné‘
time when the in- concer SIS I B work TR 10 evolutionary purposeinorder toprove Renaud Jean: gus (50 %
n in all our agitation®® 1.y Cesity 16 rural population, to the proletariat, the Communist International have pud
Y "% poor peasantry that the Communist lished statements — on the s.\grm .

tariat will have be to put our program VEIy g vl
r in the cities definitely before {he magses. T

=
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r respective countries.
at communist work in the
S resents certain special
jes. But in building up a revo-
¢ movement it is impossible to
e out of account the peasants at
' in countries like France where
y one half of the population live
om working the land, for this would
mean to relinquish the revolution.
" Therefore, the Communist International
should consider work among the peasants
propaganda, agitation, extension of
Party membership—as one of its essential
tasks. The French Communist Party re-
alised this ever since its foundation.
The Party Congress at Marseilles last
‘year discussed and adopted an Agrarian
i Frogramme which had already received
‘the approval of the Executive.

‘The principal characteristic of this
programme was that it neglected the
formulation of immediate aims and
applied itself solely to an outline of
_agrarian arganisation after the conquest
- of power. Why was this done? I know
‘that this conception of an Agrarian Pro-
gramme astonished a number of repre-
- sentatives of other sections of the Inter-
‘national. But it is the only one which really
corresponds to the present state of mind
of the French peasant.

During the last few months, in pre-
Kx‘ing the report requested by the

ecutive, I have conducted investigations
in all our federations. As [ wrote a few
ays ago in the ”Bolshevik¢, most of
» militant comrades “in the country
eported an indisputable change in
the mentality of the French peasant, even
such parts of the country as Britany
ich has always been a centre of social
servatism. The trying experience of
var period has considerably modified
rmer political illusions of our rural
ation. It is true that in 1919, when
neral election took place, the majo-
‘them declared themselves in fa-
‘the capitalist system and its
tives. But at the present time
n a distinct state of resentment.
ty of the French peasants
nscious of the fact that

cal and economic insti-
: grave crisis. A

oz

ccept the proba-

bility of revelution
often with sympathy.
This fact, based not mepe]

without, foh

experience, but also on the l'Opgr?
ived from a great number of T S g

rations, explains the position taul fog,
the French Party in the qQuestion
Agrarian Programme. While in gqp,.

lead to the ideas of revolution only {] e
the stake of minor demands q\l?ou
working conditions taxation ’p}olﬁh
etc., the French peasants, fop rlems,
which we are about to discuss, Casopg
ed to dispense with these
stages.

The agrarian question in Rrapea
sents enother peculiarity. It is DOSsibl
to win over to Communism, not mul'ele'
the agricultular proletariat, hut alg thy :
well-to-do peasants who own their ﬁelde
houses and machinery. s,

It is true, that the landless Deasanty
have a special incentive to organise fy
the overthrow of the present systey
taking the same attitude asthe wageen
ners in industry and commerce. Dispe-
ssessed of tools, land, cattle and the

prelimiy

buildings necessary both for living anl§

working, they are proletarians in the!
same sense as their comrades of the
factory and shop, notwithstanding all the
exaggerated notions spread by the bour
geoisie concerning the wealth of e
peasants.

Althongh the war has raised the Wage
received by the agricultural —workes
they still receive a remuneration out of
all proportion to the work they perfom:

E.o

& &

countries, the agricultural Workep Othey £ 5
i | many

are ineljy &
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pourgeoisie. But the rest have once
fallen into poverty at the end of

ars ;
ey many of these landless peasants

W bt
H%hel‘e? I hesitate even to make a gues,
i tetistics are made more to serve those
ge them than to serve the truth.

rate, in 1906 the number of
f AL ! ral wage earners was estimatec
”gric;ég,]OOO- ‘At{—)(‘h(e end of the war, ho“]'
at L of theseremained? Perhaps 1,000,000
M 400,000. If one adds to this total the
undreds of thousands of Small farmers
qd tenants, the number of agrieultural
L rkers would be for 1920 about 3,700,000
We see then that the agricultural prole-
Liariat forms one third of the total pyupa]
population. To about one third of the
| rench peasantry the question of private
propel‘ty presents i.tsnlf in the same wax;
g it does to the city proletariat. i

t any

poprietors. One might at first imagine
that, having the ownerhip of the means
of production, they would not be intere-
“sted'in the revolution which is to accorﬁp-
lish what they have already accomplished
for themselves. One might even think
tiat they would fear it because of conser-
afive  propaganda; and that they are
Cmlly condemned to become the *auxi-
liaries of counter-revolution. Yet there
I8 enough serious reasons for hostility
’(t)(I)l thEII" part against the present system
b pelrmlt us to hope that we may win
Thi\y %Iggrthpqrt 01. them to Communism.
i i Yellr own fields which since
ol ey have been completely freed
i Ilgages. But, everyday, when they

The average is 1200 1o 2000 francs pd

year including food and lodging, excegsf
at Brie and Beauce, where their Wig®E

are usually 3000 francs. Since the }gge
sants of the present day do nob PG
the economies of their grandparents i
wish to dress decently and tohave 80

amusement occasionally, they
little left to save. At the end of

prietors find themselves in
poor state. Those who were no
or those wbo left behind them
farm a wife, children, or old
capable of working the land, ha
able to make sufficient accumu% o he?
permit them in many cases t0 ﬁttl}w :
selves from the exploitation of

58;12?])&6 markets to sell their products
o thf\u-y articles which are indispensible
‘Subjecélr living and their work, they are
g cied to the workings of large scale
g prilgén' The commercial powers fix
s Sb These peasant proprietors are
e COuni out the financial condition of
Hliey o Y. During the last few years,
000”10e placed savings amounting to
fovery 000, or 15.000 francs each in
ént bonds, and look with horror
Ay‘ea;l 8rowth of the National Debt.
hay - otal catastrophy. You will
ol this s the attitude of capita-
alists,” they are but very modest
= aS’SWhose savings are sufficient
ormg Ure their existence, in case of
> ®Pizoty or prolonged illness.

3

We must - now consider the peasant

Besides, what matt i
causes revolt? The ese::ntiiztl t%hilllqs'
rmngﬁn the spirit of revolt break out anc
i e use of it by transforming it into
1€ SPirit of revolution (Applause) o
_ Above all the peasants hate militarism
('md the war. [ have long emhasised my
?ll(l:‘zr'xsg(tthat ttthf;}C(immunist International
38 )L attribnte the j it
§l]0111d_ to this hutred.h M(i(rlnelr)';rt\%’gg?arlt
Involving 20 countries and throwin 4%
or 50 millions of men into the battlefield
constitutes a new fact which one could
not have foregeen three quarters of a
century ago. At that time, ag to-da.y the
capitalist system despoiled the working
class of their tools and thus Pnslaveg
them. But when the search for new sea
routes, the conquest of countries produ--

cing raw material and the means of
marine and land communication provoked

an armed conflict, only a few hundred
thousand men were involved. Now-a-days
the slaughter engulfs all ablebodied men
and the developments of imperialism’,
together with increasing scarcity of
certain raw material, inereases the proba-
bility of war.

Now, to the peasant, war is the most
feared method of expropriation. In France,
as in all other countries engaged in war,
the capitalists took 5 or 6 years of the
lives of thousands of men. There were
thousands of wounded and invalids; and
a million and a half families were depri-
ved of their support. ;

Bordiga. During the war nobody
noticed this state of mind in France.
Everybody was patriotic, even the pea-
sants of whose anti-militarism you are
telling us now. e

Renaud-Jean. I explain this fact
by the lamentable failure of the Second
International in 1914. Like everyone else,
the peasants were intoxicated by. the
patriotic propaganda of the capitalist
newspapers. They were affected, like
everyone else, by the influence of
money which the Government so reckl
sly expended in our country. :
But if they had felt in the lead
the International, whose duty it ¥
call for a revolt, any real support,
peasants would have followed an
war movement and would have
a revolution. SE

If these peasants marched
i




'u'm t‘:w
ng possible :
nf :andholde::_
_ powerfal organisa
pperatives, and thert:o?:’
the bourgdoisie some s
in gaining the politicy) 1

: pemnts. But oftey the

the cooperative, byyg g ™
ds ete, brings his produefs .

1 cooperative market and votes iy
erative organisation for th,
K:ﬁ n the political field he
stand  against him. While
landowners have on the whole
~ taithful to the reactionary politica]y

3 ¢

takey

that controls the o : &

the 1

the mass of the small peasants, haye

the beginning of the century, Votad |
the radicals. '

In many places a siry

has been going on between the P

Junkers and the peasants for the com
of the municipalities.
peen driven out of the municipal off§
by their former tenants who have
become small proprietors.
asant, once installed in mun
office, has preserved the adminisi
methods of those whom he has repis
Radicalism is only one of the ms
which the bourgeoisie assume in or
keep the people engaged in pefty
ties and distract them from the S8
questions. o :
It is true that the majority of thess
Jandowners even before the war§
already freed themselves from the
flusnce of the large landlords. &
sinee the war, the National Blot#
med of a combination Of bourg
anti-clerical parties, clericals, &8
moderate and reactionary IPLCS
roved that there is no real GEE
stween one and the other.
all represent the interests 9 T
‘ of the bourgeoisie ai® o
tred of the small peasant for
as inoreased during the Wi g
him to revolution if

w how this mo

articular nature giV%

The Junkersy

But the sl

& |

ldarity bLetween
of landworkers. A con.
p between the large land.
e tenants and farmers over

tan of choice livestock.
'mnnd that the war constituted
sure and of the imposaibility of
the sudden variations in prices.
andholders refused to honour
ed contracts. Therefore the
d farmers trok part in this

ists of the sol

this, organisations grew up
small landowners, farmers,

and labourers were united. 1t
sal peasant bloe, a union of all
}te«? against the exploiters. And

' pot an isolated case. The same
ared in other parts of France.

for varying reasons the
oroletariat and the small
L‘rance may be won over
wolution. Therefore the Communist
ould conduct a special agitation
hem, it should seek to form a
all kinds of land workers and to
them with the city proletariat.
are only two convinced enemies
eause in the country districts: the
landowners who are the descen-
of the feudal landlords, and the
employ numerous
rners and engage in industrial
are. But. before entering upon a

rmers who

ole leading to revolution, the pea-

sh to know, not in detail, bt
id outline what that revolution
for them and with them.
ieve that the Communist Inter-
- does not sufficizntly realise how
i8 to show that there is not so
difference between the city and
ral proletariat.
industrial proletariat as well,
ng its unreserved adhesion to
jon, wishes to know what it
only a month ago that Com-
e, secretary of the Miners’
said to the committee of the
lederation of Labour: “The
replacing the bourgeois
principal cause in a doubt
i&1:'3 of the society which
. the misunderstanding ex-
point affecting the Com-
tional and the proletariad

-

manist International.

that the Sseretary of

g'owarfnl wor class organiss
rance tells os the mas

to overthrow the ea

seize power, 8o a8

the conviction that eom

better for them than the

geoisie. Al militants  who ha

contact with the ts ko

too share this z

Therefore, to abstain from
outline of the economie
during the period of the die
to neglect a most important
strengthening the revolutionary
the proletariat. One does not
revolutionary sentiment from
will to struggle comes from &

It is eisy enough to take re
abstract, to close your ears !
practical questions of the pea:
workers, and to talk of Utopia
ask for some details as to
State. Utopia! Yes! if it were
tion of determining the detailed
sation, politically and economically
the proletarian state.

But this is not the case. Andit
meet to say that a programme
in advance for a transitional
mever more than a possibility,
a certainty, that things will
pass exactly in the manner
desires. There is a medium
a total absence of a positive
and a hazardous guess.
only utier formulas: the
violence, dictatorship,
these formulas do
a question which one
peasant audiences. %
Revolution, what will
dictatorship? How
tion? Ho;l will you

roperty i3 foe
uite possibie.
?Ls material 2

4
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cial crises. Thus the
‘ten years ago appeared
nsiderable number of

uries perhaps, is now con-
arer to us. To endeavour to
s general outlines is not, to
dream. If the conquest of
‘the proletariat is accomplished
,, five, ten years from mnow, the
ution of land, the degree of tech-
Jevelopment as well as the psyco-
f the peasant, will be practically
ame as to-day. In such a short
“industry itself will not have under-
mnotable change. How much more,
fore will this be the case In agri-
e, where any considerable change
much longer time.
mrades, I have briefly sketched the
ial characteristics of the Frenqh
rian problem. It is possible to win
a large. number of the peasants to
Revolution within a short space of
e they wage-earners, small land-
or tenants. Disabused of their
~ in universal suffrage and parlia-
tarianism by three-quarters of a
entury of experience, they hardly believe
Jonger in reforms and in the de-
tions of the different political parties.
order to head them to Communism,
wever, it be necessary to show them
hat they will enjoy an improved existence
er the struggle will have been won.
is after an examination of peasant
hology and of the material conditions
nch agriculture—analysed in the
vt transmitted to the ¢commission ap-
by the Executive—that the French
munist Party has drawn up an agra-
ogramme which, like that which
“about to adopt, seems to answer
n@iplql demands of communist
policy. j
oviteh (Russia): Comrades,
e almost universal survival
farming this relic of the
may be explained on the
'iarincipal factors. Pirstly,
lute rent based on the
of land was a stimulus
ce of the system of
‘arming wos the only
ted the landowner
ent as such, b

Dig estates could not attra

of such forms that have already
2 pard in Western Europe. Such are
'“pgree-ﬁ 1d system, scattered fields,
P]ternﬁting fields, some near the pea-
% homesteads, and some at considerable
nee from them, which have disappe-
5% in Western Europe long ago, because
16 qeylopment of capitalism has forced
8 asant to adapt himself to the

L ival
capitalist form of land eXploitation : iV

G B
investment in agriculture, oncalé'ltal i‘?l.ll
hand, and the labour power of the e
kers on the other. Finally mere""‘)r snt
bankers and usurers’ capital intc i
such a system of relations in agri0
which closely resemble oup ¢

p Sy ¢ 4

. t large scale ma Ol Pments of the market, thus abolish-
:%Sﬁglg%r(gs1%3g:clm.sghgch?ééngﬁiture botl ‘ e_qun;lﬂl these burdensome surivals of
of the home worker and the pae;n?rodllﬂ m%daevalism- In Russiq these sm'vi\'fals
his labour. The most exact Jment msist to the present day. At the time

deseript &
of agriculture could bo given in th?iptm

. - \‘
of Marx, used by him in describipe o

f the 1917 Revolution, only one-Sixth of
(i§
Ger.

| e Russian peasantry escaped the burden

man conditions in the forties, pyy, ol fhe agrarian crisis };}:ﬂE;m_lgelzltmtin%_i’n
that it suffered not only from the CE their hands over a he 0 wieileen ire

agpioulture of the country, the
insufficient development remaining flll\l(;&}\ltlll‘\ \\fll:llﬁzl(lgtlllll—tllg‘ ilzrl‘ges
Aor , Eborian Crisis. g s laie

Z(l)lrllltsr,aciilirggggs t(g.e L]P::lnilulglilta{imt]damgm ! ﬁe;};eozf‘bicﬁe urban industries did ngt
: Tepaiohe SU mode gffs acilities for the absorpti [ the
production the chief one is: a disturbay "'creatl?l"h(st}hg(()gllﬁl‘iltionl 11];;‘110121;“(;{ ?ﬁz

. Bl e ]."',. i sur S < ) ,“‘

of the equilibrium between agriculy 4 the produots of peasant

i 'y on a world scale, b demand for the ) :
ol N * ggriculture to stimulate incensified culti-

lopment ot capitalism,

(i soncentration of i strial capitd & : ¢ : 3

*}m“m ?(,,mAufn l ]vtr)j }ll?t\l}lﬁtlmlcapm B oation, that is the passing from crop
which already tends to break throughile Bising to cattle Lreeding

S?ﬁ“ 10f pl”\'m‘., ]i]'“p(‘l:”\[‘: fm-dt on USRS cuccess of our revolution was

5 ¢ '0CESS ) S \

st I””.;','- B ’{‘f”?rfm Beieatly due to the fact that the move-
and retrogression which We ODSEIVEIERmAnt “of the industrial proletariat of
agrlculturg*, with the exception of COURE, B the cities was splendidly backed by a
that certain <:lv1_n('r||'l> of agricultur, 888wnd  agrapian  movement; on  the
the form of (‘ruplt‘:mxt on ”]“f‘s!“pﬁndtg Euier, hand the agrarian movement was
large peasant larming, l]'d"“ i'd- PEEictorious in Russia because it was sup-
th(‘,mS(’lovs“ to the ("aplmvl.\l “OXIIHSW,: ported by the organised proletariat led
economy. Thus, Marx "“"“'.‘_,‘“,1 r,h; by the Communist Party. The revolution
characteristic of the peasantry WHCLEESaE one hlow solved the fundamental pro-

said that bourgeois society su('ksd the Bblems of the village. You know that in
blood out of the peasants’ heart fm,t JF 017, we were even the first to carry out
brain out of his head, and throws KA nationalisation of the land, exactly
into the melting pot of capitalism, B0'ears after the Lusanne Congress of
modern alchemist®. & Pirst International in 1867, which had

; 'r 2 : ynecin, HE g ]
. Turning to conditions N I‘ub&lﬁ(ﬂs@[ _..FrOClalmed this idea. We confiscated the
find that the characteristic fed L from the squires, from the monaste-

: toted  themsty L the ¢
agricultnre have manifested them 188, the imperial estates and the crown

: ’ ; imence 8 ¥
here with particular l”.“”“mf”lc(c‘ &ar;ds, and handed over to the peasantry
clearness. In the beginning 9 50 und of land valued at 5 billion gold

century we find in the Ihgssmn‘”
the survivals of feudalism 10 thtl.e
of the latifundia of the noblhl/b'f- t’(‘h‘ws
ded serf system of payment Ulﬂﬂd
kind and labour on the on¢ fl

on the other, the exploitation 0%, M;“'

Wubles, At the same time we annulled
! Slug_@aszm‘t. mortgages which (witho}lt
%nlionmg Siberia) amounted to 1—1 /s
Sty gold roubles. We rPhe_,ved the pea-
Ao 0m paying rent, which (without

Uing the Ukraine, Circasia, and the

tile. usurers and extortionist capl b MCasus) ainounted to 200 million gold
the consequent decline of ha”d,l,c ¢ ‘ets per annum. Rinally, we handed
petty home industries. Thus, ¥ 2 the peasantry live ‘stock and ed-
the paths along which rural W0 to the value of over 300 million
whole develops. But the RnfssalﬂL

economy has yeta peculiari¢

gold roubles. This was how we succee
not only in neutralising the peasan
but also in getting its active support
the revolutionary conquests of the
public. By the united efforts of the pro-
letariat and the peasantry, all the attacks
of the counter-revolutionary bands orga
nised by landowners and capitalists were
beaten back. Realising that the conquest
of power will make it possible to create
conditions enabling the workers and pea-~
sants to work for themselves instead of -
working for the exploiters, our Party
acted as it did in the full knowledge that
we were to have a temporary deciine of
production. We knew that our peasantry,
owing to its backwardness, would not
adopt the method of large scale capital-
ist farming on the confiscated large esta-
tes, but will rather proceed to parcel out
the land. Indeed, we witnessed a scene
which cannot be characterised otherwise
than was done by a certain Russian scien-
tist, who deseribesit as the transformation
of theeland intoa molten state. It resulted
in a peculiar cutting up of the land into
very small lots. Statistical data indicate
that in Russia at the present time the
number of farms exceeding 8 desiatins of
cultivated land does not exceed 2 to 4 per
cent. On the other hand the group of
the totaly landless peasants has been
greatly diminished. In the Central,
Western and Eastern provinces we have
an average farm area that does not
exceed 4 desiatins per homestead and
the Southern provinces not over § desia-
tins. Thus the land represents a picture
resembling a honeycomb: petty producers,
who already at the time of the French
Revolution had advanced the slogan: “Li-
berty, Bquality, Fraternity!” (For this is
truly the slogan of the petty producen).
This parcelling out of the land has re
sulted in curtailed production of grain.
At the same time a situation was hr&-
ught about which made the proletariat
foel the power of the peasantry as:
owner of the means of subsistence.
was the period of the revolution wher
the country was in a precarious
Lcondition, as a result of the imperia
was and the civil war imposed fmm
outside. The difficalt food situath
pelled us to resort to the food le
which the peasantry reacted in
liar fashion, i.e. by reducing the
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rea by 80 per new economic policy, we q, .
1916, the peasan- rise some of the results, |y, ‘j“y Sty
pe time began to sow  mary of the latest stutisl,i(:qbiL Y Sup,
s, while rye took the place the latest budget invvstig'z’{ﬁ daty, o
oats the place of barley. of all we notice an (-*qlmlisnt,ionons' K
by confined itself to the Until the arrival of NEp of
eriod. The peasantry reduced cultures became worthless g
vation of vegetable fibre plants with rye, and Russia became g yo
slocted the cultivation of seed. It rye country; now we witness the tV
that it was not all the result of of equalisation of prices. whicp i:n;leney

: have enumerated are the direct strial p | o
cies e : i f al - resources have go 3
IS of the n(;\‘v.g(/.on(fmm‘ Il)mmy' expense of the deVelopmpngt r‘))% aonicuil."
our @ ncnlt,m(] ) :S(‘lfll l‘llll? :t vatrln,agvous To-day g0/, of our ppdple aregrﬁnga
A account > OVerthrow of ' it tridiaty e L )
Lo o) PR At e L in industrial persuit i
.:ldictatorshlp\ 0‘1, ”:( (X{}lml,{\]s, There  of 200/, are eg)g‘ageil’ ﬁ:]da;rﬁgl:];mm
fotal a{,”“}:_‘(’r’mn‘,’(. 1.1(‘1 artifi-+ the producing of food. Therefore, we find
il e e oitation.  that the problem to-day in relation £o
s, ouher [}an‘(],‘ Dol pera- - the possibility of the proletarian revos
activities of the population are lution in England we will either have

3 L : the workers and peasants’ welon the i
orate caleulation, but rather to the of colossal importance by cpe " ntroled bty el m;“m% th tD sants’ to develop the resources inside our own
g atl yernment, W ans that our co-  country or else we will have to become

(

otion of the productive forces of foundation for the intensificati 18 th ! inpaml oo . :

untryside by the imperialist war, culture. Intensification in its t?ﬂnots lri logam};asof b(t‘)(()r:n.g(,oi;n(le(Il’ (f(t)‘]"(()l”v“p?m ﬁ“fdu‘y tmtfﬂ'%t‘fd in the agrarian deve-

e civil war, bad harvest, ete. Never- the fundamental problem of oyp e0 Ve hon il? capitalist countries b"whcre opment of other countries.

ess, the fact ought to be stated, that economy during the transition pell_)iok(llsam ailin ation is used as a wéapon o

‘peasantry did resent uneducated and wards socialism. The second tendento‘ '(l)ti%y the class struggle. In our country i A ! €
ard it could not grasp the magnitude observed as a resultof the new econoc- 4 2 form of socialist construction Iéxen , but also in the working class in

e proletarian ideals. The situation policy, may l?e characterised as the ngl\;c ﬁsthese B a0 ol :Vc]?itgﬁnd.,‘on};z o{)tlhe commonest questions

precarious, with the land parcelled ing down of the process of I‘educ.in‘wentitle us to the confideut hope that ¢ Pa]'(lrljss thur e t'at the Communist
h production on a. decl}ne, and the areas unde}‘ cult1‘vuuon, Another oy | fhis process of banishing the survivals hgd {}ie indue ‘tq_u 9IS lo.n —Tafter you o

h the peasantry breathing discontent dency is the discontinuance of the exogy f of mediavalism in our country will be a  you going el drcfvo (xlmon,_ how are

inst proletarian struggle. It was at of populatiou from the city to the vijy§ pipless one. From fhis standpoint we geo {gp e conpcr::r: 5 (')19h as i?r as your

ihis stage that the proletariat, led by the ge; on the contrary, we see the figfimy fully agree Wwith comrade Lenmin g Dt or o i ha o
ommunist Party, resolved to revise the symptoms of the town again attractipfiyho declared at this Congress that the R e industrial to
neiples of its policy and to create the the surplus population from the villags ¥ peasantry on the whole are contented. ?‘grﬁwrlu‘"g W nge_f‘s- We have elements

: form of the alliance between the Another tendency is the developmentif§ In conclusion, let me quote to you the 159 tlr-]g gn »han A0 different parts of

etariat and the peasantry. During the small-holding. Already in 1917, yha§ fious saying of La Bruyere about the cothan Wt el;eﬂ‘;‘e have a great demand
of so-called “military communism” promulgating our land laws, we prockif French peasantry: “There is a race of OB Dal 101; fwvorlir{ers, “h?i for}rlner}y

expectéd to obtain from the peasan- med the principle of complete treedm § beings, of human appearance, males and z} %redeiglréc% ux;a f“.og ”;S’ afll Who in
Dby the method of the food levy, the of choice as to the forms of land temm females, dirty, over-worked and sunburnt. t;ted foxx'agdsenthg %n WY dave g"a.‘;'l;

essary surplus of foodstuffs and raw Nevertheless, the peasantry went infn ®ilhey dig the soil, and when they rise 4 "ok down of “;)gv ?I?(,luasl’griarlww AR

aterials for the re-construction and land re-distribution, and there wasmEup one can distinguish in them the et

i L g : 5 : : e md b featur TR sation in Great DBritain during the
sion of our industry, which in its sign of any tendency to the break upi ures of the human face.“ I would past ten or eleven years, these workers

rn was to distribute its productsamong the old village commune. Now this @k like fo lay symbolic stress on the words: 2~ ! I
rural population on a systemati% dency becorr?es fully manifest, and ibmej g “When tlley rise up‘, because it seems %Eer:;(éﬁigg Ognthéng:gsn?ng thdeer{r‘?ft%eﬁg
. It meant that the village was to be said to be closely related to the i M of particular reference to our OWR - 4" e Britain  in Scotland, which has
ance a peculiar form of credit to the cess of intensification, of which T hatt 1 Russmn_ peasantry. Yes, when the pea- e Wi ortsgrofmd for AR
But the peasantry definitely refused already spoken. It stands to reason fhif Sts Tise we see the human face in HET®Y S 'tpl‘ © lass A
form of an alliance. and the historic the petty proprietors will prefer that fom§them, and the peasants can rise under r1fc}f1 Ptei?ep 3’a1iee Sce‘%ighls foirizi’l 1sm:i1;~
nce gained from these greatevents of a riculture which is the most flexttle £ the proletarian dictatorship. Only the ot 61;1 ] - b £ ihHe Z e
used the Party boldly and deliber- andgwhich will give him the greatet | Moletarian  dictatorship with its natio- 'tame arge LN G tp}:] to
5 change its policy towards it. ossibility of maﬁipulatino' his produgs D&llsgigion,of the land can create those 1S HOW devoted toAggouse, 0 lget% r'o‘

ulted in the proclamation of the })n the market. Such a for?m of agéicl‘;;i b gggdrlitlons under which the peasantry ?Sn%ﬂ%g;l%e?]%; Igv%nmh ?s :;p?egseisnug its?a’l%

5 : : 2 : ; / se i 1 %

cononie ply, baso o o pun, o, 55 her, 01 smat-hottings 08 S 0 g L0 DS Gty e el st e e 8
o g ¢cap orms ot of qommunal land tenure. differe e political and ‘2l sense of that the Northern part oi Brltam or the pur
e in ’ched trlll%]xage.C The (sl1tuf‘Lt10n Finally, we see a tendency 0f sl’of tef Yord. (Cheers) SPoL ose of getting the land. Man¥i of thge
summed up by Comrade Lenin tiation among the various group Joss (1 s workers who were soldiers uring th
SR : : o t are s (England). —Comrades, the quest- :

2 vg%ﬁlt%lggghsﬁ %nt ‘gﬂ peasantry. Under condlttl_o rgss télfa it 0 of the agrariz)m problem in relation period of the War and Whlodvg‘-"fre

L . But Ca- termined by the fluctuations o= el 9 Bngland has two aspeots. One aspect that after the war there would beé a
eéess_mgaﬁldd‘a step f’(’)rvsfard ket, we have to take a celtalnns & National aspéctl-) and the other fit for heroes, have as a re§u1t,of
g Wli(‘;h Wgsleg:rlilslg;t,e gmg,e For instance. our decre(é agi‘émch 8¢t IS international in character. We non-fulfilment hof theses P}”gnafgssé
e : : y# mortgaging of harvests, ntro hat our problem in relation to the the land 1 these SIed. i
of medieevalism, the that we are determined to COM AN aspect in Bogland is an extre- cular areas in which the agricul
italistic production in guide this elemental process plfornls il ty- S workers are, the task as far as

e creation of facili- the development of extreme bt

e

Now we find that not only amongst
our own people in the Communist move-

diffi ; :
h gl maiber g beoalag Tin munist Party is concernod is

09t in England during the past
exploitation on the one }\f‘ffd% IS the de%ellzu(pment ot the indu- the developmejnt St

backwardness on the other.
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ther important factor
the s%rarian, problem. We
in England the same dilfe-
ou have in the Continental
weasant  population s
“miteé, the mayjority of the
t workers are agricultural
fiat. They stand on the same basis
industrial proletariat, they act in
mon through the Trade union move-
it, and voice their demands through
and therefore the linking up of the
dustrial and agricultural proletariat is
simple matter as far as England is
erned. There is a new factor which
been created, that is in the basic
try in general in England we have
the present moment about 2 million
mployed workers and in adition we
the workers in the basic industries
oal, Iron, Steel and agriculture who,
cause of the economic breakdown have
pressed down to about 60°/, of the
war level. You find that the cost of
g in England to-day is 80%, above
-war level. The wages of the Coal
ners, Iron and steel workers and agri-
Jtural laborers have been reduced from
/o to 30% below the pre-war levil,
monstrating that they are about 60°,
rse off. And we also find the bour-
oisie beginning to understsnd that here
- problem that they must tackle. The
puty chairman of Lloyds Bank, one of
DSe massive organisations which control
al. capitalism in England said:
0oking up the figures of the census
921, which showed the ratio of the
1 population said that if England
get back the trade she had in
was only room in Britain for
er of 15,000,000 people, demon-
~quite clearly that the gradual
es of those countries which supply
food at present—America,
dia—that the increasing
itain on these countries
tendency on the part
America to drift apart
is conserned, is a
the Communist
t is- because of
ist in the agricul-
y of maintaining
ith the agricul-

tural proletariat of T
developing to the fullegt ,
resources which are nvodud'xte
England is concerned, apq uf;ﬁ

re favourable situation than
o workers. As long as the small

better conditions of
be able to neutralise

gland, 1,

will only

olt,hor hand of ro%aining our ¢ romising them the revolution
the agravian workers on the : eir land, but in nc :
field. And while Prof: Varga | il noth?iet}?;t they will bccomc)riif)‘j
us that no country in Eurgpe, pve oL g participate in the reyolu-

exception of England, can hy fiondry ¢ » for power as the workers
ution without the peasang 52 ee‘{ nary Strugf&g citpy. Comrade R(()rtl(ur(i
S(r)h;‘;]e \3g(§cll()ilciff(11\,(,\‘tltl} t;l}"' robley atrl co:t‘h] claims that he would be able
z\ ], R 11e(0t-"~- 1( uyoluuon Wo iy '(IilraW the peasants :xlqng L}}c PF_lth of
jto ;(ndethe 1’et‘11nsi\1§l:‘y means of LE G peolution by means of anti-militarist
) ) & g Uf th&t proletal‘nvouanda,
B 3 i ol 2 0 0 b 5
levglutt}lonsxljrécl(:]qn%lfd?il Wil be depennepac’ not believe this to be trne. T be-
};p(;‘rélatli%n s 0 ‘}fh(ff)‘mmunisb Pafyp that comrade Renaud Jean does, not
é)nlv nationally Imdtbli?;gdn .pl?ob[em,cogﬂise the mecessity of civil war, of
i ) erndtlonally dhmed conflict, without which the working
“eRi.euX oot argce wil fuss will not be able to overthrow the
of comrade Renaud  J 9‘311 bljﬂhgtexlp uIgeoisie ggf(})rgolg&ll“g(g?;‘:tﬁand speak
,- LR it - legggo come g YR ;
“-1ttll thgt ﬂp Mt,,CQOnC(‘.‘m“g the Compfsinually against militarism, to sow
11115 a1 ]16 If“01‘?t101131‘3’ capacity §yne them the hatred of the uniform,
the French peasant. Comrade Reygfiipe army, will expose us to serious
Jean w 151?6,5 us Jto believe that the frg jiger, we must not forget that we will
gessanta {}Iet %l(.i(:h.lt,lonary, which i Wied an army to conquer power and
‘ru,e,l or that 1.(,3dme_near to becomiffend i6 when we have conquered it. A
revolutionary and would = become §sin confusion is thereby aroused; and
rapidly under an anti-militarist pmfis confusion finds its echo in the
ganda,—which is dangerous. ench Communist Party in our Commu-
"In France there are large landed pis meetings. There are many people
(Ia)rll}f::grs who 'aveltourl 1['1'00?11011:11)151 Ct] o say: This is just plain militarism, we
mies, agricultural workers, that #nllstill remain soldiers, shall still remain
landed peagants, and small land owitlglets, These comrades declare that they
The wage workers, the rural proletifisy accept the use of violence at a given
have common interests with the indisioment, the use of armed force, but
proletariat. The role of the Trade Ulider the pretext of the horrors of war
organisations such as the C.G.T.U. 58nd this abstract theory of militarism,
set agricultural Trade Unions and refuse to prepare this army which
rgﬂly the wage workers of country 8y Cessary, and to organise this violence
city for the common struggle. A.S 10 :". IS ineviteble.
small land owners I do not helieve B8 Renaud Jean. How would you want
comrade Renaud Jean has told &80 organise an army in  France now,
the truth when he stated that the AUSide of the governmental army-.
not a. privileged situation as COMEEESIeUX (Confd). This question has no
with that of the rural and urban WOSEHE in the present discussion. Bub
Renaud Jean. I did not saf “Eertheless 1 can say that we can
and you know it. , . ihis by making propaganda among
1a151ie 3 ux (Conttd). Dl(liremga ﬂée Wel g > JJeTs by establishing nuclei in the
easants made :
aﬁnount cI))f money. We trieﬁi ttothe 5
them in ganda tha
S our propagand S
which they have earne o6
money without any real V& g
peasants answered us by Sa¥ie
since this paper money cal f@
trading and purchasing, i cres

prlaud Jean, Well, we agree then?
niuX (Contd). By supporting the

840da. of our youth, as we have
trying to conquer the army, DO
g that we must have no more
t that we must have this force
at the disposal of the pro-

O}I‘)poses th9 expropriation of life than
e expropriation of the land; I will repeat

wha}; comrade Bordiga has already said:

During the war, the French peasants as

Well as all other peasants agreed to send

their sons to death: they allowed them-

Selv‘:s to be robbed of their children, but

?}?201 ltgplr' money; while they have given

' iu children without compensation, they
only lt:.nt their money upon interest.

I believe that we must strive especially

to draw to our side the rural wage wor-

kers (by fighting for their interests in

the question of wages, of housing); they

possess nothing, and we should give

them as a slogan the possession of the

land upon which they work. Our second

task is to mneutralise the small land
owners; but above all we must apply all
our strength for the conquest of power.

To conquer power we must sef into action

the working masses of city and country.

Let us pass to the constructive pro-
gramme; the Russian comrades have
proved us by their change of policy,
that we could adopt no permament pro-
grammes and that events themselves
would show us the possibilities of con-
struction in each country on the morrow
of the conquest of power.

Comrade Trotzky himself said, that
there was a period when the economic
life of the country, when the interests
of the agricultural workers were subordi-
nated to the necessities of the civil war,
to the defence of the proletarian power.

We must not attach too much impor- =«
tance, and especially not have toc much
faith in the legend that the French
peasants are revolutionary. Why have
they not supported the eity workers in |
their struggles and why have they mot
rid themselves of their own capitalism.

The French are not revolutionary, they
are conservative. As Comrade Trotzky
justly said, the French 'peasants are
petty-bourgeois. and we will be able to
‘realise the Social Revolution in Fr
only by dividing the peasantry, by
ing the agricultural workers into
camp and imposing upon the others

Renau 0
's¥eech and distribute among
0

the Gironde!



Markhlevsky: I now

ade Pauker of Rumania to

er (Rumania): Comrades, we
only with the Theses in general,
ve that we owe Comrade Varga
xplanation as he complained that
Rumanian Delegation had replied to
_questionnaire as to what influence
rarian reform had on the peasantry in
mania with a mere ‘we don’t know.’
vell, comrades, I am obliged to con-
rm Comrade Varga’s statement. [t is
perhaps sad, but it is true that we do
ot know, that is to say, that we do not
know enough about it to let the Interna-
tional have sufficient material for the
ereation of a programme of action, based
not only on theory, but on practical ex-
erience. In this sense we must say
that we do not know. But one should
bear in mind that the Rumanian Com-
munist Party, in spite ef the praise which
it has received here and in the commis-
ons, does not actually exist as an active
organisation, but is only in the initial
stages of its formation, which are far
from being very easy. :
. Moreover, I do not think that one need
be ashamed to acknowledge the factthatone
oes not know something. For instanee, we
have asked Comrade Varga a plain question,
hether he thought than an intensively
idustrialised big agricultural concern is
more productive than a small peasant
concern. Comrade Varga’s reply was: 1
do not know. This shows that the question
of agricultural production and of the rural
amovement is not exactly well known in
the International and in organisations
“which are stronger and better organised
than the Rumanian Communist Party.
he mistakes which were committed
the past by the Rumanian Socialist
ty, its betrayal and recaction are res-
ible for the fact that the Rumanian
sation is only very small and in
initial stages, which prevents it from
nto the rural districts and get a
d there fighting against reaction
amanian gendarmerie.
or this reason, and not as Com-
ra, has wrongly stated, because
ont attention was paid to the
on, that we were obliged
d not know.
are a few questions

of transport and of railwe

which  were * not ingly :

programme of action, byt (1\(;(}11 UG Gith us by romising them that the
theless are rather importy tleh ly®  pevolution will not deprive them of thei
wish to dwell on this a o T gy {and- But in plain German fhis modnsf
Comrade Varga stated that,gplse L peutralising tHO peasantry. The peasants
the Anglo-Saxon countrieg thle)eclau, B il not take the revolution by the throaé

loy B 411 not oppose it if. they ¢ :
IS, Whigh g L N hey can say

particilyy to themselves that they have nothing to

in private hands, are of N ' b
tance owing to the fact that f), e lose DY it. But neither will they take the

capitalists are clever enough the iy pourgeoisie by the throat, which meang
the peasants of part of thejp 0 gy fhat they will not be an active element
regulating the railway tariffsa;m“gs ¢ previous or during the revolution, that
to the rise and fall of the comy Coogi they will not be among the barricade

fighters. I mean of course the peasants
who have enough land to keep themselves
and their families. This section of the
easantry will certainly be won over by
~ methods advocated and applied by Com-
rade Renaud Jean. They will be won
over in the sense that they will not
oppose the revolution at the moment of
the struggle for power. But the peasants
who have not enough land to keep them-
‘selves and their families, and who must
therefore be. wage earners, can be won
over by us, if not now, at least in a few
years time. They will take an active part
¢ in the revolutionary struggle, although
things, because these are State dulg " we cannot of course expect on their part
and because capitalist society e the revolutionary activity which we expect
exist without them. If this tax wgd from the industrial prolletax‘iat and from
abolished, another would take ifspi = the rural proletariat proper.
But I believe that we would oppesté"The question may also be put in such a
other tax, especially if it amountd® - way that after all, it is only a matter
100%/, of the total gain. Therefor i of detail whether we say in the program
point in the programme of action s§ that we must revolutionise the peasantry
to lack logic. f o whether we say only that we expedt
As to the question of the ruralpit - o be able to neutralise it. As a matter
ganda in general, I believe that O'llfat_‘ %f fact this is by no mecans the case.
ception may be correct, althogh W '8 -w‘ﬁm?de Renaud Jean used a fatal phrase
not had as yet practical (—,‘Xpel‘l.enct“'. Lo . he always repeats in private con-
must certainly pay more attention Oar ' morsa lon. Hé says that he has had much
question, because we can exist as ! £ € success with Communist propaganda
ong the peasants than among the rural

: : ~omert OIIE
and as a revolutionary movemes T gy t Tur
: h Dloletariat. T have always answered him

o {
There is a similar situation iy IIgnces. 3
The Rumanian bourgeoisie reckgy i
the . fact that the Rumaniay nes '
export most of their produce Il%uasan?
being a corn exporting countr)’r, Th?a i
and fall of the export duties op o
which the Rumanian bourgeoisie exg 4
These duties are not by any means a‘s[;';\-
per centage of the total Yain, hu g
frequently as high as 100%/, of the p"f
of corn, as is the case at present, (pit
other hand, Comrade Varga, and, Iheligh
the Commission also are of the opin

g

that we cannot act against this shid

: the
we Jknow how to .approach : _ _ ‘ .
popufation 'l‘he]'ei’ore,pthe impﬁ’rmnthf; Wi%ﬁl could imagine a kind of communism
stion for us is to find out which S8 Which we would have much more

; W SUCCess among the laroe e
‘king populd T mong the large landed proprie
';)lfabtﬁae tlz)ui“zlv(m?éilolnnigmpagd which 01;1% 8 togsp%gﬁ) tlaT;@utstx‘ial capitalists than among
AL ‘o ol ~ Proletariat.
?te%trahm‘%fn’t anadcrcéré ’3}1{31 poommdih s IS proves -that the way we have been
B Of 1. 1 believe that Sectiy g on our propaganda in certain
e s h)l L derstandin ; insis(t)lls of France is false. We must
must be some m1§u$ Renat el g . that this question be cleared up
B Comr&d et' ils ol Sectig hat. we determine exactly which
us; here about o o dSSib e 10 i lise D of the peasantry we can neutra-
is quite correct. It is pﬁ R Jitat R fioalld B bt treans s w}_nch
th% pte asan?’ythzhr:r}]lgu Peasants ~°0 We can draw into the revolution-
and to ge :

lation 18
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most welcome,
Now comrades,
qu]esgkip proper:
L believe that we B
planations in th;g C%ggegfggnceéta‘mim i
these [ will close my speech Thn me ;
nian bourgeoisie has heen a'bl(x?; ik
out its project of agrarian reform Oh(;larr_y :
as not been prevented from » While, 1
out by the outhreak of the C%I"r{mg lt.'
lution, and the conquest of social revo-
proletariat and the peasantrpoﬁey by the
known fact that Rumania isyfh ]? avyel}
land of the peasant uprisings e&:s}sllcal
peasant uprisings every ten yéérs Th lavi"
one broke out in the year 1907 The %r:dsd
between 1907 and the beginning of tt?e vé(;r
was a period of struggle between that no
sition of the bourgeoisie which was try 11;1 7
to neutralise the peasantry e
_ peasantry, and the large
land owners who wanted to perpetuate the
old system of feudal exploitation. Rumania
had been sufficently feudalised to insure
the rule of the feudal lords until the
outbreack of theRussian revolution. The
Russian revolution was the decisive factor
which helped the peasantry to wrench
the Jand from the hands of its feudal
lords. The way it happened corresponds
in general to the description in paragraph
9. of our program of action, i. e. as a =
general rule it was the rich peasants and
those who gave their political support to
such as the village mayors or similar
influential personades, who got the land.
The few poor peasants who did obtain any
land rapidly fell under the yoke of the
banks because they did not have suffi-
cient money, sufficient machinery or suf-
ficient cattle to cultivate the land, and
were therefore forced to ask for credit
from the banks which exploited them
shamelessly. It is noteworthy that even
the law of expropriation passed by the
bourgeoisie left sufficient oopholes anc
evasions to sabotage the expropriation.
The peasants were allowed to sell
land which of course, worked in fa
of the large peasantry. Furthermore, tl
land remaining in the hands of the bo
oisie, not to mention forests or viney:
still represents more than half of the
expropriated, at least as far as old Ri
is concerned. Therefore, the slogan ofe
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r‘mxracﬁng and
» poasant masses. This
e that if the Communist

nds how to extend and
%Id’gﬁn’, it will be so suc-
to merit the praises of comrade
of the International. (Applause).
man Markhlevski: Com-
%’nw‘e begi;x with the trans-
would like to inform you of
rissions which are to meet today:

o'clock, meeting of the Presidium
Tower hall;

At 7.30, mecting of the [
mission in the dining room; ‘

At 5.80, meeting of the Commissjoy i 3
Workers' Reliel in thq Hall. op |

At 6 o'clock, meet_mg of the Caechy
Slovak commission, likewise in ¢

meeting of the large Italian Commissiy
will taglzce lace. Both fractions are herebn
notified. The meeting of the commissigy
will take piace in the lower hall at g,
ven o’clock sharp.

The session closed at 4.0 P.M.
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Pross Burean of the Fourth Gongress of the Comintern. Moscom

«todt
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eleven o'clock a. m.; at the same tjy,

WORKERS OF THE WORLD, UNITE!

Moscow, December 2nd, 1922,

- Chairman Neurath: I declare the
session open. We will continue the dicus-
yon of the agrarian question. I will call
0 comrade Kosozewa.

b Kosozewa: Comrades, I wish to
w’dlscuss the agrarian question from a
 Special standpoint. [ wish to draw the
§altention of the Congress to the dispro-
- portion between what e say,—particularly
Eween what the most eminent and
Denetrating Spirits of our International
rﬂ\fe to say on the importance of the
ral population during the revolutionary
feod— and the theoretical and practical
; of our Communist “Party upon
IS question.
AN told us at the Second Congress
o ternational that the most essen-
n i profound problem of the present
t}’eaﬂd of every reyolution,—not only
00ia] 1‘eussmp revolution, but of every
Sovolution—is the problem of
tevolutionary alliance of
kers and the peasants.
ds of Lenin did not meet with
'esponse in our International.
~ongress of the Spartacus Bund
1918, Rosa Luxemburg cha-
¢ German Revolution in the
Manner; «It was above all a

licieng

Twenty-Second Session.
November 25, 1922,
Chairmen: Comrades Neurath, Kolaroff.

Contents:

Discussion of the Agrarian Question (conclusion). Appointment of Editorial Commission on the Agrarian
* (Question. Report on the Youth Movement — comrades Scheuller. Report on the Negro Question — comrades
b - Billings, Mac Kay.

Spealkers: Koszewa, Katayama, Scheuller, Billings, Mac Kay.

political revolution, while it should have
been essentially economic. At all events
it was a city revolution. The villages
have not yet been touched. If we earnest-
ly desire to attain a socialist revolution,
- we should fix our attention on the
villages as much as on the industrial
centres, and in this respect we haye not
yet got any further than the beginning
of the beginning. Since then four years
have elapsed, four years of the most
terrific experiences known in the world’s
history, Comrade Varga was right when
he pointed out here all the complex
reasons, all the difficulties that confront
us every time we go to deal with the
agrarian question.

As a matter of fact, we gave here a
motley variety of conditions, and are
confronted with a number of diversified
problems, and great technical obstacles
making our activity in the villages rather
difficult. All this is quite true, but there
is yet another thing, another factor whieh
hampers our work. TFrom a polit
standpoint the question is quite el
within our International, but it I
yet so to speak, organically incoj
rated in our political doctrine.

Comrade Zinoviev said in his



