Note regarding ""Special USA Editions' of CI numbers 9-9 and 10-11-12

Until 1934, all English language editions of The Communist International were published in London by the CP GB.
Starting February 1934, English language editions of CI were published both by the CP GB in London, and by the
CP USA in NY City. The two variants had different cover art, somewhat different content, and even when running
the same articles, sometimes ran them in different issue numbers.

In 1932, all issues of ClI were to be published in Great Britain, and issues meant to be sold in the USA would be
shipped there.

But the US Customs began seizing incoming issues of CI from Britian in 1932. Issues numbers 4-5, 6, and 7 were
seized, but later released for sale. Issues 8, 9, 10, and 11-12 were also seized, and either never released or at least
held for a very long time.

The CP USA ended up publishing SOME of the material in those issues locally, in New York City, in "Special USA
Editions" of The Communist International. Where in Britian where were issues 8, 9, 10, and 11-12, here in the
USA there were published "Special USA Editions" numbers 8-9, and 10-11-12.

Here's the announcement printed on page 251, the table of contents page, of Special USA Edition number 8-9:

"Due to the seizure by joint action of the United States Customs Service and State Department of numbers 4-5, 6
and 7 of the Communist International, upon which release was later secured, there has been delay in receiving
subsequent numbers. Aa a result, Numbers 8, 9, 10 and 11-12 have thus far not appeared in the United States. We
are therefore printing selected articles from the above issues in two special issues for the United States, which
appear as Numbers 8-9 and 10-11-12 respectively.”

At the bottom of that page, it is announced this issue was:
"Published by Workers Library P.O. Box 148 Sta. D, New York City"

The same announcement of site of publication is found in Special USA edition 10-11-12.

If one carefully examines the page numbering in in the issues of Volume 9 (1932) of ClI, it appears that roughly 80
pages of material present in the British-published numbers 8, 9, 10, and 11-12 issues were not able to be presented
in the two "Special USA" numbers 8-9 and 10-11-12 issues.

At the time of writing this note, | have been unable obtain source material for scanning of any of the British-
published numbers 8, 9, 10, and 11-12 issues in this period. Indeed, my only source of the USA Editions of 1932
issues 8-9 and 10-11-12 was a reel of microfilm made by Greenwood Press of its 1968 hard copy reprint of the
Communist International.

Having to use microfilm as my source for these "Special USA Editions" as opposed to the original issues (and in
some case physical printed Greenwood Press reprints) that | scanned for most of this digital archive resulted in a
much lower quality of digital reproduction for those (and a few other 1932) issues than is found in most of the rest
of this digital archive.

Martin H. Goodman MD
Director, Riazanov Library digital archive projects
November 2023  San Pablo, California
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THE MANOEUVRES OF SOCIAL-DEMOCRACY ON
THE EVE OF THE SECOND ROUND OF WAR AND
REVOLUTION

HE crisis intensifies, the efforts of capital-
Tism to find a way out become more and
more hopeless. The construction of Socialism in
the Soviet Union grows ever more quickly on the
other side. Since the events in the Far East the
danger of an imperialist war against the Soviet
Union is an immediate prospect.

We stand before the heaviest collisions, the
most gigantic struggle between the proletariat
and the bourgeoisie, that has ever taken place.
This is not only economic struggle against the
attempt to transfer the burdens of the crisis to
the shoulders of the proletariat, or only a
struggle of class against class in one country. A
truly international clash of the two classes is
preparing, which will be a decisive battle ‘in the
struggle for the capitalist, or revolutionary, way
out of the crisis. This will be a military collision
of an extent and importance which the world has
not yet known. A new and greatly strengthened
wave of the epoch of wars and revolutions is
arriving.

These great historical events cast their,
shadows before them.  The sharpening of the
class struggle, and the approach of the second
round of war and revolution, impels Social-
Democracy immediately to employ ‘‘left”
manceuvres, on the eve of the new revolutionary
crisis, to hold the masses back, and prevent them
entering the struggle under the leadership of the
C.P. Social-Democracy carried out its task
to prevent the overthrow of capitalism, as the
chief social support of the bourgeoisie previously,
chiefly by openly opposing any struggle, by
declaring it unnecessaty, or a senseless ‘‘putsch.”
Struggle against the war! Unnecessary; there
can be no talk of any war dangers. At the most
the threat is from the side of the Soviet Union.
Struggle for economic demands in the period of
the crisis!  Impossible; all classes must make
sacrifices during the crisis.  These were their
arguments, this was basically the position of
Social-Democracy, but now the situation intensi-
fies. The revolutionising of the working class
assumes wider forms. A still greater intensifica-
tion is to come. The Social-Democratic workers
also press forward to struggle against wage cuts
and the capitalist offensive. They desire to fight
.gainst Fascism, and they are against the war
on the Soviet Union.

In these conditions Social-Democracy has
recourse to certain weapons from the arsenal of

its “‘left’” wing. It appcars in a new uniform;
whereas, yesterday, the war danger was an
invention circulated by the Bolsheviks, to-day it
is immediate. Whereas, yesterday, the only place
from which the danger of war came was the
Soviet Union, to-day they talk about intervention,
and apparently, call for the Soviet Union’s
defence. Whereas, yesterday, economic struggle
was impossible and strike-breaking tactics werc
resorted to, to-day they try to place themselves
at the head, to disorganise; call for general
strikes in the future, to prevent the struggle
to-day ; even place themselves at the head of a
general strike, when the C.P. is leading it with
every prospect of victory (Poland) to make it
harmless to the bourgeoisie, by killing it.
Wherecas, yesterday, the unemployed were only
men ot a second-rate category, to-day, they are
beginning in Germany to reduce the contribution
ot unemployed trade union members to 10
ptennings, to keep them in the reformist trade
unions. Whereas, yesterday, the pretended
struggle against Fascism was limited to support
for the State (which is becoming more Fascist) as
the ‘‘lesser evil,”” now they begin to rattle
the paper sabre against the Von Papen
Government and opcrate the ‘‘united front,”
in the form of the Iron Front, and from
that they proceed to speak about coalition
with the Communists (Kautsky) to whom,
however, they put as a condition—the renunciation
of the dictatorship of the proletariat. All this is
undertaken to continue the tactic of the *‘lesser
evil” and prevent the further deseition of the
masses to the Communist camp.

These manceuvres of the Social-Democratic
leaders are themselves an indication that serious
events are approaching, even if other evidence of
this were not forthcoming. These ‘‘left”
manceuvres, which are being carried out on the
entire front, in all the most important countries,
are nothing else than the support of the bour-
geoisie, by the Social-Democratic leaders in
different form, to suit the changed situation.

Take the central question, the struggle of the
Socialist system (Soviet Union) with the capitalist
system. At the outset of the relative stabilisa-
tion, the most ‘‘left’’ leader of the Second Inter-
national, Otto Bauer, declared, to frighten middle
class respectability, that in the period after the
world war, the rulers were Pacifists, and the
Soviet Union prepared the revolutionary war.
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*‘But this Pacifism of the rulers and leaders is
opposed to-day by military revolutionary counter-
tendencies as in the previous century. The bearer
of these tendencies is Bolshevism, Its objective is
civil war, which will transform into a war of
revolutionary nations against the counter-
revolutionary ones'’ SKampf, 1925, Nos. 89, p.
283). Even at the beginning of the economic
crisis, the Second Intcrnational held that war
threatened from the side of the U.S.S.R. Even
then it (the U.S.S.R.) was still characterised as
‘‘imperialist.””  After the onslaught of the
Chinese militarists on the Chinesc-Eastern Rails
way, all Social-Democratic newspapers wrote of
‘‘Red Imperialism,’’ which was threatening peace.
The appeal issued by the Berlin D.P.C. of the
German Social-Democratic Party on the 28.7.1929
declared :

“A country which desires to make itself free
from foreign domination, which desires to
finally be master in its own house, in its own
country, is branded by the Communists as a
disturber of the peace.  The dmperiulism o)
Soviet Russia has brought ubout this conflict.”
After Japan’s onslaught on China, ‘‘Vorwiarts'’

wrote that a secret Treaty existed between Japan
and the Soviet Union, for the parcelling out of
‘‘spheres of influence’’ in Manchuria. On the
other hand, they write in a provocative way about
the Soviet Union ‘‘drawing in its horns,” to
Japanese imperialism.,

In this whole period, during which the danger
of war did not exist for the Second International,
they directly agitated against the Soviet Union,
in the sharpest way, while the war against the
Soviet Union was being practically preparcd.
Social-Democracy, which actively participated in
this preparation, as the trials of the Mensheviks
and interventionists clearly proved, fulfilled the
task of covering up and justifying this policy
ideologically.

Now the Second International suddenly writes
in its resolution :

‘‘The Japanese armies are now concentrated
on the frontier of Soviet Russia.  This is a
threat to world peace which the workers cannot
regard idly."

And in another place -

*“The workers will declare themselves in
solidarity with the defence of the Soviet Union
if she is attacked, and answer the attack on
peace.’’  (‘‘Arbeiter Zeitung,”’ 21.5.32).

Why this sudden change? We are already in
cluse proximity to the imperialist onslaught on
the Soviet Union. The widest masses are already
clear on this and excited by it. Now it is neces-
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sary to hold them back by all means, whether by
the most brutal violence on the one hand, or
especially with ‘‘radical’’ phrases on the other.

The contrast of the attitude of the Second Inter-
national now, and before the world war is interest-
ing. In 1914 also, the Second International
declared against the war, and threatened that war
would lead to revolution. But to-day it has
“*developed’ very much “‘further.’”  To-day it
also speaks quite ‘‘radically,”” but does not
announce the resolution, even as a pretence. The
most decisive question is that whereas the
Second International in 1914 promoted the war
by its passivity before the outbreak of hostilities,
to-day it does the same thing actively; it provides
the ideological armour for war; and by its
participation in the bourgeois organs of State
power it plays its part in the practical organisation
of war.

This is clear when we examine the appeal of
the Disarmament Conference in Zurich, and see
what they concretely propose in the resolution of
the Executive of the Second International.

Lt us recall the manner in which the League of
Nations supported Japan in its onslaught on
China. It did not do this completely openly, but
made one or two conditions to the Japanese. This
was only done to quieten the resistance of the
revolutionary people of China. This swindle is
vxploded. Now the Second International tries tn
represent the League of Nations as ‘‘helpless’
and writes that “‘its authority has been under-
mined.” As if the Lcague of Nations at any
time had any intention of proceeding against
Japan and was only prevented from doing so by
lack of forces! In actuality the whole *‘action”
of the League of Nations was nothing élse than a
concealment of the fact that the imperialist
powers are allies of Japan, daily supplying her
with munitions, and at the same time preparing
the onslaught on the U.S.S.R. from the west.
**The authority of the League of Nations is
undermined,’” because the masses have already
seen through the swindle, and the Disarmament
Confcrence in Geneva has shown the ‘*desire”’ for
disarmament of all the imperialist powers. They
have not succeeded in concealing from the masses
that the imperialists systematically supply Japan
with munitions because of the exposures of the
Communist press, step by step, on the basis of
the reports of worker correspondents, dragging
it into the light of day. '

At this dangerous moment for the impcrialist
governments, the Second Internatinal leaps into
the breach, organises its ‘'Disarmament Confer-
ence,” puts forward “new demands.’’
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It demands the following :

1. The immediate unconditional cvacuation of
Shanghai and Manchuria by the Japanese forces.

2. Should Japan refuse, the recall of all
Ambassadors and Consuls from Japan.

3. Wherce neccssary, the operation of economic
and financial sanctions, if Japan is not prepared
to do that which is necessary in the interests of
world peace. (‘‘Arbeiter Zeitung,”’ 19.5.1933).

Arc these demands not very ‘‘radical’’? Are
they not a guarantee for the maintenance of
pcace? But the Second International is still more
‘‘extreme’’ :

‘‘If, despite all this, Japan refuses to cease
its preparations for attack, and threats, then
the Second International will appeal to the
I.F.T.U. to prevent the manufacture and trans-
port of munitions, together with it, and resist
any transport of munitions or goods to Japan
and boycott all ships coming from or making for
Japan’’ (Ibid).
ls this not ‘‘radical’’ action? Even the manu-

facture of munitions is to be stopped.  But in
reality thcse are only words about action, to
‘prevent the real struggle.

The Sccond International here applies to the
same imperialist governments, who have already
shown that they are solidly allicd with Japan and
stand in the same front with her, orly not with
charges, but with the demand that they take
‘‘measurcs’’ against Japan. A real struggle
against the robbers’ vnslaught on China, and the
imperialist war which is being prepared against
the Sovict Union, is only possible when one
exposcs the fact that Japan is not alone. Japan
is only a link in the imperialist chain. Whoever
really desires to fight jagainst the menace of
military onslaught on the Soviet Union must
expose the role of the iniperialist powers as allies
of Japun, must fight against these powers, must
conduct the struggle against his ‘‘own’’ Govern-
ment, in his *‘own’ country, and prevent the war
supplics already to-day, step by step, through
mass actions,

The Second International speaks of a struggle
first, after the imperialist powers have recalled
the Ambassadors, and if Japan goes further in
spitc of this, it threatens to fight only aficr the
intervention of the imperialist powers which,
however, as they know only too well, will never
take place. They know full well that, in reality,
precisely the contrary to the perspective they
outline, is taking place; in addition to Ambassa-
dors, the imperialist powers supply the necessary
material basis for the war, and prepare the west
front against the Soviet Union in support of
Japan. This is the real action of the .Second
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International. It is a manceuvre with the object
of holding the working class back from struggle
against the imperialist war, now when it is the
question of the day, through the creation of
illusions as though the imperialist governments
arc rcady to opposc Japan. This is only for the
purpose of winning time, to conclude the prepar-
ations of war against the Soviet Union satis-
factorily.

For one part of the Second International this
manceuvre was still not sufficiently radical. Otto
Bauer demanded that’ the ‘“‘Second International
should direct an urgent appecal to the working
class of the world at the present moment, shrink
from no sacrifice, and utilise cvery means,
irrespective of all the differences in principle
between democratic Socialism and Bolshevism, to
support the defence of the Soviet Union against
Japanese imperialism, should these declare war
against the Soviet Union, and to fight against any
other power which sceks to use the Russian-
Japanese conflict for attack upon the Soviet
Union with every means.”’ (Ibid, 21.5.1932).

If Otto Bauer also disagrecs with his colleagues
of the Second International on the method of the
manceuvre, he is completely agreed with them in
one (and precisely the decisive) point.  He is
agreed with them that one should first take up the
struggle if . .. if ... if ... Until that
time democratic peace and order is the first duty
of citizenship. To attain this peacc Otto Bauer
“differentiates’’ from his friends, and hopes by
this means to keep the workers (who are moving
strongly to the left) under the influence of the
Socialist Party. The Stuttgart resolution of 1907
contained thc following paragraph :

“Should the war nevertheless break out, it
1s our duty to fight for its rapid conclusion. and
make every effort to utilisc the economic and
political crisis created by the war, to arouse
the peoples, and thus accelerate the eiimination
of capitalist class rule.”

This resolution which, thanks to this para-
graph quoted, which was proposed by L.eriv and
Luxemburg, still breathcs revolutionary spirit,
procerded from the connection between the prole-
tarian revolution and the struggle against
imperialist war. Later this was betrayed. like
all the other pledges of the Second International,
and only one Party really adopted it as an instruc-
tion; the Bolsheviks under the leadership of
Lenin.

In the period of the general crisis of capitalism,
while world capitalism prepares its onslaught
upon the only country in the world whcre the
proletariat rules, and Socialism is being con-
structed, the resolution of the Second Inter-
national declares :



302 THE COMMUNIST
‘‘Should the war break out, despite ali
attempts to prevent it, the first duty of the
Parties concerned, is to make every effort to
ensure a united International policy of the

working class for peace.”” (lbid, 21.5.1932).

Of course, here there is not one word about
proletarian revolution.  There remains only
‘‘united international policy.”” But whick policy.
This, the gentlemen have forgotten to say. We
will help them somewhat.

Which war are we concerned with to-day?
With the war against the Socialist Fatherland.
Here one must see things in their -true colours,
which policy one will carry out “‘in the event of
the outbreak of war,” against whom one will
fight for peace. The question is, which side to
take?

The leaders of the Second International show
where they stand by their participation in inter-
vention throughout the whole of the past. This
even comes to light also trom their own resolu-
tions. What is it but open support on the side
ot the interventionists, whose plans have so
recently been exposed, when one writes, ‘‘the
Second International states that the defence of
the Soviet Union will be all the more guaranteed,
the more the policy of the Government of the

: Soviet Union enables all the Socialist forces of
the country to actively participate in the defence
of the Russian Revolution.” (Ibid).

What che ‘‘Socialist forces’” want, may be
observed from the ‘‘Socialist Vestnik’® where the
Mensheviks describe their objective as the ‘‘re-
institution of property,’” namely, precisely that of
the preparation for war against the Soviet Union
by the imperialist powers.

According to this formula the slogan of the
Second International to defend the Soviet Union
is, consequently, ‘‘overthrow the dictatorship of
the proletariat, place the Mensheviks in power,
and bring capitalism back again.”” For this reason
the Second International fights against the Soviet
power with the Russian Mensheviks. The work-
ing class of the entire world can only defend the
Soviet power when they have clear revolutionary
parties, which daily lead this struggle, and organ-
ise the revolution in their “own’’ country. These
parties are the Communist Parties. Consequently
the Second International directs its main fire
against the Communists precisely in the question
of war. . Of course, in the name of the “‘defence”
of thie Soviet Union,

*“Where in the world can the Russian workers
find friends and support, should Japan:cse
imperialism really arm for an attacik on Scvisi
Russia? In the Communist nonentities, or th.:

great Social-Democratic Parties of the Western
world? The responsible personages in Moscow
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will not grasp this.  Nevertheless, perhaps the
Communist workers do.”” (Arbeiter Zeitung.
20.5.1932).

Therefore join the Socialist Party if you want
to defend the Soviet Union. How it comes about,
that the ‘‘Communist nonentities’’ are thrown into
prison, martyred, persecuted and shot by the
rulers of capitalism, while the Social-Democratic
Parties, the self-styled ‘‘best defenders’’ of the
Soviet Union, are drawn into their Governments,
is not stated. Is it not clear that the Social-
Democratic Party is seeking to achieve exactly
the same object as the ruling class, only in
another way, namely, the destruction of the
only Party which will be dangerous to the bour-
geoisie in a war against the Soviet Union? The
British I.L.P. is now creating committees
for the ‘‘defence’’ of the Soviet Union. Even the
Pilsudski Social-Democrats of Poland call for the
defence of the Soviet Union. All the time this
has only one object : to disarm the working class.
To satisfy the workers that ‘‘our great Party is
on the watch,” to be able to carry out a hundied
times more scandalous betrayal at the decisive
moment than in 1914.

Recently ‘‘Vorwirts” let slip an admission
which shows what the Social-Democratic leaders
really think about the defence of the Soviet Union.

‘“Yes, things are really so serious now, that
Moscow has every reason to make a basic change
in its previous foreign policy. (It would seem
that this foreign policy is to blame for the serious-
ness of the situation.—Ed.). Above all, the
illusion must be forsaken that the capitalists are
opponents of the Soviet Union, while the hearts
of the workers beat for her. In reality things are
already practically the reverse.”” ‘‘Vorwirts,”’
21.5.1932.

And so the workers are against, and the
capitalists, however, are for the Soviet Union !
Obviously the reason why the masses should enroll
for the war against the Soviet Union. For through
this war, also, those capitalist interests whick:
trade with the Soviet Union will be encountered,
while the workers (in conjunction with the, Men-
sheviks) will be able to realise their ‘‘ideal’” ¢f
demiocracy.

This is the real content of the ‘‘defence’’ of the
Soviet Union by Social-Democratic leaders. Fignt

against everything which real'y defends the
U.S.S.R., against any attempt at a true
struggle.  The Social-Democratic leaders have

arrived at the manceuvre of the ‘‘defence’’ of the
Soviet Union by a whole series of other ‘‘left’”

manceuvres with  which it is connected.
The first step on this path was Otto
Bauer’s ‘‘change’ in the question of the
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Soviet Union. This road is paved with *‘State
capitalism,” “‘gencral strike against Fascism and
the offensive of capital,” ‘‘the united front of all
toilers.”” The masses desire Socialism and not
war, the leaders of the Social-Democratic Parties
show them the ‘‘nationalisation’” of the debts of
the bankrupt banks, and tell them this is the way
to Socialism, we are already growing into it,
without any struggle at all.” The masses want
to fight against their economic misery, the Social-
Democratic leaders who take the revolutionary
spirit of the masses into account are ready to
place themselves at the head of any strike, to
retain their influence over the mass and to throttle
it, at the right moment when a struggle is
unavoidable. The Polish Socialist Party, for
example, placed itself at the head of the general
strike, to prevent it coming under the leadership
of the Communist Party, which would have led
it to a complete victory. The masses want a
united struggle against Fascism. The Social-
Democratic leaders talk about a united front,
meaning the unity under their leadership, unity
for the prevention of the revolutionary struggle

OPEN LETTER TO THE

EAR Comrades,

The revolutionary struggle of the toiling
masses for their national and social liberation has
reached a turning point. The national bourgeoisie,
which has betrayed the revolutionary people, are
trying their best to preserve their influence over
the toiling masses, to ward off the approaching
Indian revolution,

It depends to a great extent upon the efforts,
the energetic and self-sacrificing struggle and
correct policy of the Indian Communists, whether
the treacherous bourgeoisie will maintain its
influence and carry out its counter-revolutionary
job successfully, or whether the working class,
headed by the Communist Party of India, having
isolated the national reformists, will lead the toil-
ing masses of town and village to a victorious
struggle for independence, land, and the workers’
and peasants’ power.

The objective conditions and the growth of the
class consciousness of the Indian proletariat
testify to the fact that the latter course has every
chance of fulfilment, provided the Indian Com-
munists overcome their lagging behind in the
formation of a mass All-Indian Communist Party ;
provided they, on the basis of the platform of
action published by them, and the experience of
the past years, energetically and jointly under-
take the formation of the Communist Party and
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Social-Democracy is combining its manceuvres to
conceal the preparations of war, with its
manceuvres for the struggle against the revolu-
tionary way out of the crisis. The object of *‘left”’
manceuvres like ‘‘State capitalism,’’ the ‘‘social-
isation’’ of the mines (in Germany), etc., is to
hold the working class back from the struggle for
the proletarian revolution, and the *‘left’
manceuvre in the question of war, is to hold them
back from real defence of the Soviet Union.
More then ever before, to-day, the fighting
unity of all toilers is imperative. Every worker
must realise that the preparation of the imperial-
ist war goes ahead on every hand. There is only
onc force which can present serious resistance,
which has the will and is capable of combining the
struggle against imperialist war with the fight
for the transformation of the Imperialist War
into civil war, with the fight for the proletarian
revolution.  This force is the Communist
Party, and the unity of all toilers must be
established under its leadership, for the struggle
for these aims, in spite of and against all ‘‘left’’
manceuvres of the Second International,

INDIAN COMMUNISTS

organise the struggle of workers and peasants,
not in words but in deeds.

1. THE CORRELATION OF CLASS FORCES.

The Indian bourgeoisie which is trying to pre-
serve its influence over the masses, and which did
not break off its negotiations with British
imperialism at the end of the Second Round
Table Conference, is continuing its policy of
counter-revolutionary compromise with British
mmperialism and betrayal of the revolutionary
people.  British imperialism, making use of
counter-revolutionary national reformism, widely
developed the policy of repression and provoca-
tion, the organising of the reactionary elements
of the country, trying to drown in blood the rising
masses of workers and peasants and simul-
taneously continuing negotiations with the Indian
bourgeoisie. Full agreement between the Indian
bourgeoisie and the British imperialists is being
hindered at the present time by the rapidly
developing revolutionary movement under the
conditions of the deepening .economic crisis.

Because of the sharpening of the economic
crisis, the insignificant and temporary reduction
ot taxes in a few provinces has not helped the
position of the peasants in the least. The burden
of ruin, oppression and poverty, which is pre-
conditioned by the whole system of imperialist
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feudal-money-lending exploitation, and is aggra-

- vated by the present decline of agricultural prices,
together with the actual increase in taxation and
reaction, is reaching an unprecedented height.
In spite of the fact that the process of drawing the
peasant masses into the struggle is proceeding
unevenly, it has already assumed such a powerful
character (guerilla warfare in Burma and
Kashmir, struggles in U.P., etc.), that on the
one hand it has compelled the National Congress
(which was negotiating an agrecement with the
imperialists) to continue pretending its sham
opposition towards imperialism longer than it
wished, to deceive the masses and disorganise the
peasant struggle. On the other hand it has forced
the British imperialists to hasten in the use of
barbarous forms of mass terror to break up the
people’s movement.

On January 7th, 1932, the **Bombay Chronicle”’
was compelled to admit that

‘‘a noteworthy feature of the peasant movement
in the United Provinces is the fact that the
peasants are becoming their own leaders . .
that the peasant movement to an ever-increas-
ing extent takes place at the initiative of the
peasants themselves, and that they have identi-
fied themselves with the Congress because
they could not get assistance from other
organisations.’’

The leaders of the National Congress, Gandhi,
Nehru, and Co., are compelled to admit the fact,
in a number of speeches, that the anti-imperialist
movement and the agrarian struggle are begin-
ning to come together more and more. The terri-
fied bourgeoisie are now trying to disorganise the
peasants’ struggle and hold the peasant move-
ment back, so that it be limited to a peaceful,
submissive economic campaign for slight reduc-
tion of taxes, postponement of debts, etc. How-
ever, in spite of the efforts of the National Con-
gress, the peasant movement is beginning >
exceed the limits marked out by the Congress,
and dissatisfaction of the peasantry with the
policy of the Congress is beginning to spread.

Dissatisfaction with the policy of the National
Congress is likewise increasing among the petty-
bourgeoisie in the towns (the increase in the wave
of terrorist actions, increased interest of various
elements in the terrorist movement, in the
working-class movement and Marxism, speeches
at student meetings in Calcutta, ectc.) and is
expressed to a still greater extent among the
working masses. ‘

The working class has roused the town petty-
bourgeoisie and the peasantry, by its activities
beginning from 1628, to the struggle against the
British imperialists and thus had a tremendous
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influence on the development of the people’s move-
ment in 1930-31.

The cvents of the last few months (the Bombay
demonstration against Gandhi, the Sholapur
strike, etc.) show that the process of drawing the
Indian proletariat into the economic and political
struggle, accompanied by its liberation from
the influence of the National Congress, is
growing, and in spite of the still existing
uneven character, is beginning more and more to
assume an all-Indian character.  All the facts
show that in most cases, the workers themselves
begin the strikes and that among the workers,
not only in Bombay, but also in other places, there
is growing a strata of active workers who are
capable not only of becoming the cement and the
leaders of a mass revolutionary trade union move-
ment, but can become, with energetic work carried
on the part of the Communists, the mass basis
of a strong, working class, illegal Indian Com-
munist Party.

Some comrades are inclined to think that the
working-class movement entered a period of
decline and depression as the result of the defeat
of the Bombay strike in 1929. Such a point of
view is entircly wrong. It is true that the defeat
of the strike (which occurred as the result of
the absence of a C.P. and neglect of the task of
spreading the strike to Ahmedabad and Sholapur),
the growth of unemployment in the first half of
1930, the terror of the employers and the police
and particularly the insufficient work of the
revolutionary wing of the trade union movement
had undoubtedly a bad effect on the position of
the G.K.U.*  But this does not at all justify
the theory of decline, because it was exactly in
the years 1930-31 that (1) there was a final
split of the Communist groups from ‘‘Left’’
national reformism and for the first time there
really commenced the formation of an illegal
Communist Party ; (2) the working masses took a
most active part in all political activities to the
point to open fights against the police and the
troops (Sholapur, etc.); (3) the backward sections
of the proletariat of the country (Bangalore,
Cawnpore, Baroda, etc.), who had been lagging
behind, began to be drawn in the struggle: (4)
a number of independent political activities of the
working masses took place, and the working
class, by its methods of struggle, put a specific
imprint on the whole mass movement. The
advanced sections of the proletariat commenced
an open struggle against the National Congress.
The historical demonstration of Bombay workers
on the day of Gandhi’s departure to London, and
the Sholapur demonstration of textile strikers, are

* “Girni Kamgar" (Red Flag) Union.—Ed.
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very remarkable instances of such a struggle,
against the influence of the National Congress.

The development of a spontaneous working-
class movement, the growth of the class-conscious-
ness of the proletariat most definitely refutes the
theory of reaction among the working masses, of
a decline of their fighting spirit, of the low level
of class-consciousness of the Indian proletariat
outside Bombay. Such theories merely show that
some comrades have not overcome their dis-
belief in the power of the working class, are
not in eontact with the workers outside Bombay,
and confuse the question of the literacy of the
workers, with the level of their class-conscious-
ness. These comrades have brought with them,
into the workers’ movement, the anti-prolctarian
bureaucratic organisational principles of the
National Congress, division into leaders and
masses, and practical disbelief in the strength of
the revolutionary rank and file, therefore they
cannot even explain the outbreak of spontaneous
economic strikes and the tremendous participation
of the working masses in the anti-imperialist
movement. This shows that many Communists
have net yet pondered the experience of the
end of 1927 and 1928, when the Bombay textile
workers very quickly kicked out the reformist
group of Joshi, to the astonishment of the revolu-
tionary leaders, and solidly came over to the plat-
form of the ‘‘Red Flag.”’

It may be stated accurately that in India ‘‘the
strength of the prescnt movement lies in the
awakening of the masses (chiefly the industrial
proletariat), and its weakness lies in the insuflicient
consciousness and initiative of the revolutionary
leaders’’ (Lenin).

The general picture of thc Communist move-
ment is not satisfactory. On the one hand there
is a tremendous unprecedented development of the
working-class movement. On the other hand,
the Communist Party still consists of a small
number (though the number is increasing) of weak
groups, often isolated from the masses, discon-
nected with each other, not politically united, and
in some places not clearly differentiated from
national reformism, adopting a conciliatory policy
towards it. Instead of a struggle for a united
all-Indian Communist Party, we find socialism,
provincialism, self-isolation from the masses, etc.,
which, though it could be understood to some
extent in 1930, now represents the main danger
to the revolutionary, proletarian movement.

The lagging behind of the Communist vanguard
must be rapidly and most decisively overcome.
This is the first and the most important task for
all those honest Communist revolutionaries who
stand by the platform of action of the C.P. of L.,
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and are faithful to the cause of the Indian and
world proletariat.

2. COMMUNISTS AND THE STRUGGLE FOR
INDEPENDENCE.

The biggest mistakc made by Indian Com-
munists consists in the fact that, in reality, they
stood aside from the mass movement of the people
against British imperialism. In spite of the fact
that the documents of the Communist movement
refer to this mistaken policy, no change has yet
taken place, and self-isolation from the struggle’
for independence still exists.

In June, 1930, one of the documents of the
Bombay organisation said :

‘‘We came to a position in Bombay when we
actually withdrew from the struggle and left it
entirely to the National Congress. We limited
our réle to that of a small group who sit aside
and issue . . . leallets occasionally. The resuit
was one which could have been expected; in
the minds of the workers there grew the opinion
that we are doing nothing and that the Congress
is the only organisation which is carrying on
the fight against imperialism and therefore
workers began to follow the lead of the
Congress . . .

*“The result of the policy of actual withdrawal
from the political struggle, lack of attempts to
lead thec masses, to organise them, to isolate
the reformist elements proved to be harmful in
regard to the growth of the C.P. itself.”

The self-isolation of the Communists from the
anti-imperialist mass struggle, alleged to be a
purely Congress movement, has created confusion
in the Communist ranks. It helped to increase
the disbelief in the strength of the proletariat and
the growth of its class-consciousness among
Communist-intellectuals. It has hindered the
development of the process of differentiation in
the revolutionary movement, has hindered the
isolotion of ‘‘Left’’ national-reformists from the
working masses, and objectively strengthened the
positions of the bourgeois National Congress.

The whole history of the Indian working-class
movement, however, proves that this is a most
dangerous error. At the dawn of the Indian
working-class movement, Lenin, estimating the
participation of the Bombay workers in the protest
demonstration against the arrest of Tilok (in 1go8)
wrote :

“In India also the proletariat has already
reached the point of a conscious political
struggle, and as this is the case, the days of
the Anglo-Czarist order in India are numbered.”
The movement of 1921-22, developing under the

influence of the Qctober revolution, showed a
further maturing of the proletariat.  Even the
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enemies of the revolutionary proletariat, such as
Gandhi, were compelled to admit (see ‘‘Young
India’’) that the workers of Bombay, Ahmedabad
and other towns came forward during this period
as a most active force, thereby frightening the
bourgeois National Congress terribly. But the
present period, which is developing under the
influence of the Chinese revolution, and the suc-
cessful construction of Socialism in the U.S.S.R.
(the Bombay strikes, the boycott obf the Simon
and Whitley Commissions, the Meerut trial, the
movement of 1930-31, the formation of the C.P.,
etc.), shows the gigantic extent of the working-
class movement, its further progress, and its
particular activity in the struggle for indepen-
dence. The whole history of .the working-class
movement decisively refutes those who do not
believe in the strength of the proletariat, and
its ability to fight for the leadership of the people’s
movement.

The bourgeois National Congress, deeply hos-
tile to the proletariat, distracting the workers and
peasants from the struggle against the capitalists
and landlords, has so far succeeded in maintain-
ing influence over considerably wide masses of
the workers. This can be explained, mainly, by
the fact that bourgeois national reformism has
cleverly made use of the hatred of the working
masses for British imperialism, and using this,
has been foisting on them a policy of internal class
peace concealed by ‘‘radical’’ phrases on the ‘‘joint
national struggle.”’

Thus the liberation of the proletariat from the
influence of the treacherous bourgeoisie, and its
couversion from an active political force into the
leading force with the hegemony of the people’s
movement can be brought about at present only
by the exposure of the bourgeois National Con-
gress and its ‘‘left’” wing, Bose, Kandalkar, Roy,
etc., as the betrayers of the struggle for indepen-
dence. It can be realised only if the Communist
Party takes a most energetic part in the struggle
for independence, on the basis of an irreconcilable
struggle against the nation:! reformists.

This participation in the anti-imperialist move-
ment is closely connected, and interwoven with the
energetic participation of Communists in the
everyday struggle for the economic interests of
the working masses, with the most energetic sup-
port, organisation and development of the peasant
struggle, the agrarian revolution and the attrac-
tion to their side of all rcvolutionary-democratic
elements who are prepared to struggle against
British imperialism.

The prerequisite for a correct policy for Com-
munists in the anti-imperialist movement is
definite, sharp, clear and uncompromising struggle
and exposure of the Natiouul Congress and
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especially the ‘‘Left’’ national-reformists, first of
all its special variety — the group of Roy-
Kandalkar.

However, while struggling against ‘‘left”
national reformism, it is incorrect to separate our-
selves from the mass movement of the people, who
appear to be under the leadership of the National
Congress. A distinction must be made between
the bourgeois Congress leadership and those sec-
tions of the workers, peasants and revolutionary
elements of the town petty-bourgeoisie, who, not
understanding the treacherous character of the
National Congress, followed it, correctly seeing
the basis of their slavery in the domination of
British imperialism.

The National Congress was able to preserve its
leadership over the masses of town poor, workers,
student youth, artisans, etc. (who participated in
a number of armed struggles with the police force
of British imperialism on their own initiative),
not by its positive political programme which con-
ceals its bourgeoisyfeudal contents under vague
‘“‘radical’’ promises, but only on the basis of assur-
ances of its loyalty to the independence movement,
utilising the hatred of the people toward blood-
thirsty robber imperialism and the still existing
illusions of a ‘‘united national front.”’

To isolate the National Congress and all the
‘“left’’ national reformists from the toiling masses,
to help the separation of the forces of revolution
and counter-revolution and establish the hege-
mony of the proletariat in the struggle of the
people, the: Indian Communists must take the
most energetic part in the anti-imperialist move-
ment and must be in the forefront in all activities,
demonstrations and clashes of the toiling masses
with the imperialists, coming forward as the
organisers of the mass struggle, openly exposing
everywhere and at all times, by concrete examples,
the treachery of the bourgeois National Congress
and its ‘‘left”” wing. It is necessary to partici-
pate in all mass demonstrations organised by the
Congress, coming forward with our own Com-
munist slogans and agitation ; to support all the
revolutionary student demonstrations, be at the
forefront in the clashes with the police, protesting
against all political arrests, etc., constantly
criticising the Congress leaders, cspecially “left”
ones, and calling on the masses for higher forms
of struggle, setting ever morc concretg and ever
more revolutionary tasks before them.

The experience of the Girni Kamgar Union con-
firms the correctness of this analysis. The
Kandalkar-Roy group was able to split the
(1. K.U., because (paying lip service of their
loyalty to the revolutionary struggle for indepen-
drnce) they appealed to the workers to support
the united national front, and urged the workers
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to join the bourgeois National Congress, describ-
ing it as a people’s organisation, thus helping it to
disorganise the revolutionary struggle of the toil-
ing masses. It was only by use of ‘‘anti-
imperialist’’ phrascology, utilising the hatred of
the working masses towards the imperialists, that
the national reformists were able to attract con-
siderable sections of the workers to their side.

But if the existence of ‘‘united national front”
illusions played its part in maintaining the
influence of the National Congress, the self-
isolation of the Communists objectively assisted
the reformists, and retarded the process of the
breaking away of the workers from the bourgeois
National Congress. The treacherous Roy-V.N.
Joshi-Kandalkar group tries to hide its counter-
revolutionary essence and its affiliation to the
National reformist camp, by the old and well-
known bourgeois method of charging the Com-
munists with ultra-radicalism and sectarianism.

This charge of sectarianism is nothing but
slander of the Communists for their Bolshevist
irreconcilability to national reformism, for their
revolutionary hatred of the imperialist and feudal
svstem of exploitation, for their persistent and
continuous preparation and mobilisation of the
toiling masses for the revolutionary overthrow of
imperialist rule.

The treacherous Roy-Kandalkar group, in their
appeal to the Trade Union Congress in Calcutta,
in the leaflet issued in Bombay against Bradley
and the Meerut prisoners, by their condemnation
of the position ef the revolutionary wing at the
Nagpur Congress of trade unions, and the
organisation of a reactionary bloc with the Joshi-
Giri-Bokhale group, their disruptive work on the
railroads, their struggle against the general strike,
and the platform of action of the C.P.IL., etc.,
only prove unce more that they are agents of the
bourgeoisie in the labour movement, that they are
carrying on a policy of subordination of the work-
ing class to the bourgeoisie, that they are hinder-
ing the differentiation and break of the toiling
masses with national reformism, and disorganis-
ing the revolutionary struggle of the workers and
peasants for independence, land and bread.

Pledging their support to the Comintern in
phrases, the Roy-Kandalkar-Joshi group are the
worst cnemies of the international revolutionary
proletariat and the Indian anti-imperialist and
agrarian revolution in deeds.

The conclusion to draw from this is: that the
formation of an All-Indian Communist Party, the
isolation of the national reformists, and the
development of the pcople’s revolution under the
leadership of the proletariat, can only be achieved
when the Comntunists determinedly liquidate their
self-isolation from the anti-imperialist struggle of
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the masses. It can only be achieved when the Com-
munists show that the C.P. is the leader of the
toiling masses and the only leader of the anti-
imperialist and agrarian revolution in praclice,
as the vanguard of the masses, showing the way
of revolutionary struggle, sharply and mercilessly-
exposing and struggling against the National
Congress and its ‘‘Leflt” wing.

From this point of vicw, the Communists must
also sharply combat all ideas of those comrades
who unconsciously arrive at self-isolation from the
mass anti-imperialist struggle through their
desire to preserve the cadres, to gain time for
building the Party.

Such a line is harmful and shortsighted. The
preservation of cadres, the guarantce of continuity
and the formation of an illegal Party is an
extremely necessary task. However, the fulfil-
ment of it must not be achieved through self-
isolation from the anti-imperialist struggle, but
only by the correct combination of illegal and legal
methods of work, organisation, and the most
energetic drawing of workers into our ranks, and
developing of new cadres from workers and trust-
worthy revolutionary youth.

3. THE STRUGGLE AGAINST THE NATIONAL
CONGRESS AND THE PETTY-BOURGEOISIE.

The increase of the dissatisfaction of wide
masses with the policy of the National Congress
(negotiations in London, etc.), directly connected
with the deepening of the crisis, the offensive of
imperialism, and the further revolutionising of
the toiling masses, has compelled the leaders of
the National Congress to follow the path of
new ‘‘Left’” manoeuvres to strengthen their
influence. Very characteristic in this connection
is the fact that the ‘‘Left’’ national reformists
(Bose, etc.) have again raised the question of
their readiness to create a separate organisation
of ‘‘Lefts’’ and have begun to ‘‘criticise’’ the
participation of the National Congress in the
Round Table Confcrence, etc. (see his speech at
the Conference of the Youth in Maharaster). All
this is done in order to once more fool the masses,
and organise, if necessary, a ‘‘safety valve’’ like
the former League of Independence to give an
outlet for the dissatisfaction of the masses. These
manoeuvres of the bourgeoisie show the process
of ferment and disappointment which is spreading
among the toiling masses, and confirms the
correctness of the platform of action of the C.P.I.
which speaks of the necessity of the sharpest
differentiation, criticism and exposure of ‘‘Left’’
national reformism, including its foremost detach-
ment, the group of Roy, as the necessary pre-
requisite for the mobilisation of the toiling masses
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for a revolutionary struggle and the creation of a
mass C.P.

Struggling against the bourgeois National Con-
gress, some comrades mistakenly identify the
bourgeoisie with the petty-bourgeoisie, mechanic-
ally contrasting the ‘‘class’’ interests of the prole-
tariat with the independence movement as a
wholc; while other Communists, fighting against
this mistaken conception, forget about the bour-
geoisie, forget about the instability, the waverings
and hesitations of the petty-bourgeoisie, and
somctimes in practice join with or follow the
latter, thus objectively subordinating the prole-
tariat to the leadership of the national bourgeoisie.

For example, it was a mistake when the leaders
of the trade union movement stated (see ‘‘Bombay
Chronicle) that the split in Caicutta is a matter
for the workers, only affccts the trade union
movement, is only connected with the economic
struggle and has no connection whatsoever with

the ‘‘patriotic’’ feelings of the nationalists. The
struggle, against the bhourgeoisie, inside the

working class, is of decisive importance for the
whole of the anti-imperialist movement.  The
split and issues raised in Calcutta are also an
important stage in the anti-imperialist struggle,
and the differentiation of the forces of revolution
and counter-revolution. The organisation of an
All-India centre of the trade union movement,
based on the principles of the class struggle, must
serve, in spite of the mistakes made, not only for
the class consolidation of the proletariat, but must
also help in the mobilisation of the peasantry and
the revolutionary strata of the petty-bourgeoisie
cround the proletariat and its Communist van-
guard. To do this it is also necessary to dis-
tinguish between the revolutionary patriotism of
the toiling: masses, suffering from national oppres-
sion and the treacherous counter-revolutionary
pseudo - patriotism of the bourgeoisie. We
must learn to prove that that portion of the trade
union Congress which followed Bose, Kandalkar,
Roy and Co. has carried on and is carrying on a
struggle against the ‘‘patriotism,’’ against the
anti-imperialist fight of the revolutionary people.
Those who separate the class interests of the
proletaria® from the struggle for independence in
practice drive the toiling masses and the revolu-
tionary sections of the petty-bourgeoisie into the
arms of the National Congress and the ‘‘Left”
wing, strengthen the position of the bourgeoisie,
instead of rellying the toiling masses around the
Communist Party and fighting for the hegemony
of the proletariat.

A mistake of an opposite character is the state-
ment of some ~omrades that the anti-imperialist
movement of 1930-31 can be described as a move-
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ment of the town petty-bourgeoisic. From the
viewpoint of these comrades, the proletariat and
peasantry as the basic forces of the Indian revolu-
tion disappear, and the counter-revolutionary
bourgeoisie with its influence over the masses (still
great) is forgotten. The tactics of the Com-
munists are adapted as a result to the town petty-
bourgeoisie and hence criticism of the National
Congress and the ‘‘Left’’ national reformists is
toned down. Among the supporters of this view
there arose at the end of 1930, under the influence
of the waverings of the town petty-bourgeoisie, a
theory of ‘‘reaction’’ in the working-class move-
ment (see ‘‘Railwayman,’” November, 1930). This
theory incorrectly explained the situation of 1930
and would be wrong for the present period. Is
it correct as ‘‘Railwayman’’ states, that the work-
ing class in 1930 came into motion under the
influence of the dissatisfied petty-bourgeoisie and
fell under its leadership? It is not.

In 1928-29 the proletariat by its strikes, its
struggle against the Simon and Whitley Commis-
sions, its revolutionary position at the Nagpur
T.U. Congress, etc., aroused the petty-bourgeoisie
to the anti-imperialist struggle. In 1930 the most
active element in all mass actions in the towns
(Bombay, Sholapur, Calcutta, Madras, etc.) was
the working class. In many cases the advanced
sections of the workers spontaneously took the
initiative into their hands, drawing the students
and the city poor to their side (Calcutta, etc.).
Therefore, to underestimate the growth of the
revolutionary consciousness and activity of the
working class, to claim that it was an appendage
of the petty-bourgeoisie, means in reality to fail
to see its process of development, to lag at the
tail end of events, give up the idea of forming a
mass Communist Party and blame the workers
for their (some of the revolutionary leaders) own
pessimism, shortsightedness and inability to
organise the struggle of the working class.
Depicting the petty-bourgeoisie as the leading
force in 1930 and construing a theory of ‘‘reac-
tion,” the authors of the article made a mistake,
in the sense that they gloss over the question of
the treachery of the national bourgeoisie, which
succeeded, in 1930, in leading the petty-bour-
geoisie, and a considerable portion of these
sections of workers and peasants, who, for the
first time, were drawn into the independence move-
ment. By stating that the working class was
following the petty-bourgeoisie, the authors of
the article unconsciously help to conceal the bour-
geois character of the National Congress, identify
the petty-bourgeoisie with the bourgeoisie and in
reality hinder the exposure of the natlonal
reformists—objectively helping to spread the
harmful theorv of the necessity of toning down
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criticism of the National Congress, so as not to
frighten away the masses who follow it.

Actually what the author of the article entitled
‘‘reaction’’ meant was that among the workers
there was a growing discontent with the treacher-
ous policy of the National Congress, that the
illusions of the ‘‘united national front’’ had begun
to disappear, and a drift of the masses from
the National Congress had commenced. The
absencte of the C.P. hinders this process and makes
it possible for the enemies of the working class
to bring demoralisation into the ranks ‘of the
proletariat. It is from this point of view, without
throwing responsibility for the mistakes of the
revolutionary leaders on to the workers, that we
should attentively consider the counter-revolution-
ary speech of Ruikar, and the resolution adopted
by the Nagpur textile trade union in January,
1932. Speaking of the growing disbelief of the
workers in the leaders of the National Congress,
Ruikar called on the workers not to support any
political party whatever, but to only carry on an
economic struggle, and persuaded the Nagpur
textile union to pass a resolution not to take any
further part in the national movement and restrict-
ing themselves merely to the trade union struggle.
(*“B.C.,"" January 14th.)

These facts testify to the drifting of the
masses from the National Congress and the
treacherous work of the national reformists
Kandalkar-Ruikar-Roy, once more confirm
the harmfulness and the danger of the
theory of ‘‘reaction,’’ which is linked up with
self-isolation from the anti-imperialist struggle
and lack of faith in the working class.  Self-
isolation from the anti-imperialist struggle aids
the work of all the agents of imperialism, who
are trying to detract workers from the political
struggle, and disorganise their ranks, especially
at this moment when millions of peasants are
being drawn in, when dissatisfaction and dis-
appointment with the National Congress is grow-
ing, when the class character and treachery of
the National Congress, in the struggle for inde-
pendence, and the interests of the peasantry,
becomes clearer.

In close connection with the mistakes exposed
above we find the underestimation of the danger
of ‘‘Left’’ national reformism and an insufficient
struggle against it. In all the statements of the
Communists (leaflet for the Karachi National Con-
gress, etc.), the question of the ‘‘Lefts’ and their
special function and rdle was not raised. A
struggle is carried on against persons but the
‘‘programme,’’ manoeuvres and nature of ‘‘Left’’
national reformism is not exposed. Such a mis-
take was made also at the Trade Union Congress
in Calcutta. But it is not accidental that the
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‘“‘Left’” national reformists are hastening 1o cover
themselves  with “‘socialist” armour and the
renegade Roy swears devotion to the Comintern.
The -“‘Lefts’’ will come more and more to the
forefront, cspecially the Roy group, whose par-
ticular task is to carry on disintegrating work
among the proletarian vanguard. The position
of the comrades who tried to secure unity with
Kandalkar was entirely wrong, because instead
of raising questions of principle (the struggle
against national reformism), they raised the ques-
tion of persons, forgetting that the positions of
groups and persons always reflect the interests
of definite classes, and thus these comrades have
been objectively helping the National Congress.
The point of view of those comrades who think
that criticism of the ‘‘Left’’ national reformists
in the trade unions will lead to the isolation of
the C.P. is wrong. On the contrary, if criticism
is taken to thc masses, the Communists will only
strengthen their influence and win over the masses
to their programme. We must hold the ‘‘Left”
national reformists to their words, and expose
their phrases appealing to the people, before the
masses by comparing them with their deeds, show-
ing that the first and smallest test was the fact
that, instead of fighting against the imperialists,
they went to the Round Table Conference ; instead
of helping the peasants they helped the imperial-
ists to collect taxes; and now they are dis-
organising the no-rent movement; instead of
supporting the workers they sabotage the general
strike ; instead of a revolutionary struggle they
preach conter-revolutionary non-violence and
submission ; instead of supporting the revolution-
ary workers they split the Trade Union Congress
in Calcutta and made an agreement with the
Joshi and Giri group, the open agents of the
imperialists, etc. Therefore, we must consider as
incorrect the fact that the proletarian revolution-
aries,  while struggling against the national
reformists at the Calcutta T.U. Congress, did not
come out simultaneously with a special declaration
against the Sen-Gupta group, thereby hindering
the differentiation and the struggle against
national reformism. The struggle against
national reformism, and still more against its
dangerous variety (the Roy-Kandalkar-V.N.
Joshi group) serves as a base, and is connected
with the overcoming of two incorrect points of
view which have appeared in the process of the
formation of the Communist movement. One
of these consists in passive resistance to the ex-
tensive recruiting of revolutionary workers into
the ranks of the Party.  The other consists in
glossing over the class character of the Com-
munist Party. It is wrong to propose to the
revolutionary petty-bourgeois organisations to.
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fuse with the Communist Party. An alliance of
the proletariat with the peasantry is the basis of
the strategy of the Indian C.P., but while fighting
for the leadership of the anti-imperialist and the
general peasant struggle, we must not for a
moment forget the separate organisation of the
town and village proletariat, and the formation
of a completely independent class Party—the Com-
munist Party. While fighting in alliance with
the pcasantry, the Indian proletariat must pre-
serve its class independence; this is the only
guarantee, not only that it will be able to ensure
its hegemony (if a Communist Party exists) in
‘the general national movement, but that it will
be able to draw the majority of the oppressed
peasantry, after the overthrow of the power of the
imperialists, with it in the struggle for socialism.

4- THE PEASANTS AND THE NON-PAYMENT OF
TaxEs MOVEMENT.

The tremendous growth of the peasant move-
ment, taking on the character of guerilla warfare
in some districts, the struggle in the United Pro-
vinces, etc., was the main reason compelling the
National Congress to move more and more to the
right, against the revolutionary people, conceal-
ing its actions by ‘‘Left’’ manoeuvres. The
National Congress has retarded the ‘‘no-rent and
no-taxes’’ movement in every way for one and a
half years, and helped the British imperialists to
collect taxes and debts from the peasants. Now,
stating that it sympathises with the non-payment
movement in words, it continues to carry on dis-
organisational counter-revolutionary work against
it in reality.

The present ‘‘no-renc and no-tax’’ movement
bears a spontaneous character. The task of the
Communists at the present time is : following the
policy as outlined in the platform of action of the
C.P.1., to actually start the organisation of a mass
movement for the non-payment of taxes, rent and
debts, drawing all revolutionary democratic ele-
ments into this campaign, and giving it the anti-
imperialist character of the struggle for indepen-
dence. Only in this way. proving by concrete
examples how the ‘‘radical’’ words of the National
Congress differ from their disorganising actions,
will it be possible to isolate the national reformists
and develop a powerful peasant movement.
Resides direct agitational and organisational work
by the Party and the utilisation of the industrial
workers connected with the villages, it is neces-
sary to call on the revolutionary elements of the
rank and file (followers of the National Congress;
the youth leagues; the peasan! organisations,
etc.), to undertake the organisation of a nation-
wide movement for the non-payment of taxes and
rent, in spite of the National Congress and over
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its head, organising peasant committees, self-
defence groups, and establishing contact with the
town workers.

It is incorrect to oppose the slogan of the
general strike to the mass movement for non-
payment of taxes and debts, civil disobedience,
and the boycott. = While supporting this mass
movement, the Communists must win the leader-
ship of it, and exposing the treachery of the
National Congress by concrete example,. develop
and guide it into genuinely revolutionary channels.

5. THE SLOGAN OF THE GENERAL STRIKE AND THE
STRUGGLE FOR THE MAJORITY OF THE PROLETARIAT.

At the end of 1930 some revolutionists (see
article of ‘‘Railwayman’’) took a negative attitude
to the slogan of the general strike. These com-
rades ‘‘explained’’ their negative attitude by
claiming that the workers were not yet sufficiently
class-conscious and that most of the trade unions
opposed this slogan.

The basis for this position was an incorrect
estimation of the general situation, lack of faith
in the strength of the working class, and con-
fusion on the question of the tactical tasks of
Communists.

The objective situation of 1930, and at present,
shows that the slogan of a general strike was and
is timely, corresponds to the relationship of class
forces, and is one of the basic uniting slogans for
the next stage of the struggle of the working
class for hegemony in the people’s movement.

The author of the article confused the question
of the slogan of the general strike as a tactical
line for the Communists, with the question of the
date for calling the strike, which depends on a
number of concrete factors. We must not, under
the excuse of disagreement with the fixing of a
date for the strike, carry on a struggle against
the tactical line of the revolutionary proletariat.
““To consider the mood of the workers is impor-
tant when choosing the moment of action, but not
for deciding the tactical line of action, of the
working class’’ (Lenin).

It is also incorrect to consider the slogan of a
general strike according to the attitude of the
trade union leaders. The majority of the Indian
trade unions are bureaucratic, non-mass organisa-
tions, acting against the interests of the working
masses, without contact with them. At the pre-
sent time, the strength of these reformist trade
unions is the result of the poor activity of the
proletarian revolutionaries, of disorganisation in
the workers’ ranks, and the fact that the national
reformists utilise the anti-imperialist sentiment
of the working class. It is useful to recollect the
experience of Bombay in 1928 and the rapid break-
ing up of the textile ‘‘Union’’ of Joshi and Co.
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When considering the slogan of the general
strike we must not mistake the attitude of the
reformist leaders for the real sentiments of the
working class. This is a gross error.

In order to break down the disorganising
influence and work of the reformists, it was neces-
sary not to withdraw the slogan of the general
strike, but on the contrary transfer the struggle
for it to the rank and file, to the masses, exposing
the reformists and organising the workers.

The events of the last few months (the increase
of strikes, the growing demand of the railway-
men for a railway strike, the growth of unemploy-
ment and poverty, resistance to the terror of the
imperialists, etc.) show that support for the slogan
of the general strike is increasing. The task of
Communists is to come forward in deeds not in
words as initiators of the struggle of the workers.
To start to organise strike committees, composed
of rank and file workers and using the assistance
of all revolutionary democratic organisations
(youth leagues, rank and file revolutionaries at
present deceived by the National Congress) and
thus mobilising all forces, over the head of the
reformist trade union leaders, developing the
strike movement, especially on the railways, and
by means of them, linking them up with political
demands, leading the masses to the general
political strike. We greet the fact that Indian
workers, as stated in the ‘‘Railway Mazdoor,’’ are
beginning this task. The general strike is of
historic importance for the development of the
revolutionary movement and the conversion of the
proletariat into the leading force, mobilising the
peasants and the city poor around it. It will
deliver the first powerful blow at the power of the
imperialists — bringing the revolutionary people
right up to the highest form of struggle, the
revolutionary uprising.

The development of the strike movement places
the task of forming mass trade unions, and factory
committees, before the Communists and the
necessity of combining the battles for the every-
day interests with the political struggle.  The
revolutionary T.U. movement has registered a
number of individual successes, like the strikes
at Sholapur and Bombay, the calling of a confer-
ence of textile workers with the participation of
400 delegates from 60 factories, the strengthening
of its position among the railwaymen, the growth
of the workers’ press, etc.

However, the weakness of the G.K.U., the loss
of the leadership of the strike at the ‘‘Madhowji
Dbaramsi’’ factory, the loss of the leadership in
the tramway union, etc., also show that the
Communists disdain the everyday work in the
factories and trade unions, do not build up groups
of active workers, do not form Communist frac-
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tions, do not carry on sufficient everyday organisa-
tional and agitational work. It is only by leading
and defending the interests of the workers in
large and small struggles constantly and every
day, in attack and defence, that the Communist
Party can win the unshakable confidence of the
working class and lead it to the decisive battle
against the exploiting classes.

It is time to get rid of bad traditions in the
trade unions (the traditions of bureaucratic
methods of work from above, the division into
leaders and rank and file) and to start to form
mass trade unions with elected management com-
mittees, consisting of workers from the bench,
regularly functioning and in comtact with the
working masses, boldly promoting workers, sup-
porting them and in every way developing their
initiative and self-reliance.

We must carry on energetic work among the
workers who follow the reformist trade unions.
It is a great mistake to continue the practice of
self-isolation from workers’ meetings, and the
mass trade unions which are under the influence
of the reformists. Communists must always take
part in them and carry on work among the
workers, urging them to join the united fighting
front of the proletariat.

During strikes and other economic and political
actions of the workers, it is necessary to propose
to the workers who follow the reformists to help
the general struggle, take part in the rank and
file unity committees, defend the workers’
demands, etc., and thus fight for the unity of the
workers, not in words, but in deeds, exposing the
reformists at the same time.

At the same time, it is necessary to change the
passive attitude of Communists to the question
of the All-Indian trade union movement and
repudiate the special theory that ‘‘the trade union
Congress is not living and concrete for the
workers.”’ In this, as in the other questions,
lack of faith is shown in the working class and
local tasks are counterposed to all-Indian tasks,
the G.K.U. is counterposed to the trade union
Congress.

Such counterposing is very harmful. While
developing our activity a hundred times for
strengthening the G.K.U. and converting it into
an all-Indian textile union (including Sholapur,
Ahmedabad, Nagpur, etc.), it is necessary to com-
pletely do away with a negative attitude towards
the all-Indian trade union movement, and begin
to form mass trade unions all over the country,
in the coal, steel and jute industry, the plantations
and the railroads, attracting the workers of the
reformist trade unions to our side.

After the split of the Calcutta trade union con-
gress, the revolutionary wing did nothing to form
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a mass trade union movement, while the national
reformists are carrying on a ‘‘unity’’ campaign
(i.e., disorganisation of the revolutionary prole-
tariat), organised a number of all-Indian cam-
paigns (‘‘Labour Day,’’ etc.), formed a textile
federation, seized the initiative on the railroads,
formed provincial trade union councils, etc.
Even now the revolutionary trade union move-
ment is in a position to send a number of groups
of active workers to various centres in the
country so as to start work among the rank and
file workers. Only by boldly promoting workers
and tested revolutionary Communist intellectuals
into the leadership, starting rcal work and aban-
doning a number of mistakes explained above—
only in this way will the Communists be able to
start the organisation of the proletariat and
develop the struggle for the hegemony of the
working class in the people’s movement.

6. THE STRUGGLE FOR AN ALL-INDIAN PaRrTY.

The biggest gain of the proletarian movement,
the greatest move forward is the fact that the
advanced workers and revolutionaries have
entirely separated from the National Congress
and commenced to form an illegal Communist
Party. The idea of an illegal C.P. has already
been adopted and is beginning to be carried out.

However, the development of the Indian Com-
munist movement is being blocked by the state
of discord, the separate existence of the Party
groups, a number of mistakes connected with it
and enumerated above, without overcoming
which, the movement cannot normelly develop
further,

If the period of isolated circles might have
been considered inevitable in 1930 and the begin-
ning of 1931, such a position must be considered
as extremely harmful and dangerous to the
further development of the Communist move-
ment at the present time.

The movement has now reached a stage of
development when it is absolutely necessary to
raise the standard of struggle for an All-Indian
Communist Party resolutely and firmly, for unit-
ing and welding together all the Communist
groups, for the organisational and ideological
unity of the Communist ranks, utilising and
developing the initiative from below to form and
develop new local groups and organisations at
the same time.

Hence it must be recognised that the Party
organisation has not carried out a correct policy ;
instead of a struggle for the Party, it has, in
reality, taken the line of provincialism. Instead
of helping the local groups, it has taken up the
position of self-limitation, and reducing the whole
Party merely to a local organisation, not linked
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up with other local organisations. Instead of
rousing and organising the ideological strugyle
for the Party, widely explaining and discussing all
the questions of principle of the movement (for
which purposc it is necessary to create an illegal
printed organ of the Central Committee and legal
newspapers in the shortest possible time), the
Party organisation was not even able to continue
publication of the legal Marxist paper of all-
Indian importance. The absence of such illegal
and lcgal papers (and their substitution by the
trade union press does not improve the position)
not only drove all disagreements deep inside,
hindering the working out of a united Party line,
but it played a great negative rble in the forma-
tion of the Communist Party, strengthening of
contact hetween the various districts, develop-
ment of the class struggle against the imperialists
and the bourgeoisie, and winning the workers
and the revolutionary youth to the Communist
Party.  Revolutionary newspapers are appecar-
ing everywhecre in the country (in Calcutta,
Madras, Punjab, etc.), trying to preach Marxism
and defend the proletarian point of view. How-
ever, the absence of an illegal fand a legal)
Party press makes it exceedingly difficult to
influence them, to struggle against confusion,
discord and gross mistakes, hinders the working
out of a united Communist line and the establish-
ment of unity of views and methods of struggle.
It is necessary to clearly understand the teach-
ings of Lenin on the rble of a central Party
paper as an agitator and organiser of the masses
and the Party. This is particularly important
for the present period of the Indian Communist
movement.

A psychology of provincialism has developed in
the circles and refusal to work on an
All-Indian scale. On all questions which were
of All-Indian importance (the All-Indian Trade
Union Movement, the general strike on the rail-
roads, the peasant struggle, the movement for
the non-payment of rent and taxes, the Round
Table Conference, the jute strike, etc.), the Com-
munist groups proved unable to rise above the
provincial horizon. They did not see the general
task and the All-Indian scale of the struggle,
which in its turn, led them to narrow down their
tasks, on the spot, in their provinces. In prac-
tice, they completely cleared the All-Indian arena
for the national reformists, who took the initia-
tive in the organisation (i.e., in reality disorgan-
isation) of the railroad movement, the textile
federation, the united front campaign, the work

among the miners and metal workers of
Jamshedpur, etc. Abandonment of the All-
Indian arena, selfsolation, for instance,

inability of revolutionary leaders of the Bombay
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workers to give assistance to the jute strike in
Calcutta, ctc., in practice leads to the strengthen-
ing of the influence of the bourgeoisie, hinders
the formation of the C.P., prevents the winning
of the hegemony in the struggle of the people
by the working class, leads to the loss of initiative
in all questions whatsoever (in the struggle for
the trade union congress, preparations for the
railway strike, etc.).

Provincialism and discord is also shown in the
fact that the G.K.U. alone is made to take the
place of the All-Indian trade union movement.
In practice this leads to the fact that the Com-
munist groups voluntarily leave the All-Indian
arena and objectively play into the hands of the
bourgeoisie. and the imperialists.

The existence of the Party as a number of
isolated groups brings about complaints that
there are no forces, no comrades available, that
it is imoossible to cope with the great tasks
facing the revolutionary movement. Hence we
often find passivity, despondency, mutual dis-
putes, deviations of all kinds, sectarianism and
an opportunist attitude to national reformism, in
which the possibility of splits, on an unprincipled
basis, becomes very great. However, this com-
plaint of the absence of forces is contradicted by
thousands of facts of every-day life which show
that among the workers and the revolutionary
youth there are thousands of active fighters sym-
pathetic to the C.P.

It is necessary to come forward decisively for an
All-Indian C.P. While increasing a hundred-
fold local work (especially in Calcutta, etc.), it
is necessary at the same time to move the centre
of gravity of Party work somewhat to the All-
Indian activity, and begin to build the Party,
carrying on the struggle for a common political
line, creating a network of local Party organisa-
tions, developing the sense of responsibility,
Party feeling and discipline, encouraging local
initiative and courageously drawing workers and
those revolutionary intellectuals who are true to
the working class cause into our ranks. Such
a change will not weaken, but on the contrary
will make the local activity, contacts and agita-
tion, stronger and more stable. It is necessary
to build and extend Party organisations every-
where, encouraging local initiative.  The
strength of the Communist Party is determined
by the degree of its contact with the wide
masses, above all with the proletariat. The only
correct form of organisation to secure this con-
tact, and the fighting ability of the Party is the
system of factory cells. Particularly in India,
under conditions of terror and ocomparatively
high concentration of the proletariat, the forma-
tion of factory cells is absolutely essential
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obligatory and highly important task of the
Party. It is necessary to get in touch with, and
draw in all active industrial workers, because
that is the chief guarantec of successful building
ol an illegal Communist Party, able to withstand
the terror and lead the struggle of the working
class. It is essential to arrange propagandist
circles, short courses, etc., at the same time,
to develop and teach the active workers
the elemental essentials of Marxism, helping
them in every way into active Party work as
organisers and leaders of working class struggles
and Party organisations. The Communist groups
were also unable to properly combine legal and
illegal forms of work. In some districts, follow-
ing the correct position of the platform of action
of the C.P.I. that under present conditions the
C.P.I. can exist only as an illegal Party, the
Communists have not been able to ensure the
formation and normal existence of illegal organ-
isations and leading organs.

It must be thoroughly realised (and this will
determine how seriously and consistently the
Communists stand by the illegal Party and the
revolutionary struggle) that the leading organs
of the Party, and the kernel of the Party organ-
isations, must be in an illegal position, and that
mixing the conspirative and open apparatus of
the Party organisation is fatal to the Party, and
plays into the hands of Government provocation.
While developing the illegal organisation in
every way, measures must be taken for preserv-
ing and strengthening the conspirative ‘kernel of
the Party organisation. For the purpose of all
kinds of open activity (in the press, meetings,
leagues, trade unions, etc.), special groups and
commissions, etc., should be formed which,
working under the leadership of Party committees,
should under no circumstance injure the exist-
ence of illegal cells. .

To sum up: the slogan of an All-Indian illegal,
centralised Communist Party, ideologically
and organisationally united, a true section
of the Comintern, fighting for the platform
of action of the C.P.I. and the programme
of the Communist International must become the
central slogan for gathering and forming the
Party; and for the struggle against waverings,
against the tendency of maintaining isolated
circles, against toning down the struggle against
national reformism and opportunist sectarianism,
all of which hinder the victory of the’ working
class.

CONCLUSION.

The international situation is becoming more
and more acute. Japanese imperialism is carry-
ing on war in China and, together with a number
of imperialist States, is preparing its division
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and complete subjugation. It meets the resist-
ance of U.S.A., which is striving to strengthen
and widen its 1mpenahst position in China by
way of reducing the share of the other imperialist
robbers and increased exploitation of the Chinese
masses. The military offensive, the war of the
imperialist States against the U.S.S.R., the first
working class republic, which has the sympathy
of the revolutionary proletariat and the oppressed
colonial masses of the world—is fast approach-
tng. British imperialism is once more trying to
utilise India, as in the world war, to supply,
reinforcements for its army, use its raw materials,
and make it into a strategic basis for thc war
against the U.S.S.R. and the revolutionary
peoples of the East. The Indian bourgeoisie is
once more betraying and selling the revolutionary
people for a mess of pottage.

In the approaching deadly struggle between
world imperialism and the proletarian State—the
role of the Indian Communists is enormous. The
Indian anti-impcrialist and agrarian revolution
can deliver a death-blow at British imperialism
and thus hasten the complete destruction of
capitalism throughout the world and guarantee
the victory of the world revolution. The C.P. of
India occupies a responsible sector of the world
revolution.  And for this struggle the Indian
Communists must prepare in a truly Bolshevik
manner,

At the present time, the tasks are exception-
ally difficult.  But for the Indian Communists
there is no other revolutionary way to solve these
tasks than the Bolshevist way, that is: With

INTERNATIONAL

the maximum of enecrgy, tenacity and consist-
ency, following the Marxian-Leninist theory and
practice, to undertake, in spite of difficulties,
individual failure and defeats, the fulfilment of
these tasks and the most important of them—the
creation of a true Communist Party.

There can be no greater crime than if the
Indian Communists (having their platform of
action of the C.P.I. and agreeing with the present
letter) instead of struggle for the great historical
aims of the Indian and world proletariat, follow
the path of unprincipled factional struggle,
fractions and personal groupings. Unprincipled
factional struggle will play into the hands of the
British imperialists.  True Communist groups
must put the interests of the proletariat above
everything clse, direct all their efforts towards
the rapid formation of the Communist Party,
settling all questions of dispute within the frame-
work of the Communist International and if
neccssary with its assistance.

The Communists of the whole world do not
doubt that, in spite of their present weakness,
inexperience and partial isolation, the Indian Com-
munists will show sufficient Bolshevist firmness,
courage and decisiveness to enter the wide All-
Indian arca of struggle for the Party—the leader
and organiser of the Indian revolution.

Central Committee of the Communist Party of
China.

Central Committee of the Communist Party of
Great Britain.

Central Committee of the Communist Party of
Germany.
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THE MINERS’ STRIKE IN CZECHO-SLOVAKIA AND
ITS LESSONS

HE Central Committec of the Czecho-

Slovakian Communist Party mect on the 19th
and 20th of March, 1932. In the resolution
unanimously adopted it was said that:

‘‘In the recent period the Party and the Red
Unions were better able than hitherto to lead
the opposition in the factories against the
offensive of the employers.  To-day, however,
the attacks of the capitalists enter on a new
stage; they are making a simultaneous frontal
attack upon huge scctions of the workers,
whole branches of industryv. This, and the
successful development of the small strikes,
calls for the transition to big mass struggles
and strikes. The success of this task depends
upon the further development of our influence
in the factories.”’

The Central Committee was led to this con-
clusion by the following train of thought which
was given expression in the reports and discus-
sion in the committee.

The Party was successful in securing a some-
what significant success among the unemployed,
by ecstablishing a broad united front movement
of the unemployed under its undisputed leader-
ship. It developed —particularly in the Car-
pathian Ukraine—a broad and keen mass move-
ment of the small peasants against Czechish
imperialism.  In many branches of industry
(building workers, land labourcrs), it led a great
number of small, and in the majority of instanccs,
successful local strikes. But the decisive short-
coming of the mass resistance against the
capitalist offensive, organised by the Party, was
the absence of any big strike movements in the
principal important jndustries. There the resist-
ance in the first stage was in the form of guerilla
warfare, of small fights. Action in individual
factories, demonstrations outside the factories,
short demonstrative strikes—this was the form of
the development of the struggle, in the course of
which the Communists and the Red Trade Unions
fought slowly and stubbornly to develop the faith
of the working masses in bigger struggle by
means of the defence also of the smallest day-to-
day interests of the workers. For the rest, this
form of struggle also accorded with the
form of the capitalist offensive ; for in the majority
of instances the employers did not give notice to
end the collective agreements. They abandoned
the higher cost of living increase, individually
reduced the agreed wage-rates, enormously
increascd the measures of rationalisation, gave

notice  to individual  workers, and
carried through the dismissals.

In the recent period, with the rapid develop-
ment of the crisis, the employers’ offensive also
proceeded at a faster rate.  The capitalists went
over to a great frontal attack ; they terminated
the agreements for whole sections of the workers ;
there was a setting aside of wage-rates and mass
dismissals in whole sections.  The old form of
resistance no longer answered to the requirements
of the situation. It the Communist Party is to
win the confidence of the masses in the revolu-
tionary way out of the crisis, it must defend the
interests ol the masses by a great strugple
against the capitalist attempts to seck a solution
of the crisis by means of a fearful impoverishment
of the working masses. The position imperious]y
demanded the transition from guerilla warfare in
the factories to the organisation of mass strikes.

On the other hand the guerilla warfare pre-
supposed the solution of this task.  For only
through a number of small struggles can the
Communists harness the masses, raise their selt-
consciousness and persuade them that the Com-
munists not only are able correctly to estimate
the situation and to show the perspectives, but
also that they arc able enecrgetically and success-
fully to lead the daily struggle of the workers.

For these reasons the Central Committee put
forward the transition to mass strikes, and par-
ticularly the organisation of the miners’ strike,
as the vital question. This happened on March
2oth. On March 23rd the great miners’ strike
began.

gradually

® o *

The prerequisite of a successful development
of the great miners’ strike against the will of the
Social-Fascist leaders and in spite of ‘the raging
terror of the State apparatus was a number of
small strikes, which had been already organised
in all important districts under the leadership of
the Party and the Red Unions since last autumn.
Already in November of last year, in the Northern
Bohemian mining district a broad movement was
organised for the payment of the cost-of-living
increase—abandoned by the emplovers.  This
demand at that time brought the masses for the
most part into action. The correct tactic of pro-
letarian united front was employed. A broad
united front conference was organised and a
United Area Committee elected, in which a
number of Reformist factory committees and
functionaries of the Reformist trade union groups
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were represented. In December there was organ-
ised in the pits a number of short demonstra-
tive strikes to demand piayment of the cost-of-
living increase, in which more than half the
workers involved participated. At the State pits
the action was successful in getting. the cost-of-
living increase granted. And it was preciscly
this wave of small fights and also the partial
successes which the workers in many pits
achieved, which strengthened the fghting deter-
mination of the North Bohemian miners and
created the basis for a broad united front of mine-
workers.

In December in the Kladno district the Com-
munist Party and the Red Unions organised a
fight for the concrete partial demands of the mine-
workers, for the cost-of-living increase, against
the reduction of miners’ insurance, against dis-
missals, and for the six-hour day without wage
adjustment. At the end of December this fight
reached its summit in a united action of the
Kladno mineworkers, linked up with short demon-
strative strikes at the pits, demonstrations of thc
miners, their women folk and the unemployed
before the pits and on the streets of Kladno. This
action secured—as compared with Brix—no
material success, but it mobilised the masses and
thereby prepared the solidarity action of the
Kladno district for the Briix strike.

In the Ostrau district as well the Party led a
long preparatory campaign. Here in the fore-
ground, besides the cost-of-living increase and
the fight against dismissals, stood the special
demands of the young mineworkers. A number
of united front conferences mobilised the masses
alrcady in the summer and autumn of last year.
The movement rose to demonstrative strikes at
individual pits where workers had been dismissed.

While this action in all districts led to wide
propaganda for the slogan of ‘“Not a man to be
dismissed : Not a farthing wage reduction,’’ and
for the six-hour day without wage reductions, and
popularised the strike weapon, so also a situation
was created in the districts in which the masses
were ready to answer a new attack of the coal
barons with a strike—a situation in which a
spark would start an explosion.

* * *

At the beginning of March the broad oftensive
of the coal barons began. They demanded the
dismissal of 15,000 mineworkers, wage reductions
up to 30 per cent, and the worsening of a number
of conditions in the agreement. (As regards
Saturday allowances, etc.) It was clear that
this was the beginning of a frontal attack of
the coal magnates in all districts and the signal
for a broad offensive against all wages. The
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Party put forward a slogan of defence against
these attacks by strong action, and began to
mobilise the radicalised workers.  The Social-
Fascist leaders began to maneeuvre. They called
a Unity conference of all the representatives of
factory councils and local leaders of the district,
and also invited the Red Trade Unions, who
hitherto had always been strictly boycotted. They
vowed solemnly to reject the conditions of the
coal barons and that they would never willingly
agrece to wage reductions and dismissals.  They
spoke solemnly and at great length about  the
necessity of working-class upity and invited the
Red Unions this time to the negotiations with the
employers, although they were no parties to the
contract, and although previously they had
sought to keep their representatives far removed
from all negotiations. But at the same time they
cndeavoured to! lull the workers and to hinder
all concretc measures of strugyle as well as the
establishment of a united front organisation. The
mistakes of the Ostrau comrades, with which we
shall be concerned later, made it possible for them
to win time and to prolong negotiations.

In thc meantime, the offensive of the coal
barons commenced also in the district of Northern
Bohemia; indeed, here the employers did not
come forward with an open declaration of their
demands, but they planned a 10 per cent. to 12
per cent. wage cut and began with dismissals.
Shortly after a pit disaster, which had been
brought about by rationalisation, and in which
eight lives had been sacrificed and the mine-
workers brought into a siate of great agitation,
the Briix Mining Co. gave notice to the whole
of the workers at the Humboldt pit, about 340

men. On the proposal of the Communists the
workers replied with an immediate strike.  The
strikers pulled out the neighbouring pits and

brought them to a standstill. Two days after-
wards all the pits of this company were on strike.
The Party put forward the slogan of an all-district
strike. On the 27th March a Unity conference
took place, called by the Pit Council, at the
Humbeoldt pit, which put forward the demand for a
general mineworkers’ strike of the whole district.
The Social-Democratic, National-Socialist and
Fascist leaders declared the strike to be *‘wild"’
and called upon all their members to break the
strike, forbade them to participate in the elected
strike committees which everywhere had heen
rapidly established. Reinforcements of the policc,
gendarmerie and military quickly came into the
district. The Ministry promised again to go into
the question of compensation for the shutting
down of the Humboldt pit. The district authori-
ties issued a publication saying that thercby the
grounds for striking had been removed and there-
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fore they would suppress the strike *‘by cvery
means.””  The miners, with their womentolk and
the unemployed, went [rom pit to pit, and in spite
of the prohibition, held daily meetings (at which
Communist representatives spoke) fought the
wendarmes who had established themscelves  at
the pits; and always the effect was the samc;
further cnterprises refused to work under the
‘‘protection’’ of the gendarmes, came out, clected
pit committees, established mass picketing and
joined in the strike.

On the 23rd March, thirty-five pits were at a
standstill; on the 29th March fifty-two, on the
3oth eighty-cight, and on the 3ist the strike was
as complete as ever seen in this district;
out of over 100 pits not one person was at work
and from the whole area not a single piecc of coal
was transported without the permission of the
central leadership.

The pitd at Kladno came out on strike, and in
a few days here also the strike spread to all pits
in the district with the cxception of two.

All this, in spite of the demands of the Social-
Fascist leaders for the breaking of the strike; all
this, in spite of the fact that at the strike of one
of the pits longest at work, Julius V. in Komotau,
the gendarmerie had already turned the guns on
the crowd. The mineworkers answered with new
mighty demonstrations. They did not, it is true,
force their way through the military and police
cordons up to Julius V. Pit. But the men
answered the bloodbath by joining in the strike.

On February 27 the broad united front confer-
ence met in Brix. It put forward the demands:
Withdrawal of all notices, guarantees against all
dismissals and wage reductions for the period of
a year, compensation for short time, holidays at
employers’ cost, six-hour day without wage
adjustment, safety and sanitation for mine-
workers, insurance at the employers’ and State
expense, State maintenance for all unemployed
and abolition of Geneva system, prohibition of the
filling of pit wagons during the days when not
hauled, pit inspectors (safety measures) elected
bv all workers and paid by the Statc, immediate
recall from the district of gendarmes and the
military. A broad strike leadership was elected
from all the organisations concerned (the organ-
iscd Communists were in a minority, but had
undisputed leadership). 1t was decided to extend
the strike over the whole district, everywhere
to clect strike committees, representative of and
led by mineworkers onlv. and to set up mass
pickcfing. The conference turned towards the
Ostrau mineworkers with the invitation to join in
2 common fight against a common foe.

In the meantime the Party took up the line of
the extension of the strike into a general strike of

ny

mineworkers. Tt was decided to do everything
to secure the participation’ of the other districts
in the strike as quickly as possible.

On March 2, in spite of the most  raging
terror, in spite of the occupation ol all the pits
and mining colonies by hundreds of gendarmes,
in spite of colossal endeavours of the reformist
apparatus to break the strike, seven pits in the
Silesian part of the Ostrau district came out.  In
two days the strike spread altogether to thirteen
pits and embraced 8,000 mineworkers. The
State apparatus answered by shooting, two mine-
workers being killed and a number wounded.
The police forbade any sort of strike agitation,
no meetings, even if they were ol T.U. groups
or committees (!), were tolerated.  In spite of
that, great demonstrations took place in Karwina.

On March 31, the first three pits in Kladno
came out on strike. Here also in a few days
the strike spread to all the pits in the district with
the exception ot two.

Thus the prophecy of the sceretary of  the
Social-Fascist Union, Brozik, was contradicted
by events. A week before the strike, at a private
meeting, he had said that in the Ostrau district
“nothing would move them.’” Thus all the
Social-Fascist and liquidatory prophecies were
given the lic, prophccies which the day before
the strike were confidently declaiming that there
in Kladno no action would bhe taken.

Now the Social-Fascists began to manceuvre.
For Ostrau an agreement was made that the
notices fixed already for April 1st should for the
time being be withdrawn, and that during negotia-
tions no worker would be discharged. The
Government forbade for the time being the dis-
missal of the workers at the Humboldt pit and
the Nelson pit in Northern Bohemia. The Social-
Fascists brought into Parliament the proposals
for the nationalisation of the mincs.

And while all their organisations, the Czechish
Social-Democrats, Svaz, the German Social-
Democratic Union, the Czech-Socialist, Jednota,
the Hakenkreuzler (the Czechish Fascists) and the
Christian Socialists in Ostrau, in Kladno, in the
small mining area of Falkenau, where in conse-
quence of the lack of brown coal therc
arose a boom, all these organisations, togethcr
with the State apparatus, strangled the
“wild”' strike, organised open strike-breaking,
terrorised their own membership to drive them
back to work, and adopted in the Northern
Bohemian district, where they were compelled by
mass pressure of their own members, a *‘flexible’
tactic.

The Social-Democrats were the most determined
strike-breakers. They continued to denounce the
strike as ‘‘wild,”* again forbade (certainly without
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success) their members to take part in the strike
leadership, and carricd on a shamcless persecu-
tion of the strikers, against whom their Minister
sent gendarmes and military forces.  They no
longer dared directly to summon their members
to work. They now took up a ‘‘neutral’’ stand
and left the responsibility to the ‘‘Communist
witches.”’

The Czechish Socialists
“‘elastic.””  They declared
‘‘correct,’”’ but ‘‘undcrtaken at an inopportune
time.’’ They did not forbid their people to par-
ticipate in the strikc leadership (although it
wouldn’t have made any difference it they had).
In speeches at the mcetings of the mineworkers
they attempted to support the ‘‘correct’’ struggle
and at the same time permitted the gendarmes
and soldiers to shoot down the miners, gendarmes
and soldiers whom their Minister sent into the
district. At the same time they strangled the
strike in all other areas in order to isolate the
Brix strikers.

The Hakenkreuzler went the furthest.  They
were on all strike committees, voted for all the
Communist proposals, carried through all
decisions (for they must, if they were not to lose
all influence) . but simultaneously, togcther
with the Social-Democratic bureaucrats, throttled
the strike in Falkenau.

In the meantime Parliament met. Thc¢ Com-
munists put forward as their proposals the
demands of the strikers: Ban on dismissals [or a
year, shortening of the working day, tax on the
profits of the coal barons for the benefit of the
unemployed mineworkers, immediate recall of the
gendarmerie and mllxtary forces. . . The Social-
Fascists, who had just put forward the proposal
for ‘‘nationalisation of the mines,’’ voied against
these proposals and exposed themselves in the
eyes of their own members.

The concrete proposals for the continuance,
extension, and increasing of the fight unveiled the
false ‘‘friends’’ of the mineworkers in the dis-
tricts.  The mineworkers were clearly persuaded
of the correctness of the Communist estimation of
the Social-Fascist leaders.

On March 31, there occurred, however, a seri-
ous repulse to the hitherto continuallv extending
strike front. As it was not possible for the
"Mihr (Ostrau) part of the Ostrau-Karwin cistrict
te come out with the others (for the Social-
Democrats have a predom:iant influence in this
part), the Silesian pits began to vacillaté and
at some pits in Silesian Ostrau the strike col-
lapsed. In the eastern part, in Karwin and
Orlau, the strikers held fast and over 8o per cent.
of the men were out. But in the abscnce of the

were still  more
the strike to be
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“in. order to strangle the strike there.
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leading Party representative, who led the strike
in the Ostrau arca, the Ostrau comrades, in spite
of strictly contrary instructions from the Centre,
made a fatal mistake and broke the strike with-
out close examination of the situation and without
taking the decision of the workers themselves.
The miners went into the pits, but still their sight-
ing determination was so great that the employers
darc not provoke them by any kind of persecu-
tion. At the funeral of the shot comrades, 23,000
mineworkers vowed to avenge themsclves and
resolved to take up the fight again as quickly as
possible.

Still the breach in the fight had great cffect.
In Kladno the strike began to crumble away ; it
was necessary, after the c¢xhaustion of all mcans
for continuing it, to secure an organised rctreat.
In the small districts, where preparations harl
been made to join in the fight, it was necessary
either to be satisfied with a demonstrative strike
(Rossitz and Handlovia in Slovakia, where the
demands were partially achieved) or single strikes
which quickly caved in (Falkenau).

In the Ostrau district itself the Centre corrected
the mistake. On April 3 a new conference of
Red mineworkers was held with the participation
of a number of Reformist delegates. The mis-
take of the Ostrau leadership was openly criticised
by the Centre with the support of the worker
delegates. The stoppage of the breakaway which
had begun was thereby urged and the conference
voted unanimously and enthusiastically for
resumption of the strike in thc next few days.
Nevertheless, during the following week (April
3 to 10) only individual pits came out on strike,
and it was not yet possible, through the continu-
ance at work of the ‘‘Social-Democratic’ pits
in the Ostrau area, to win for strike action the
decisive part of the district.

In this situation the bourgeoisie directed all
their forces on the Northern Bohemia district
The
emplovers gave out communications in which
they demanded an immediate return to work. The
authorities issued a decree on April 1 announc-
ing that the Briix Central Strike Committeec was
an ‘‘illegal body,” since, it was alleged, the
withdrawal of the notices at the Humboldt pit
(which had provided the immediate cause of the
breaking of the strike front) had taken away the
grounds for strike. On the same day all the
Reformist unions and the Czechish Social-Fascists
called conferences of their organisations and
directed their huge authority (among their big
guns was the member of the Senate, Soukup, and
member of the Executive of the Second Inter-
national), towards carrying through the return to
work on the 4th April.
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Still the mineworkers put up their measures of
resistance.  After the dissolution of the strike
leadership committee the Red Mineworkers’
Union alone took over the leadership of the
strike, called upon the mincworkers to persevere
in and to sharpen the struggle. In the whole
country the Communist Party of Czecho-Slovakia
organised demonstrations and demonstrative
strikes against the dissolution of the elected
organ of struggle. As carly as the 3rd of April
a Unity confcrence of mineworkers was held in
Briix in which 774 delegates took part, 185.of
whom were unorganised and 144 members of
Reformist and Fascist organisations. The con-
ference decided unanimously in favour of continu-
ance of the struggle, demonstratively rc-elected
all members of the dissolved strike leadership on
to a new strike committee, declared that this
alone had the right to represent the strikers,
withdrew its permission for the transportation of
the coal already hauled for necessary social ser-
vices until such time as the new strike leadership
was recognised by the authorities; and called for
a mass meeting on April sth of the whole district
at Brix.

Meanwhile the Reformist conference met. The
workers and the members of the leading organs
of the strike, showed their sharp opposition to the
strike-breaking leaders. The leaders were out-
voted, and found it necessary to call a stop to
the summons for the return to work ; their resolu-
tions were defeated by a majority.

The Social-Fascists were surprised. As early
as the 4th April an organ of the Czechish
Socialists declared: ‘‘To-day all the Northern
Bohemian miners will go back to work.” Already
in the evening of the same day they adopted
another tone : for in the whole district not a single
mineworker had returned to work.

Deputations of mineworkers threatened the
withdrawal of the safety workers if the strike
leadership were not recognised. The authorities
were forced to recognise the new strike com-
mittee and their officials made a request for
permission for the transport of coal which two
days before had been withdrawn, since they
viewed the hindrance of the free disposition of the
coal baron’s accumulated supplies as an ‘‘illegal’’
act.

The demonstration in Briix was permitted. On
the sth April all the gendarmerie, police and
military forces disappeared from the streets;
40,000 workers from the whole district marched
in unity to Briix and expressed their determina-
tion to continue the struggle until victory.
Numerous enterprises stopped work. The move-
ment became so much strengthened that the petty
bourgeoisie were carried along with it. As an
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example - of solidarity the shopkcepers closcd the
shops, and distributed foodstuffs among the
demonstrators.

Throughout the whole land meetings were held
in which masses of Reformist workers took part,
in spite of the prohibition of their leaders. A
broad solidarity action dcveloped in numerous
meetings and demonstrations. This was linked
up with the contemporary anti-war week which
was particularly strong in Slovakia. In Briinn,
under the influence of the struggle of the miners,
several thousand textile workers camc out on
strike. In Pilsen a strong movement was started
against the dismissals in the Skoda works.

Even in. the Carpathian-Ukraine there took
place solidarity demonstrations and protest
strikes (Uzhorod, Mukacevo, Bockov, Akna-
Slatina).

Again the bourgeoisic adopted an intcnsified
terror. The Government sent Dragoons into the
district which rode through the towns and villages
with drawn sabres. At some pits an attempt
was made, under gendarmerie and military pro-
tection, to transport the accumulated coal.

As an answer to this and as a further intensifi-
cation of the struggle the strike leadership
decided on a one-day general strike of all workers
in the Northern Bohemia district for Wednesday,
13th April, and called for mighty demonstrations.

On 10th April, in Komotau, Aussig, Dux, Briix
and Teplitz conferences of the working people
were held. Workers from all branches of industry
as well as numerous members of the middle class
and thejr organisations were represented. One
conference was broken up by the authorities; at
the rest, the workers fought for legality. The
general strike was everywhere unanimously sup-
ported and measures were taken for its carrying
through.

Now the bourgeoisie decided upon a trial of
strength. The Reformist unions forbade partici-
pation in the general strike. The demonstrations
were forbidden; military forces and the gen-
darmerie appeared in masses ; the Government put
its whole power and prestige in frustrating the
general ‘strike and the mass meetin

But in vain. At once the majority of the
enterprises in the Briix, Dux and Komotau areas
came out on strike. In Oberleutensdorf, in the
forenoon, collisions took place. Thereupon more
enterprises came out on strike, as well as the
workers on an electric railway line. From all
sides the masses marched to Brix. The authori-
ties shot at the crowd; in Brix some workers
were killed. The enraged masses defended them-
selves. Cavalry charges were repulsed by barri-
cades. Dragoons were wounded and also taken
prisoner by the masses. Police officers were
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beaten up.  In Komotau the workers burned the
motor lorries in which the gendarmerie reinforce.
ments had been brought up.  Only in Dux,
where the authorities permitted thé demonstra-
tion, were the proceedings peaceful.  In short;
the masses captured the streets, they did not
permit' themselves to be intimidated, the strike
held fast.

A new wave of protest strikes and demonstra-
tions took place over the whole country.  This
time there were protest strikes in Cesko-
Moravska, the biggest factory in Prague, in the
Reichenberger textile mills, demonstrations in
Pilsen, Brinn and Koéniggritz. In Reichenberg
the authoritics attempted to strangle the protest
movement by arresting all the higher Party
functionaries.  Mass protests demanded their
liberation. Under the influence of the workers,
even the Reformist members of the factory com-
mittec at the Pilsen Skoda works demanded the
resignation of the Minister of the Interior, only
in order, it is true, to divert the workers.

And at the funeral demonstration of
murdered workers, 50,000 demonstrators took
part. As the State power did not venture to
appear upon the strects the demonstration was
held without any collisions.

Meanwhile, the Ostrau district ended the strike
fog the third time. In the days during which the
Social-Fascists hoped to throttle the strike, they
had entered into a shameful pact with the coal
barons: they gave them the right to dismiss
workers individually, which meant acceding the
permission to dismiss up to 10 per cent. of the
employees. Concerning further dismissals they
agreed to a short-time rota, which meant
that every month 12,000 mineworkers would
he stood off for an unpaid .holiday, whereby
they would, in the mponth that they worked,
have to pay the insurance contributions for two
maonths; they accepted wage reductions ol the
mineworkers up to 20 per cent.

This inevitably let loose a storm of indignation
in the district and also opened the eyes of those
mineworkers who hitherto had believed in the
Social-Fascists.

The Red Union, wlich was represented at the
negotiations, immediately informed the mine-
workers and mobilised them to defence, and also
constantly at the negotiations, put forward the
demand of ‘“Not a man to be dismissed, not a
farthing off the pay."" And thev refused natur-
ally to sign the agreement. All the other organ-
isations signed the agreement.

On 10th April the conference of the organisa-
tions met.  The Social-Fascists refused to call a
united-front conference, although they had previ-

the
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ously given assurances that the Unity conference
alone would take the decision.

The conference of the Red Union, supported by
the participation of 444 pit delegates, 54 of whom
were from organisations and §7 of whom were
unorganised, rejected the pact and again decided
for strike.

But also in the other conferences the opposition
organised a stormy resistance against the leaders.
The Czechish Socialists and the Christian
Socialists rejected the pact; amony the Social-
Democrats the leaders found it necessary to adopt
a new manceuvre and permitted a secret vote in
their groups; among the Czechish Fascists the
leaders decided to agree to the pact only under
the pretence that other organisations had alrcady
done so.

In this way the situation called for a ncw strike.
On 13th April, the day of the Northern Bohcmian
strike, there took place in Pcterswald, a new,
and this time, really broad Unity conference, at
which over 1,000 delegates participated, among
them hundreds of non-Communists. The decision
to strike was taken. In spite of the most raging
terror, armed occupation of the pits, prohibition
of all meetings, anti-strike decisions of all other
organisations, twenty pits, with 16,000 men, came
out on strike until the 17th April. This timc the
basis was much broader. The strike had also
envcloped some ‘‘social-democratic’’ pits on the
Mahr side of the district ; Reformist and Fascist
organised workers joined in the strike, also some
of the functionaries of these organisations parti-
cipated in spite of the order of their leaders. At
the pits broadly-elected strike committees began
to be established.

But also this third strike met with a frightful
terror on the part of the reactionary trade-union
leaders and the State apparatus. And as thc
number of strikers were only to a small extent
firmly organised, the strike broke down under
this terror. On 18th and 19th April work had
been resumed at a number of pits; at others the
Communists remained isolated. In these condi-
tions it was nccessary for the Party to give the
lead for calling off the strike.

In the Briix district the coal barons and the
authoritics found it convenient, after all thesc
struggles, finally to enter into negotiations.
Besides the parties to thc agreement (that is,
Reformists and Fascists) thev also invited the
Red Unions; but, nevertheless, they refused to
invite the strike committee. At the opening of
the negotiations the representative of the Red
Union energetically demanded the invitation of
the strike committee.  After the Social-Fascists
were turned down at the enterprises, the strike
lcadership empowered the representative of the
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Red Union also to represent them, and the Red
Union declared that it would not be willing to
sign any settlement’ without the cndorscment of
the strike committec.

The result of the ncgotiations was the accept-
ance of a pact which the Social-Fascists already
previously had agreed to with.the employers and
the authorities.  The conditions, as a result of
the influence of the united struggle, were incom-
parably better than the conditions of the Ostrau
pact, but they did not fulfil many. demands of the
strikers and left open all possibilities for dismis-
sals and wage reductions.  The conditions: were :
the notices to the Humboldt pit to be withdrawn
until the end of 1933. Individual -dismissals
should be admissible, mass dismissals inadmis-
sible except if all the pits of a company shouid
be unable to keep working more than three days
in the week. Overtime should not be permissible,
also the filling of the wagons during the day
when not hauled, should cnly take place in excep-
tional circumstances,

A general pardon to be given to the members of
all the organisations which immediately signed
the pact, with the others persecution to be applied.

This last condition the representative of the
Red Union was to be compelled to sign without
consultation with the strike committee. The com-
rades refused. The strikc committee called a new
Unity conference for Sunday, April 18th. This
Unity conference firmly declared that the pact
did not answer the demands of the strikers and
that the leaders of the coalition of the unions had
betrayed the rightful demands. They passed
sharp judgment on their policy, decided unitedly
to continue the strike, and called a new conference
for the 2oth April, which according to circum-
stances would decide further.

The Reformists put the brake on at their con-
ferences and this time were successful—certainly
with resistance from the worker delegates — in
carrying through a decision for the termination of
this strike. Thereby the leaders finally restrained
the Social-Democrats as well as the Czechish
Socialists.

And this time also the Hakenkreuzler
put forward a secret ballot and called upon their
people to abandon the strike committee. Their
leaders abandoned the Unity conference, but the
workers remained and condemned their treachery.

On Monday, 18th April, the Unity confer-
ence again scored a victory over the Social-
Fascist strike-breaking tactics. In the centre
of the district, in the Briix and Dux areas,
the strike remained unbroken. All the Dux
pits were at a complete standstill. In the
Rand area, particularly around Teplitz, the
strike, however, began to crumble away.
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There at  the Unity conference, held  on
April 1gth, it was decided to end the strike in
order to maintain the unity of the workers, which
was the most valuable foature of the fight.

Against any kind of mcasures of persceution
or new offensive of the coal barons the workers
would remain unitedly prepared for strike.  The
strike committees would be transformed into unity
committees and arranged, as the next gencral
task, to create great demonstrations lor the st
May. So ran the unanimous rcsolution of the
conference.

On 20th April the mineworkers
returned to work. Although the ‘‘general
pardon’ included only the Reformists, the
employers did not dare to attempt any persecu-
tion.

unitedly

* * *

I have described the course of the struggle in
vrder to make it possible for foreign comrades to
¥et an understanding of the concrete situations in
which the Party decided upon the -individual
tactical measures.

Now I will deal
lessons.

The most decisive question in every strike
under present-day conditions — where the great
majority of workers are not yet under our influ-
ence — is the correct application of the united-
jront tactic.  In the Northern Bohemia strike
the united-front tactic during the whole struggle
was correctly—one might say exemplarily——
applied. The struggle ended there with a con-
siderable material partial success and with an
undisputed political victory of the Communist
Party. In the Ostrau district, where the united-
front tactic was applied only with serious mis-
takes, no success was achieved in spreading and
holding the strike over the whole area, despite
the heroic endeavours of the revolutionary section
of the mineworkers ; the coal barons on the whole
exerted their dominance and the political success
was much smaller.

In what consists the essence of
application of the united-front tactic in the
Northem Bohemia ‘district?  Firstly, in that
the Party understood how to win the great mass
of mineworkers for every demand and every
tactical measure, and so to select their proposals
and measures of struggle that they were under-
standable to the great masses and regarded as
necessary, while at the same time the Social-
Fascist and Fascist leaders were forced into the
position of openly serving capitalism.

Secondly, that on the initiative of the Party and
the Red Unions at all pits in all areas, united-
front organs were created, broadly and really
democratically elected and acknowledged hy all

with the most important

the correct
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workers 3 which really led the fight and enjoyed an
enormous authority among the workers.,

In almost all strike committees and also in the
Central Strike Committee in Brix the non-Com-
munists were in i majority. On these committees
workers from all organisations,  Czechish  and
German - Social-Democrats,  Czechish National
Socialists, followers of the Czechish Fascist
Narodny  Sdruzeni,  German Hakenkreuzler,
Christin Socialists  and  unorganised  workers
were represented. These  strike committecs
operated  pernumently, dealt with all questions,
aceepted in every instance the proposals ol the
Communists.  In can be said that in the Northern
Bohemia strike there was not a single important
decision made, not a single tactical turn carried
through, about which the Central Committee of
the Party had not previously decided.  But, not
a single onc of these decisions was  carried
through before the democratically-clected organs
of the whole of the striking workers, the strike
committees,  had  thoroughly  discussed  and
aceepted it. The Communists had  undisputed
leadership in the united-front organs, but this
leadership was not mechanical. The Communists
took the lead beeause they had the greatest experi-
sence and initiative, hecause they always camc
forward with the correct proposals at the oppor-
tune moment, and all workers were persauded of
their correctness and necessity.

Therehy the decisions of the strike committees
stood openly under the control of all strikers.
The majority. of the decisions of  the central
strike leadership were unanimously  taken up.
When, however, in one instance, a  Reformist
member vacillated during the day and on one
decision abstained from voting, he was, the same
vvening, called before the miners he represented.
1o give a report and was so belaboured by the
workers, among whom also were many Reformist
members, that the next day he declared in the
Central Strike Committec that he saw his mistake
and was persuiaded ol the corvectness of  the
resolution.

The resolutions of the Central Strike Com-
mittee were carried through by alt the strikers
with enthusiasm,  Frequently it happened  that
hugre meetings of strikers in the localities (which
actually were not permitied by the authorities and
were really “tillegal®) wuited several hours  in
order to receive from the delegates who had been
to the Central Strike Commitiee a report on the
resolutions of that body in order 1o be able to
carry them through at once.  Without waiting
for the resolution of the Central Strike Commitice
the safety men refused to remain at work,  With-
out permission of the Central Sirike Committee
not @ single picce of the coal already brought to
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top of the pits dare be transported, and in
ante-room ol the Central Strike Committee
the directors ol the hospitals, the schools, the
cleetricity  and - water-works  and  extinguished
glass factory waited 1o beg permission for the
transport of some wagons of coal.  Even the
officials of the Borough and the Garrison, nay,
cven the mining companies who required coai lor
their oflices, visited the Strike Committee in order
to appeal for their pernnssion that from  their
“own’’ depdts, coal might be transported for their
‘own' oflices. Naturally, all these requests,
except those from the haspitals and the schools,
were rejected. But they revealed the authority
and power which the Strike Committee enjoyed.
This authority extended, by the way, not only
over the strikers, but also over other sections of
the working class.  The unemployed and working
women carried through the resolutions ot the
Strike Committee, on which they had their repre-
sentatives, with the same enthusiasm  and  dis-
cipline.  When the strike leadership called for a
general strike of the whole district on the 13th
April, and confirmed their resolution at five broad
Unity conferences, the majority of the factories
in the districts struck work.  When they sum-
moned the closing of the shops, the small traders
and shop people closed their shops, although it
was forbidden by the authorities, and a fine for
disobeying the order imposed.  And after the end
of the strike a deputation from a Briix factory
came to the strike leaders with a request that the
Strike Committee should take up and organise
the firht of the workers at this factory, who were
completely unorganised, and engage in a wage
struggle.

The authorities had attempted to dissolve the
Strike Committee. This was not possible, thanks
to the mass resistance of the workers.  Two days
after the dissolution of the strike committees
(which was caused, among other things, by the
fact that the strike leaders had had the “‘arro-
ganee’ 1o decide on the question of the trans-
portation of coal out of the depdts which, alter
all, belonged to the employers), it was necessary
for the authorities to again recognise the strike
leadership, and the Borough officials presented
their official request for a quantity of coal, which
two days belore they had withdrawn., 11 the
strike Teadership resolved to organise a demon-
stration, it was carnied  through  whether the
authoritics permitted it or not.  And in the end
things developed so far that the Borough official
of Komotau heatedly asked a Communist func-
tionary: *“Who actually 1s the Borough officia’
here? T or you?”

The drawing in of the Reformist workers in
the united-frone organs awoke the initiative of

.
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the masses and provided the strike with hundreds
of new functionaries.  In the Northern Bohemia
fight, there was certainly no scarcity of function-
aries.  The whole day long in the headquarters
of the Central Strike Committee, dozens of mine-
workers werce at hand, ready to go as messengers
or as reporters in the localities and 1o the pits.
In almost all places, local district and pit com-
mittees held mass mectings  daily.  In  this
common work the united front of the fighters
was welded firmly together. The summons of
the Social-Democratic leaders to resign {rom the
common strike committec was simply taken no
notice of by the Reformist workers. And when,
in critical moments—after the breaking of the
first Ostrau strike—the Social-Fascists called
together conferences of their organisations and
through their functionarics sought to carry
through the breaking of this strike hehind the
backs of the strikers, thev came up against the
vigorous resistance of their own functionaries and
were turned down by their own conferences.

There were individual comrades who, at the
beginning of the strike, worked so defectively
that the leading réle of the Communist Party
was hardly at all expressed. They saw the “*defect”
in that all decisions should be planned and
announced in the name of the elected strike com-
mittees. They would rather have seen the leading
role of the Party expressed perhaps in the fact
that at thc headquarters of the strike committee,
the inscription ‘‘Office of the Central Strike Com-
mittec’’ should have had in addition the words,
“Under the leadership of the Communist Party’’!
But the leading rble of the Party is not expressed
by declamations and mechanical instruction. The
mineworkers struggled so unitedly and deter-
minedly against all foes—including the Social-
Fascist leaders—because they were conscious of
the fact that they themsclves, by means of their
elected united-front organs, - determined the
leadership of the struggle. And in these organs
they accepted all the proposals of the Communists
and cnthusiastically carried them out because
they were themselves persuaded of the correct-
ness and necessity of these proposals.  When
the first strike committee was dissolved by the
authorities and the Red mineworkers’ union
alone took in its hands the leadership of the
strike, all strikers understood that and welcomed
it They were evidently convinced that it was
the only trade-union organisation which will and
can lead their struggle successfully. When the
coal barons refused to negotiate with the strike
committec, the Central Strike Committee unani-
mously entrusted the reprcsentative of the Red
mineworkers’ trade union to represent the strike
committee and all the strikers at the negotialions,
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while the Red mineworkers’ union declared that
without the endorsement ol the strike committee
they would have no truck with any decision miade
at the negotiations.  In the unanimous resolu-
tions of the united-front conferences  at which
non-Communists were more numerous aned finally
were in a great majority, the strike-breaking role
of the Social-Fascist and Fascist lcaders cortinu-
ally became more and more evident.  And at the
end of the strike a huge conference (over 1,000
present) in which the Communists  composed
hardly a quarter, resolved unanimously that the
Red union had alone defended the interesis of
the miners against the strike-breaking of the |
leaders of all the other organisations, and called
for mass recruiting into the Red union.

To-day in Czecho-Slovakia there is not a single
rational person who is able to deny that the strike
of the mineworkers was led by the Communists.

Still, this leadership cannot come into being
mecchanicglly, but through the initiative, through
energetically, consciously and dexterously setting
up the broad united-front organs which work
independently, which develop the initiative of the
masses, which hold fast together the unity of the
fighters, and which win for themselves enormous
authority.

Th-ough the initiative of the Communists and
the conviction of the broad masses of their
correctness, the ‘‘left’”’ manceuvre of the Social-
Fascists in the Northern Bohemia struggle was
also cexposed.

The Social-Democratic leaders  placed  them-
selves openly against the strike from the begin-
ning. They declared it to be a *‘wild" strikc,
refused participation at the start, campaigned
against the strikers in their Press in the wildest
manner, and sent gendarmerie and the military
into the district. Several times they attempted,
behind the backs of the strikers, to send out
orders to return to work and thus break
the strike. When they were not able to achieve
this and were defeated at their own conferences,
they began tc ‘‘tolerate’’ the strike, although
they ‘‘rejected all responsibility,”” and ordered
their members to come out of the strike com-
mittees. These instructions, however, werc not
followed by their members, and in Nortiern
Bohemia the Social-Democratic leaders were
powerless; for which also the bourgeois Press
very sharply reproved them.

On the other hand, the leaders of the National-
Socialists attempted to apply an ‘‘elastic’’ tactic
of breaking the strike. After their first attcmpt
at open strike-breaking had run aground, they
announced their ‘‘solidarity’ with the Northers
Bohemian strike, but at the same time attemptea
to throttle the struggle in all the other aistiicts,
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in order to isolate the Northern Bohemian mine-
workers, and they regarded with [avour all the
Government measures for the forceflul suppression
ol the strike.

The Hakenkreuzler, in their manceuvres, went
stll further.  They participated oflicially in the
strike committees, voted there—because they were
lorced to—for all the fighting resolutions, and
carried them out. At the same time, together
with ‘the Social-Democratic leaders, which they
otherwise savagely ‘‘attucked,’” they throttled
the strike in the Falkenau district. And at the
decisive moment of the struggle they recalled
their members from the strike committees and
negotiated in secret with the Ministry over the
signing of the agreement whicih had been turned
down by the Unity conference.  Thereby they
cxposed themselves before their own members,
and instead of securing the expected victory at
the expense of Social-Democracy, there now
devcloped among their members a movement of
recruitment into the Red union.

How did the Communists oppose these
manceuvres? They exposed the ‘‘false friends’’
of the mineworkers in that they put before the
masses clear proposals for the further develop-
ment, extension and intensification of the
struggle, which were obvious and understand-
able to every Reformist worker, but were
unacceptable to the agents of capital. Therefore,
the workers were persuaded by their own experi-
ence of the treacherous réle of the Social-Fascist
and Fascist leaders, and of the deceitfulness of
their phrasemongering.

One of the manceuvres deserves special atten-
tion. During the struggle, the Czechish Social-
Democrats and National Socialists, put forward
in Parliament the proposals for the ‘‘Nationalisa-
tion of the Mines.””  The Party castigated this
swindle and explained to the workers that within
the framéwork of capitalism the nationalisation
of industry is impossible, that the State ownership
of an individual enterprise—even if it were
possible—would signify a still greater exploita-
tion and repression of the workers. The Party,
however, was not contcot merely with this pro-
paganda of exposure.

In accordance with the demands of the Central
Strike Committee, the Communist parliamentary
[raction put forward the following proposals:
That until the end of the vear all dismissals at
the pits be forbidden ; that the net profits of the
coal barons be heavily taxed for the benefit of the
unemployed mineworkers; the six-hour dav with
full wage-compensation be introduced in the pits ;
inspection over the protection of life and health
ol the mineworkers be placed in the control of
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organs clected by the workers; the gendarmeric
and the military be immediately withdrawn from
the districts and the strikers guaranteed full free-
dom for mcetings and  demonstrations.  The
Social-IFascists, together with  other  bourgeois
parties, rejected all these proposals.  And therehy
their swindle of *‘nationalisation’’ was completely
exposed cven before the most backward workers.
‘‘How can we believe that they are earnest about
nationalisation"'—dcclared the workers—**if they
reject the mere prohibition of dismissals for a
year and taxation ol the profits ol the coal
masters 2"’
* * *

While anc can describe the Northern Bohemia
strike as a modcl of correct application of the
united-front tzictic, one can, on the other hand,
find serious mistakes in the application of the
samc tactic in the strike in the Ostrau-Karwin
district.

The objective situation in this district was still
more favourable than in Northern Bohemia. The
attack of the employcrs was much more severe
and directly threatened 12,000 mineworkers with
dismissals, and the rest with wage rcductions up
to 3o per cent.

The preparatory campaign, which had already
been carried through since the summer of the
previous year, was, also in Ostrau, quite good.
As a result of small fights, a number of demon-
strations, demonstrative strikes and also small
strikes (at the Wilzek pits, for example) the
district was so well prepared that the Social-
Fascists were compelled to meet the enormous
militancy of the mineworkers by announcement
of the employers’ new attack and their determina-
tion to fight; and by means of thoroughgoing
“left’ manceuvres.

The Social-Fascist ieaders declared that it was
impossible to lie down before the dictatorship of
thé coal masters;. in their agitation they made
the slogan of the Red union, ‘‘Not a man off the
job, not a farthing off the pav,” sound as if it
were their own ; they declared that unity was the
great need, declared that all previous discords
should be forgotten, and invited the Red mine-
workers’ union to the negotiations with the coal
barons, although they were not parties to the
collective agreement; and they called a united
conference of all the factory councils and chairmen
of the trade-union groups of all the unions.

At this moment the opportunistic mistake of the
Ostrau district leadership began. It had its roots
in the false theory of the ‘‘double-edgedness’’ of
the Social-Fascist ‘‘left”” manceuvres. The
Ostrau comrades thought that the Social-Fascist
leaders involuntarily radicalise the masses by their
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“left” manweuvre and thus make it casier for us
to approach the Relormist workers. Conse-
quently we must not exert oursclves so much with
criticism since **for the time being” the Reformist
workers would not vet understand We only
need to say 'Yes' and “"Amen’’ to the promises
of the Social-Fascists, and in the course ol the
struggle the traitors would quickly expose them-
selves.  From that resulted, at the beginning of
the fight, an essentially pussive, wailing, tactic.
The Ostrau comrades argued that the coal barons
would stick to their dictates and finally the Social-
Fascists would be compelled, under the pressure
of the masses, either to begin the struggle or to
rcfuse to do so and then we would show them
up and begin with our action.  Conclusively and
tinally this false theory ‘of the “*doublé-cdgedness’
of the “‘left’’ manceuvres of the Social-Fascist
leaders led to the liquidation of the principle of
independent lcadership of the economic struggles.

The comrades fundamentally misunderstood the
meaning of the ‘‘lelt’” manceuvres. The ‘‘left”
manceuvre was not the cause but the consequence
of the alreudy-experienced radicalisation of the
masses.  Their subjective and objective signifi-
cance was not a possibility of our approach to
the Reformist workers, not the crection for us
of a bridge to the Reformist workers, but, on the
contrary, the Social-Fascist leaders aimed. by
this manceuvre, at erccting a new barrier between
us and the radicalised masses, in order io catch
hold of the leftward-swinging masses and again
deccive them in the interests of capital.

The ‘‘participation’” of the Social-Fascist
Jeaders in the struggle was certainly not quite
excluded from the perspective, but only as a by-
product of our course of the independent develop-
ment of the strike.  The Social-Fascists wouid
“accompany,’’ but only when there should really
be no other way—if we should have beaten them
among the masses. And only for this reason—
in order to ensure new influence through ‘‘accom-
panving”’ the struggle, and with it break the
strike.  In every case our chief task was the line
of independent leadership of the struggle even in
the first stage of the conflict, and consequently
the ruthless criticism of the Social-Fascist leaders,
the entry into the struggle with independent
initiative and the erection of a united front from
below against the will of the bureaucrats was the
precondition for this.

The Ostrau comrades id not understand that.
In spite of opposite instructions from the Centre
they went to the Unity conference of the sth
March without their own resolution and their own
proposals for the immediate preservation and
development of the fight. They even gave their
support to a ‘‘unity’’ resolution, which indeed
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was not lacking in radical phrases, but  which
assured the mineworkers that all organisations
were now in unison, that the destiny  of  the
struggle rested in good hands, that the mince-
workers should wait and not undertake anything
without the decision of the trade union. It was
a dircet warning of the need for initiative in the
construction of the united front from below; it
was i substitute ol “the united front from below
by the lalse “‘unity’” from above.

No wonder then that in the following weck, all
endeavours o create a real united-front organ at
the pits came to nothing. Our comrades, by their
support of the resolution, had themseclves actually
gZiven ammunition for use against the creation of
these organs ; and the Reformist workers did not
sce their necessity if ‘‘without that evervthing
was already united above.”’

The Centre of the Communist Party of Czecho-
Slovakia immediately criticised this mistake in the
sharpest terms and also laid bare its roots. The
Ostrau comrades acknowledged this criticism.
They began, two days after the conference, to
criticise sharply the Social-Fascists.  But the
mistake had already brought about a certain fear
in the mass of mineworkers and to a certain
extent also among our own cadres.  And the
Ostrau comrades did not energetically enough
fight against this frame of mind. The fateful
“waiting”’ tactic. had dug itself in too deeply.
The Reformist workers were persauded that the
decision as regards the fight must be held over
until the conclusion of the negotiations with the
emplovers. And a section of our own comrades
remained of this persuasion—that before the ter-
mination of these negotiations nothing could be
commenced.

In the meantime thc Northern Bohemia strike
began. The Centre took up the quite correct line
of extending the strike to a general strike of mine-
workers and gave the lead also to Ostrau, in-
structing them that the .strike should be begun
without waiting until the end of the negotiations,
in which already the Social-Fascists had openly
betrayed the mineworkers.

The outbreak of the first Ostrau strike which
verv quickly covered more than a third of the
district showed the correctness of this decision.
The Social-Fascists were surprised, the strike
expanded itself. Under its influence the Kladno
district came into the struggle and some small
arcas. (Rositz, Falkenau, Handlova) made pre-
parations for a quick entry into the fight.

Nevertheless, the old mistake avenged itself.
It was not possible, in the Mahr half of the dis-
trict where the Social-Fascists had predominant
influence, to bring them quickly enough into the
fight. It was not possible because the Reformist
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workers, as a result of our mistake, still had faith
in the Social-Fascists and awaited the course of
the negotiations.  And  when the strike  was
broken it three of the twelve pits which had come
out, the Ostrau comrades fell into a panic, and
despite strict telephonic instructions to the con-
trary from the Centre, they passed the fateful
resolution to call off the strike at all the pits.
This took place without consultation with the
strikers and their organs. This took place despite
the fact that, as we shall show later, on the day
of the breaking of the strike, over 8o per cent.
of the workers, according to the oflicial report
of the employers, remained firm, and in place of
the threc pits who had gone back, two new pits
joined in the strike.  This break, which took
place against the will of the Centre and the
majority of the strikers, was a hcavy blow
against the extension of the strike into a general
strike of mineworkers of all districts.  Under its
influence the struggle in the Kladnau district
began to crumble away, which, despite all
endeavours, continued for a weck up to the
collapse of the strike. Under its influence the
strike movement in Rositz, Halkenau and Hanil-
lova did not devclop to a stoppage of work in
these small district.  And against the Northern
Bohemia district, the Social-FFascists, employvers
and the State apparatus concentrated the whole
of their attack, which, nevertheless, was repulsed
by the correct application of the united-front
tactic.

This mistake of the Ostrau comrades was also
not accidental.. It was a result of their failure
to tirclessly root out the ‘‘waiting tactic.”* They
went into the first struggle without being corrcctly
persuaded of the right line and as a consequence
of this capitulated at the first big dithculy,
although the course of the strike itsclf gave the
lic to their pessimism.  Besides that, it was
revealed—quite the contrary to Northern Bohemia
—that therc was at this first strike in Ostrau
and its break, an underestimation of the organs
of the united front, and the false attempts to suh-
stitute the united-front decisions by the decisions
of the Party leadership, and council-board
ordinances made without the consultation of all
the workers.

The Centre again intervened, criticised before
the mineworkers the mistakes which had been
begun, cnergetically explained the question of the
independent leadership of the struggle, and two
days after the breakaway the conference of the
Red Mineworkers” Union, with participation of
the Reformist worker delegations, unanimously
adopted a new strike resolution.

In the second and particularly in the third
strike at Ostrau the mistake was corrected. The
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whole district revolted against the treacherous
pact which, in the meantime, had been signed by
the Social-Fascists and Fascists.  In the third
strike we led alrcady twenty pits into the strike,
among them also some purely “reformist’’ and
“IFascist”’ pits, against the will of their treacher-
ous leaders.  The third strike was led upon a
hroad united-front basis from bclow. But this
third strike did not indeed lcad to material suc-
cess. It was not possible to tear up the
trcacherous pact; but it was a political success
for the Party. It made it evident to the masses
that it is possible to fight and that the Communists
and the Red trade unions are the only people
which defend the interests of the mineworkers.
It powerfully shattered the position of the Social-
Fascists and particularly the Fascist Narodny
Sdreziny. That was revealed in the Municipal
Elcections which followed in some mining areas,
where all opponents Jost heavily and the Commun-
ists were easily victorious, It was revealed in the
great increase of the number of demonstrators on
the 1st May and finally also in a comparatively big
recruitment into the Red Mineworkers’ Union
(after this strike the Union in the Ostrau district
won about 1,000 new members).

But if this Reformist mistake had not been
made at the beginning of the strike the success
would have been much grecater and the Ostrau
Mineworkers would perhaps have warded off the
attack of the employers in the form of a general
strike of all mineworkers in Czecho-Slovakia. The
Ostrau mistake should now be studied, together
with the great positive experiences of Northern
Bohemia as well as of the Ostrau struggle, in a
broad enlightenment campaign. They show
together with the immensely important lessons of
the correct application of the united-front tactic
in Northern Bohemia, the dangers of its false
opportunistic misrepresentation and the danger of
the false theory of the automatic ‘‘double-edged-
ness’’ of the Social-Fascist ‘‘left’’ manceuvre.

Still a few words on the termination of the
Northern Bohemian strike : In order to assure the
greatest possible material and political success,
it is certainly very important to choose the right
moment for the termination of the strike.

The Social-Fascist and Fascist Unions, as was
known, had concluded an agreement with the
employers in the Northern Bohemian district
behind the backs of the mineworkers. This pact
contained some concessions of the coalmasters.
The dismissals at the pits, which constituted a
direct cause for the outbreak of the strike, were
postponed for a year. The coalmasters promised
the whole of the district that ‘‘on principle’’ they
would carry through no mass dismissals. Several
small demands of the strikers were acceded to
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such as on the question of overtime, forbidding
the tilling of the wagons during the day when not
hauled, ete.  In comparison with the Ostrau pact
there was a tremendous difference.  There 12,000
mineworkers were to have compulsory short-time,
wies were to be reduced up to 20 per cent. Here
(in Northern Bohemia) no dismissals and no wage
reductions were provided for.

Nevertheless the conditions of the Northern
Bohemia pact were also completely insuthcient and
did not fulfil the demands of the strikers.  The
pact was full of reservations by mecans of which
the coalmasters can evade all their obligations.
And also in the principal question — protection
against dismissals — the pact gave no real
guarantee, for it contained the condition that mass
dismissals are permissible in exceptional cases
where the sale of coal would not once permit, the
working of the pits in three shifts per week. The
Northern Bohcmian mineworkers saw, indeed, the
tremendous difference between the pact for Ostrau
where the employers were successful in throtthng
the strike, and the pact for Northern Bohemia
which came into being under the pressure of their
powerful and united strike. But they saw at the
same time that they had been betrayed of the full
fruits of their fight by the treachery of the Social-
Fascist leaders, and that without this treachery
of the Social-Fascist leaders it would have been
possible to achieve much more.

The Social-Fascists and Fascists signed the
pact unconditionally, and promised that the
miners would return to work the following Mon-
day. The Red Union refused to sign the pact and
the unity conference also decided to reject it and
to perscvere in the struggle.

Once more it was possible to repel the concen-
trated attack. On the Monday the strike in the
centre of the district stood firm. At all the bigger
pits the workers struck solidly; the instructions
of the Social-Fascists were not heeded. Still, at
the periphery of the district the strike began to
crumble, a number of small pits returned to work,
and this time the Social-Fascist and Fascist
leaders were able to carry through at the confer-
ences of their organisations the resolution for
stopping the strike.  Thereby the treacherous
leaders were again exposed before the masses,
and this time also the Hakenkreuzler who had
previously manceuvred so cunningly.

The strike had reached its apex. The political
success, the confidence of the masses in the Com-
munist Party was stronger than ever. All the
cnemies of the mineworkers were exposed and
compromised.

The pact was indeed insufficient, but still it
was a partial success and everybody was aware
that the partial success was a result of the leader-
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ship of the strike and the Red union; its insuffi-
ciency, however, the result of the Social-Fascist
and Fascist treachery.

On the other hand it was clear that the best
guarantee against further attacks of the coal-
masters lay not in the clauses of the pact but in
resoluteness and unity, with which the fight would
be conducted and with which the miners would
also end it

To cairy on the strike, signified in the first
place the perspective of a long struggle in the
most solid centre of the district. On the other hand
it meant a crumbling away at the periphery of
the district and a struggle betwecen the mine-
workers themselves, between, on the one side,
those who had persevered in the struggle, and on
the other those who, having fought heroically for
four weeks, had then, through hunger and
treachery, preferred the unsatisfactory  pact
to a further lengthy strike.

The means for sharpening the strike in the
district itself were for thé most part already
employed.  As is well known, the strike had
alrcady previously been raised to a one-day
general strike in the whole district with great
illegal demonstrations and severe collisions with
the armed forces. The strikers used excellently
the threat to withdraw the safety men and flood
the pits. They used the withdrawal as a threat
after the dissolution of the first strike Committee
and had compelled recognition of the newly-
clected strike leadership. At some pits they with-
drew the safety men since the authorities
endeavoured under military protection to trans-
port coal from the depbts.

The hest chances for the continuation of the
fight was naturally its extension, the leading of
further sections of workers in the country into
the struggle. Yet at this time there was no real
prospect of a quick realisation of this.

The mineworkers’ strike in Kladno was ended;
in Ostrau it was impossible to take the whole
district along in the struggle and the third partial
strike in Ostrau was defeated by the forces of
terror and the treachery of the Social-Fascists;
the other small areas were forced to content them-
selves with partial struggles and demonstrations.
In Briinn the textile workers’ strike was already
terminated.

In these circumstances the termination of the
strike was the only correct thing to do.  The
struggle was ended at the moment of the greatest
political success of the Communists and the
prolctarian united front. The mineworkers
returned to the pits united and with fighting
resoluteness. They were resolved to answer every
attack of the employers with a new struggle.
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This slogan was no empty phrase. Since the
termination of the great struggle in the mining
district of Northern Bohemia there have already
been seven pit strikes. The causc was always the
same. Some workcers were late in starting work
for the simple reason that they had heen
arrested., i.e., for accidental causes. The pact
promised to take on only those who turned up for
work at the right time.” When, however, the pit
managers refused to re-employ one worker only,
the whole of the men came out on strike—with
always the same result. In all the seven instances
the bosses were forced to re-employ the men.

The strike committees remained together and
transformed themselves into mineworkers’ unity
committees. At a number of pits campaigns were
inaugurated for an immediate new election of the
pit councils and it was possible thereby to win the
legally prescribed two-thirds majority. The unity
committee summoncd a general Red May Day
demonstration which took place with the partici-
pation of tens of thousards of workers of all
political tendencies, while the Social-Fascist
festivities shrunk into small gatherings. In the
district an active recruiting campaign for the Red
Mine Workers’ Union took place. Whole groups
of Reformists and Hakenkreuzler workers joined
the Red Union.  All this showed that the Party
and the Red union had not only led the strike
correctly but had also ended it at the most oppor-
rune moment in the correct manner; had thus
created conditions for a shattering of the Fascist
and the Social-Fascist influence in the district,
and for a permanent strengthening of the revolu-
tionary front,

The mineworkers’ strike in (Czecho-Slovakia
has had great significance for the class struggle

_in that country. For the first time the Party and

“the Red Trade Unions, during a period - of
economic crisis, were able to lead independently
a great mass strike. Of all the 80,000 mine-
workers in all the districts, 55,000, even accord-
ing to official statistics, took part in the strike.

In the Northern Bohemia district it was possible
to bring the attack of the coalmasters to a stand-
still. In other districts proof was conclusively
brought forth that the workers can fight and that
the Communist Party is the only party which
really defends the interests of the workers.

All the strike-breaking arguments of the Social-
Fuscists were contradicted through the struggle.
It was shown that it is a lie to say that during
crisis the workers cannot fight, for never beforc
was the mineworkers' struggle in Northern
Bohemia so united and so complete. It was
revealed that the Social-Fascists had lied when
they declared that the unemployed would stab the
strikers in the back; on the contrary, the unem-
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ploycd had supported the strike in exemplary
fashion and at the end of the strike the Social-
Fascists exposed the mendacity of their arguments
themselves in that they said that only the uncem-
ployed prevented the mincworkers from returning
to work (which naturally, was a new lie).  The
falsity of their arguments was revealed that with-
out sufficient funds no strike could be successfully
carried through, when on the one hand the miner«
without any regular support showed the greatest
endurance in the strike, and on the other hand it
was possible to organise a broad parallel solidarity
campaign amongst all sections of the working
class and, in spite of the prohibition of the reform-
ist organisations, to collect hundreds of thousands
of Kronen for the strikers. It was also revealed
that the arguments of the Social-Fascists, that it
was impossible to strike because the coalmasters
had gigantic stores of coal at the depbts which
they would sell during the strike, were an empty
threat, as, for the first time in the history of
Northern Bohemian miners’ strikes, the strikers
successtully prevented the transport of coal from
the depbts, and at the end of the strike, there was
a perceptible scarcity of brown coal.

The miners’ strike revealed to the workers,
particularly the Nationalist and Reformist
adherents, the réle of the bourgeois State
apparatus; but it also revealed that it
was possible to fight successfully against
the severest terrorist measures. The mass
of mineworkers fought for their right to strike
and their right to the streets. Under their
pressure the dissolved strike committees werce
again permitted. The gencral strike and the mass
demonstration of the 13th April were carried out
in spite of the ban, gendarmerie, military forces
and the shooting.

The miners’ strike showed clearly that by the
consistent and dexterous application of the United
Front from below, it is possible to come up suc-
cessfully against the treachery and the strike-
breaking of the Social-Fascists and the Fascist
leaders.  In the Northern Bohemia district the
Reformist leaders were powerless. No one heeded
their instructions. Their own caretully-sifted
delegate conferences turned down their proposals.
Their influence was tremendously shaken.

These lessons do not remain without effect on
the broadest masses of the Czecho-Slovakian
proletariat.

During the miners’ strike we also had a rise
of the strike movement in other districts. We
had a strike of the textile workers in Briinn
against the reduction of the cost of living increase,
which, to be true, embraced only a part of the
industry and after a few days was compelled to
break up. But under this pressyre the employers
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no Junger dared to reduce the whole cost of living
increase and to a certuin extent granted it. We
had a strike in the Rima Muranga Railway works
in East Slovakia. A strike lasting ecight weeks
was unitedly carried out in the textile fuctory of
Doubleby in East Bohemia and ended, despite no
material success, in the strengthening of the Red
Trade Union.  And of the support which the
workers' struggle produced among the working
masses the following incident is_characteristic. In
the Richter textile factory in Mildenau in Northern
Bohemia, the employers gave notice to thirteen
workers. Thereupon the whole of the workers,
numbering 1,100 men, came out under the slogan
of “*“Not a man off the job,’’ and after three days
enforced the re-employment of all the discharged
men.

.After the miners’ strike a wave of strikes
developed in a number of areas and branches of
industry.

The building workers for some time led a suc-
cessful small struggle against the attacks of the
cmployers. According to the statistics of the Red
Building Workers' Union, from the beginning of
the year to the middle of April, 20,000 building
and stoneworkers in 350 enterprises (building and
quarries) had taken part in partial and demon-
strative strikes under their leadership.  During
this period the Union had recruited 4,507 new
nmembers.

Now, however, the question of the transition to
a greater strike in the building trade stands on the
order of the day; a strike which will embrace the
whole of the workers, in which tens of thousands
of building workers, under the leadership of the
clected strike committees, the organ of the united
front, will carry on their successful struggle.

The landworkers in the Galanta territory in
Slovakia {about 4,500 men) had fought a united
struggle for a 3o per cent. wage increase on the
existing wages, payment for overtime and the
recognition of their elected and trusted represent-
atives. This strike was carried out against the
collective agreement signed by the Reformists. It
was won in a district of the greatest terror where
the previous year the notorious shooting took
place in Kossuth. Now the strike encompasses a
number of more distant areas of the Slovakian
landworkers, In the Carpatho-Ukraine the strike
of wine-workers ended with a partial victory.

In the textile industry there was a number of
partial struggles. For July a great strike against
wage reductions and rationalisation was prepared
in the East and Northern Bohemia districts
included in the agreement. The position is the
same in many other branches of industry.

At an organisers’ conference, the C.C. of the
Czecho-Slovakian Party, after a thorough exam-
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ination of the lessons of the miners® strike dis-
cussed and laid down concrete tasks tor the
development of the economic struggles in all
spheres. It is cxpected that the attacks of the
cmployers will come up against resolute resistance
of the working masses organised by the Commun-
ists, and that they will lead to further mass
struggles in the course of which the Cominunists
will lead still broader masses and win them for
the fight tor the liberation of the working class.
At the same time the Party mobilises the masses
for resistance against the application in Czecho-
Slovakia of emergency measures on the model of

‘Briinning and Von Papen in Germany.

As is known, the rudder of the Czecho-Slovakian
State has up to now been held by a ‘‘great coali-
tion” 'of almost all the bourgeois and Social-
Fascist parties, which possess a great majority in
Parliament.

Still, in recent times, more and more trequent
complaints have been made within the bourgeois
camp that the Government acts too slowly and
with insufficient energy, that Parliament is too
lethargic, and that 4 great new form of govern-
ment is required.

The rapid development ot tne crisis, the hope-
lessness of a quick realisation of the Tardieu
middle-European plans leading to some kind of
“amelioration’’ of the crisis, the shaking of the
Social-Fascist influence over the masses, the suc-
cess ot the Communists, all make necessary a new
manceuvre.

The bourgeoisie plans new attacks on the living
standards of the working masses; reduction of
wages and the salaries of civil servants; reduction
of the wretched unemployment relief and the
introduction of compulsory labour for the unem-
ploved; new indirect taxes; reduction of rent
protection, etc.

And above all the war plans of the Czechish
bourgeoisie make quick action necessary.

For these reasons the tendency to displace the
great coalition by a cabinet of officials or a
“‘cabinet of personalities’’ grows rapidly, to set it
up through a law of authorisation with full
powers as in Germany Briining had and Von
Papen has to-day, to dissolve parliament, to drive
forward in the severest manner against the revo-
lutionary working class movement, up to the dis-
solution of the Communist Party. The first step
towards that has been the banning of the W.LR.
and I.L.D. as well as the Young Communist
League. The Social-Democrats v«:ould be able
further to play their réle of the chief social sup-
port of the bourgeoisie, but in a slightly altered
form. They would reject all direct responsibility
for the deeds of the ‘‘Government of the Strong

(Continued ou page 340)
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LESSONS OF THE MINERS’ STRIKE STRUGGLE IN THE
RUHR IN 1931-32

By S. PerRevozNikov.

N the Ruhr district -is represented one of the

decisive scctions of the class struggle in
Germany.  Despite the growing replacement of
coul by ncw synthetic fuels, the Rubr coal basin
still remains the chief fuel and power base of
Germany. In addition to coal, the leading section
of the German metal industry is also located in
the Ruhr. ‘‘The reduction of the cost of pro-
duction and the increase of the competitive power
of our industry can be begun only with the Ruhr,”’
this slogan, thrown out by the ‘‘Bergwerks-
zeitung’’ (journal of the coal industry) already
at the beginning of the introduction of capitalist
rationalisation, has been stressed and enforced
particularly during the years of the crisis. The
capitalist solution of the crisis, which involves a
reduction of the living standards of the working
class, begins with, and in a great measure
depends upon, a constant and strong pressure
upon ‘the workers, particularly of this coal and
metal base of the German industry. And for this
very reason the struggle of the Ruhr workers is
of the greatest importance to the organisation of
resistance and a counter-offensive of the German
proletariat against the effort of the bourgeoisie to
solve the crisis at the expense of the great toiling
masses.

The C.P. of Germany and the revolutionary
trade union opposition of the Ruhr province have
been able to accumulate a great deal of experi-
cnce in independent leadership of the economic
struggle. The original application of this policy
of independent leadership began in the Ruhr
during the lockout of the 213,000 metal workers
in 1928. The first mass strike prepared and con-
ducted from the beginning to the end by the Red
Trade-Union Opposition of Germany also tock
place in the Ruhr, namely the strike of 60,000
miners in 1931. For this reason it appears
especially important to trace on the basis of the
experience of the Ruhr, the causes of the fnbsencc
of big economic strikes in Germany during the
past year despite the growing acuteness of all
the class contradictions.

In the first half of 1931 the C.P. of Germany
and the Red Trade-Union Opposition of the Ruhr
Province had a series of remarkable successes.
They independently conducted a big miners’ strike
in January, 1931, and in conncction with this
struggle created the all-German Red union of
miners. The factory committee clections in
March and April, 1931, revcaled the growth of

the political influence of the Party and of the Red
Trade-Union Opposition in the factories : the Red
tickets received in 120 mines 68,324 votes against
35,262 at the previous clections, while the Social-
Democratic and reformist trade _unions lost
26,000 votes. These elections showed that the
masses approved of the policy of the Party and
revolutionary  trade-union opposition in the
January strike, as wecll as of the crcation of a
Red union.

Since then the strike struggle in the Ruhr has
been marked by a steady decline. In October,
1931, the Party and the Red union succeeded in
leading in the fight against the 7 pcer cent. wage
cut only scattered groups of miners (about 25,000
30,000 on the whole) and keeping them in the
strike for only a few days. In January, 1932,
the Communist Party of Germany and the Red
Trade-Union” Opposition of the Ruhr mobilised
an even smaller number of miners against
Briining’s emergency decree, only a few
thousand miners striking for one or two days in
six mines. This decline of the strike movement
in the Ruhr has been accompanied by a retard-
ation of the growth of the political influence of the
Party (and even by its weakening) and by stag-
nation in the Party organisations, in the Red
miners’ union and in the revolutionary trade-
union opposition of the Ruhr province. In the
elections to the Prussian Landtag last April the
C.P. of Germany polled in the Ruhr (Westfeil-
North and South) 25,000 votes less than in the
Reichstag elections of the autumn of 1930, not to
mention the fact that it failed to capture the
80,000 votes lost hy the Social-Democratic Party
during this period.  The Fascists (Nazi) who
gained 380,000 votes chiefly at the expense of the
bourgeois parties, became the second strongest
Party (next to the Centre) in this proletarian
region.

One of the main causes of the temporary dis-
continuation of the growth and partial decline of
the influence of the Party among the masses of

.the Ruhr consists in that the C.P. of Germany

and the Red Trade-Union Opposition failed <o
organise the workers’ resistance to the lowering
of their living standards.

During the past year the situation of the Ruhr
miners has been steadily deteriorating. Accord-
ing to the ‘‘Gewerkschaftsarchiv’’ (January,
1932), the wages of a miner working’ full time
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and recciving full rates amounted on the average
to the following :

Skilled Unskilled
1939/ 30 120.8 marks 75.7 marks
January, 193t 4.3, 719
November, 1931 105.8 ,, 66.4 ,,
Januvary, 1932 95.2 ,, 59.8 ,,

The actual monthly wages of a Ruhr hewer,
that is of a' skilled miner, are shown in the
following figures :

In July, 1931, a hewer received for

20 1/s shifts ... .

.. 162.74 marks
Plus the ““family allowance”’

5.26 ,,

Total 168.00 marks
The following deductions were made :

Insurance ... .. 23.02 marks
The wage tax and the *‘crisis tax”’ 4.05
Repairing instruments 2.55

Total:  29.62 marks
Rent 38.05 ,,
Total :  67.67 ,,

Remainder for living expenses .100.33 marks

Already in January, 1931, the wages of this
worker were reduced by 11.31 marks (before
January he earned 174.05 marks). The wage cut
in October, 1931, and the reduction of the
“family allowance’’ .by six pfennigs further
reduced his wages by g9.72 marks per month
while the wage cut under the fourth emergency
decree issued in January, 1932, brought with it
a new reduction of wages hy 15.02 marks.

It is necessary to remember that a large pro-
portion of the miners have 4-5 free shifts per
month amounting to a loss of 30-35 marks out
of the monthly wages. According to the news-
paper of the Christian Union of Miners, m
February, 1931, the average number of free shifts
per miner in the Ruhr amounted to 34 per month.
During the succeeding months this figure did not
decrease but actually increased.

In the budget of many of the workers of the
“Thyssen’’ mine there are references to cuts in
the monthly wages by 10-15 marks effected in
the summer and autumn of 1931 through trans-
fers to lower wage groups. This is a very wide-
spread practice of cutting wages in the Ruhr. In
this connection the ‘‘Ruhr Echo’ writes:

‘““In the mining industry for instance, the
situation is such that the employers reduce cer-
tain groups of workers to lower grade scales.
Such examples have taken place not only in the
mining industry in which there are about 3o
different rates, but also in the other industries.”’

The organisation of the struggle of the Ruhr
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miners against this pressure of the employcers upon
their living standards has unquestionably met
with a number of objective difficultics.

The first of these is the existence of a huge
army of uncmployed and the constant growth of
this army. The total number of miners employed
in the Ruhr decreased between December, 1929,
and January, 1931, from 382,331 to 290,313.
This means that 92,498 miners were dismissed
in the course of one year. Between January and
July, 1931, to January, 1932, hetween 20,000 and
25,000 more miners lost employment.  The fe;ar
of the employed workers losing their jobs in
consequence of a strike plays a definite part in
the organisation of thc cconomic struggle.

Another difficulty is presented by the ever-
growing terror of the police, employers and
Fascists against the strikers which lcads in each
strike to the purging of the mines from the most
militant revolutionary workers. In a speech
delivered at the mecting of the all-German Com-
mittee of the revolutionary trade-union opposition
in March, 1932, the Chairman of the Red Miners’
Union stated :

‘“We have no less than 4,000 functionaries who
have been victimised while thousands have been
discharged this year. There are places in which
the Red shop-committce members have been dis-
missed five times in succession. . . . Complete
pit groups (of the Union and Red opposition)
have been thrown out of the mines, not once,
but several times'" (Stenogram, page 311).

The slight reduction of tie prices of consumers’
goods, while lagging far behind the wage cuts,
still enabled the employers and the trade-union
bureaucrats to lull the miners by talk of ‘‘pre-
serving the real standard of living despitc the
wage cuts.”’

A characteristic thing about the price move-
ment is the fact that the prices of bread, potatoes
and sugar, which hold an important place in the
budget of the poorly-paid workers not only did
not go down, but actually went up.

The basic difficulty in the organisation of the
miners’ struggle consists of the extensive
influence of the Reformist and Christian trade-
union bureaucracy, who seek by all means (by
skilful manceuvres and open strike-breaking) to
keep the miners from taking part in the struggle
and who broke the strikes whenever they did
occur. The Reformist union of miners has about
40,000 members in the Ruhr, while the Christian
union has about 30,000 members (the member-
ship of the Red union in the Ruhr amounting to
16,000). In all the strikes of the miners during
the past period—in the general strike of 1931, in
the October strike of the same vear and in the
January movement of 1932—the Reformist and
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Christian trade unions of miners proclaimed the
strikes to be ‘‘outlawed’’ and urged their mem-
bers to continuc to work. Their tactics in break-

g up the strikes we shall deal with further on.
on,

Experience has shown that all these difficulties
can be overcome (the January strike of 1931, the
extensive strike movement of the miners in Poland
and Czccho-Slovakia where the biggest of these
difficulties also exist) and that the sharpening of
the class contradictions in Germany creates addi-
tional opportunities for the development of the
struggle of the masses (the growth of the dis-
content among the workers, the growing fermen-
tation among the members of the Reformist and
Christian trade unions, the class solidarity and
activity of the unemployed, the unceasing pressure
of the bourgeoisie which again and again stimu-
lates the workers towards militant resistance,
cte.). The most important cause of the decline
of the class struggle in the Ruhr during this
period is to be found in the weaknesses of the
subjective factor—of the Party, Red trade-union
and revolutionary trade-union opposition of the
Ruhr valley.

The main weaknesses of the Party and of the
Red Trade-Union Opposition as displayed in the
economic struggle in' the Ruhr since the XI
Plenum of the E.C.C.1. are as follow :

a. The insufficient political initiative and
political aggressiveness towards the enemy
(instead of an independent choice of the time for
the struggle as was the case in January, 1931,
they wait for the blows and manceuvres of the
employers ; instead of a political offensive against
the Social-Democrats and the Reformist trade-
union bureaucracy (whose position has been even
less tenable by their support of Briining and the
introduction of -wage cuts), defence against their
manceuvres.

b. The incorrect methods of preparation for
and leadership of the struggle (schematism.
regimentation, the absence of the united front
from helow, an incorrect approach to the Reform-
ist and Christian workers; preparations from
above, instead of at the places of work).

¢. The incorrect methods of the lcadership of
the Red Miners’ Union by the Party organis-
ation (petty appraisal, supplantation, etc.).

d. The opportunist fluctuations in the estima-
tion of the importance of partial strikes and on
the question of the general strike.

e. The weakness of the entire mass work in
the mines and pits, the weak »ooncetinn with the
masses.

f. The practically complete absence of work in
the Reformist and Christian trade unions (the
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liquidation of the groups of the Red Trade-Union
Opposition in the mines, ete.).

In January, 1931, the trade-union opposition
organised a strike of 60,000 miners, against the
12 per cent. wage cut demanded by the employers.
During this period no Red Union of Miners cxisted
in the Ruhr, while the Red Trade-Union Opposi-
tion among the miners had only 4,000 mem-
bers. What made the organisation of that strikc
possible? First of all, the fact that the Red
Trade-Union Opposition seriously prepared for
the strike, most of thc preparatory work being
carried out in the mines. In its report on the
preparation for the struggle the all-German
leadership of the Red Trade-Union Opposition of
the miners, wrote :

“The preparation for the miners’ strike began
in June, 1930 . . About 1,000 meetings were
held in thc mines (from December g, 1930). The
““Ruhr Echo’’ devoted a page every day to the
miners’ struggle under the bheading *‘“The Mines
are Prepared to Fight,’’ this page containing
reports of the Central Committee for the Prepar-
ation of the Struggle. This page was published
separately every day in 5,000 copies and distri-
buted in 134 mines and was also posted in the
workers’ villages and in the streets leading to the
pits. .

‘‘Preparatory committees of struggle were set
up in 101 mines. About 50 of them carried
on their work every day.

. “In 30 mines programmes of demands
were worked out at general meetings which
helped to mobilise the miners.”’

Further, the fact that the Party was mobilised
for the preparation and conduct of the struggle :

““The C.P. of Germany ably supported the pre-
paration for the struggle. By caliing special
Party conferences locally and meetings of the
groups the Party was mobilised down to its last
organised unit.”” (From the same report).

Then there was the fact that the Red Trade-
Union Opposition, basing itself upon the con-
nection with the masses in the mines established
during the period of the preparation for the
struggle, succeeded in completely retaining the
initiative of fixing the date of the struggle,
following the correct policy cf taking the encray
by surprise.

“On December 12, the confercnce (of mine
delegates) adopted a decision that the signal to
strike will consist of a notification of the Cent al
Committee of Struggle to the effect that the fight
is to begin. This decision was necessary in order
to catch the enemy unawares and prevent him
from taking counter measures’ (report of the
all-German leadership of the Miners’ Red Trade-
Union Opposition).
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This decision was discussed at the general
mine mecetings.

By displaying considerable initiative and carry-
ing on mass preparatory work the Red Trade-
Union Opposition succeeded in quickly reacting
to the manceuvres of the trade-union burcaucracy.

The leadership of the miners’ Reformist trade
union at first responded (o our strike preparations
by the statement that “‘at a time of a crisis it is
impossible to advance wage demands and decide
upon the cancellation of the wage agreenent.’’
{From the same report). However, when the
Red Trade-Union Opposition  declared at the
mine meetings that this means that the trade-union
bureaucracy is prepared to accept a wage cul the
Reformist leadership, contronted with the grow-
ing strike sentiments among the workers, carried
out a manceuvre ; atter the wage agreement had
been annulled by the employers the Executive
Committee of the reformist union of miners put
forward the demand for a 30 pfennig wage
increase and a seven-hour shift. The Red Trade-
Union Opposition then withdrew its demands for
a wage increase of one mark and a six hour shift
declaring that in the interests of unity in the
struggle it was prepared to fight for the demands
advanced by the Reformist trade union, being
confident that these demands could be secured
only by means of a strike. Since the Reformist
leadership naturally did nothing to prepare for
a struggle for its own demands, this manceuvre
was exposcd by the Red Trade-Union Opposition
before the masses.

All this made it possible for the Red Trade-
Unton Opposition to mobilise the workers for the
strike on its own record.  On January 2, cven
hefore the negotiations between the employers,
the trade unions and the arbitration bodies for a
reduction of the wages led to any definite
decision, to their complcte surprise, a  strike
was declared in 32 mincs. On January 3, 33
mines were on strike (37 completely and 16 par-
tially). The decision to open the strike was
adopted on January 1 at a conference of mine
delegates and was confirmed in the morning of
January 2, at the pit mectings which added to
the former demands the following :

“The immediate cancellation of all dismissals ;
the mine administrations must undertake not to
reduce the wages; for giving work to the unem-
ployed "’

These demands were immediately presented to
the administration.

“The workers’ meetings (held in the morning
of January 2) authorised the committees of
struggle immediately to open negotiations with
the adminmistration of the mines and pits.  Up
to the completion of the negotiations the workers
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remain at the meetings held in the washing rooms.
In case the demunds should be rejected  the
strikes would begin at once.” (1bid).

The power of the Red Trade-Union Opposition
in the organisation of this strike consisted in that
it did everything in the closest contact with the
masses of miners. This contact was maintained
during the days of the strike as well,

“*Strikers’ meetings  were  held  daily Lo
Between the Central Strike Committee numbering
80 members which was elected at the conference
of January and which included Social-Democratic
and Christian workers . . . and the district and
minc strike committees’ constant connections were
maintained through messengers and instructors.

Dcspite the unprecedented police terror
there wcere mass strike pickets . . . in which the
unémploycd took an active part. Where,
owing to the police terror, it was impossible to
picket the mines the strike committees organised
pickets in the mining villages. During the
days ot the strike the masses were on the
streets.”’

The political ‘initiative, the activity and the
mass preparations created the conditions for the
organisation and conduct of the strike against
the will of the trade-union bureaucracy and made
it possible to attract more than 62,000 miners into
the struggle despite the savage terror.  The
(GGovernment hastencd to issue the compulsorv
arbitration award cutting the wages by 6 per
cent. (the employers demanded an 8 per cent.
wage cut in the last negotiations while the
Reformist trade-union bureaucracy agreed to a
4 per cent cut, From January 6 the strike began
to decline and several days later came to an end.
Upon the conclusion of the strike a Red Union
of Miners was orgamised at a conference of mine
delegates.

The Junuary strike of 1931, in the Ruhr, could
unquestionably have seived as a point of depar-
ture for the development of the cconomic struggle
in the Ruhr and throughout the country. [t
could not but have stimulated the growth of
militant sentiments among the workers and the
strengthening of the prestige of the Red Tr’a.dg-
Union Opposition among the masses. I'his
should have heen ably utilised with a view to the
changing situation. Howcver, neither the Party,
the newly-created Red Union, nor the Red-Trade-
Union Opposition, did this. .

It is necessary to note that already in this
generally well-prepared and well-conducted strike
a number of weakncsses wcre demonstrated
which subsequently were particularly aggravated.
The most important of these was the narrow base
of the united front from below. Of the 1o1 pre-
paratory committees of struggle only g7 proved
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to be real organs of the united front.  ‘The other
54 commitices did not succeed in leading their
mines in the struggle chicfly owing to the fact
that they were founded upon a very narrow basis
and were  passive. The Red  Trade-Union
Opposition succeeded in gaining very little sup-
port among the Reformist and Christian workers
in the strike; the big conferences held during the
preparation for the strugyle, such. as the confer-
ence held on July 6, 1931, with the participation
of 720 members, were attended by only 3 Social-
Democrats and one Christian worker. Even at
the conference held during the strike (January 1)
there were among the 8oo delegates from the
mines only 36 members of the Reformist union,
12 members ol the Christian union and 4 Fascists.
There were also cases of nonc but members of
the Party and Red Trade-Union Opposition join-
ing the strike. In a letter on the strike it was
reported, for instance, that ‘‘therc have been such
cascs as 10 or 30 comrades alone leaving the
mine, believing that in this way they were sup-
porting the miners’ struggle.”

To overcome these weaknesses and, with a
view to the experience of the successfully-organ-
ised mass strike, to develop a great struggle of
the miners against all further pressure upon their
living standards—such was the task.

To do this it was necessary first of all to take
into éonsideration the changed methods of the
encemy. At the end of 1930 the German bour-
geoisic started an offensive all along the front
upon the wage rates of the workers after the
super-tariff rates had already Dbeen reduced.
Having met with resistance on the part of the
Berlin metal workers in November, 1930, and of
the Ruhr miners in January, 1931, the emplovers
took up highly diverse forms of lowering the
standards of life.

In the Rubr constant dismissals and transfers
of workers to lower grades have been practised
in the mines ever since the spring of 1931, In
June, the so-called ‘“‘familv allowances’ werc
reduced while the working day was lengthened.

Ever more extensively, heginning with Walden-
bury and spreading to all the other minc ficlds,
the so-calicd “Krimper-system™ began to be
cmploved involving  the  replacement  of the
workers for two or three months with the sub-
sequent re-employment of the former workers,
thus establishing turns beoween the employed and
unemploved workers.  Every time that once sct of
workers was replaced by another the numbcer of
workers was reduced and the pice¢ rates were cut.

As regards discharges, up 1o 30,000 miners
ost emplovmert during the first half of 1931
one,

Under these new coutditions the Party, the Red
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Trade Union and the Revolutionary Trade-Union
Opposition did not concentrate their attention
upon the organisation of the workers’ struggie
the mine against the new forms of lowermg therr
living standards.  The cntire Party and trade-
union press  (“Rubr-Echo,”  *‘Grubenarbeiter’”)
wrote ahout preparing tor the coming *‘fight of
500,000’" (that is miners and metal workers) while
it was nccessary to develop the struggle at the
places of work without any delay. The abstract
directions about preparing “‘a fight of 500,000'"
distracted the organisations from the concrete
struggle of the day.  For the first 7-8 months of
1941 the partial struggle in the shops was practic-
ally neglected.

This situation was due to the weak connection
with the shops and to the underestimation ol the
importance of the partial strikes.

As regards the partial strikes, the Chairman of
the Miners” Red Union had to note as one of the
biggest weaknesses of this period :

““The undercstimation of the importance of the
partial strikes : Our comrades had the idea that a
successful struggle is possible if there is ‘‘firing
all along the line.”” (Comrade Funk’s article in
“Ingcewerkspress,’” No. 81, 1g31).

The Red Union of Miners, which during this
period built up its pit groups, thus developed
without connection with the concrete struggle in
the pits, without connection with the defence
of the every-day needs of the workers, with their
protection against dismissals and  with the
various forms by which their living standards
were lowered,

The failure to protect the daily needs of the
workers in the pits during this whole period
constitutes the main reason of the setbacks in
October and in January, 1932. For it was pre-
cisely during this period that the Red Trade
Union and the Red Trade-Union QOpposition
could and should have gained the confidence
of the workers and brought the workers
into motion by organising hundreds and
thousands of strikes in the mines, protest strikes,
demonstrations, ctc., could have unquestionably
scored victories in hundreds of cases and thus
best prepared for mass strike struggles. To Com-
rade Dahlen’s question of why the workers in the
Rubr did not strike in January, 1932, when they
were called upon to strike by the Red members
of the factory committees and why they did not
defend the factory committeec members against
being arrested, he received from a miner the
following reply :

“During the last year and a half the piece rates
in the mine have been reduced in several stages
from 2 marks to 87 pfennigs without resistance on
the part of the Red Trade Union, without resist-
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ance on the part of the Red lactory committee
members,  The workers do not feel confident that
this time the Red Trade Union Opposition and
the Red Trade Union will act any better in case
of a wage cut.””  (Stenographic report of the
Enlarged Plenum of the all-German Committer
of the Red Trade-Union Opposition held March
2, 1932).

Without a consideration of this factor it s
difficult to determine correctly the cause of the
declining tendency of the economic struggle n
the Rubr since the January strike of 1931. During
these months, when the employers conducted a
systematic attack upon the workers in the mines
and pits while the Red Trade Union and the Red
Trade-Union Opposition remained passive they
lost the initiative in the struggle and the con-
nection with the masses which they had in the
january strike of 1931,

* * »* »

In October, 1931, the employers in the mining
industry again took up an offensive along a wide
front, demanding a 12 per cent, wage cut
Remembering the experience of the January strike
of 1931, they now made every preparation to
attack the workers unexpectedly and take them
by surprise. For this purpose they first of all
agreed with the trade-union bureaucracy not to
talk *‘too much’ about the annullment by them
of the wage agreement and their intention to cut
wages by 12 per cent.  When this demand of the
¢mployers became known from the words of the
Seeretary of the Christian Union, Recklinghausen,
the Red Union issued in August an appeal to the
workers to be ready to strike. The new demand
for a wage cut aroused a wave of indignation in
the mines and pits. This was reported by the
bourgeois newspapers, such as the ‘‘Hessische
Landeszeitung”’ of September which wrote : ‘“The
Janger which threatens us (from -the possible
strikc in-the Ruhr) is greater to the State and
business than the currency prices in London.”
immediately the employers and trade-union
burcaucrats started manceeuvring.  The latter
issued a denial that any ‘‘wage cut and a can-
cellation of the wage agreement are impending.’
The cntire bourgeois press, inspired by the
Employers’ Association, published the statement
that the Reichskanzler intended to prolong by
means of an emergency decree the existing wage
agreement, many of the bourgeois newspapers, for
yreater cffect, wrote about the ‘‘grave position of
the miners.”” The Red Trade Union and the Red
Opposition did not properly react to the employers’
manceuvres, and according to the report of the
union .leadership ‘‘the strike sentiments during
this period—in the middle of September — had
<ubsided.”® This means, in effect, that the work
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of the Red Union and of the Trade-Union Opposi-
tion of preparing for a struggle was temporarily
weakened. The cmployers secured what they
wanted ; namely, they gained time. The decision
of the arbitration court to cut wages by 7 per
cent. came as a complete surprise to the workers.
A fresh wave of discontent developed. The organ
pf the Rcformist Union of Miners *'Bergbau-
industric,”’ No. 41, wrote as follows :

“The arbitration award of a 7 per cent. wage
cut aroused great indignation among the miners
and had it not been altered the Communist tactics
of putsches and strikes would have been more
successtul.”

Howecver, it was not so much the change of the
arbitration award which came during the strike
itself, us the manceuvres of the Reformist trade-
union burcaucracy, and our own weaknesses
which decided the failure of our strike slogan.
The Reformist leadership carried out a serics of
big manceuvres. They knew very well what a
mass miners’ strike in October would have meant
to the development of the class struggle in Ger-
many during the coming winter, the worst in a
hundred years. In very radical language the
trade-union burcaucrats opposed this new wage
cut, while declaring at the same time that :

‘‘Isolated strikes will not achieve the object,
the workers must be prepared for a general strike
unless the unbearable policy of cutting wages by
7 and 10 per cent. is discontinued.” (From the
speech of a member of the Exccutive of the
Reformist Union in Bohum).

They called union membership mcetings in some
parts of the Ruhr valley, which they had not dune
before, and declared there as well that the trade
unions at the necessary moment. will issue a call
for ‘‘big action,’’ that in the meantime it is
important “‘not to divide up the forces.”” Only
at a few of the meetings, according to the Reform-
ist ‘‘Bergbauindustriezeitung,’’ did the Commun-
ists come out with a call for a strike. The ‘‘Ruhr-
echo’ and ‘‘Grubenarbeiter’’ did not even report
these meetings.

The Red Trade Union -and the Trade-Union
Opposition did not succeed in at once exposing
this manceuvre. On the contrary, our function-
aries themselves fell into the trap. About the
sentiments ‘‘for a general strike’’ Comrade Funk
wrote as follows :

““The general strike is the only weapon against
the wage robbers, this tendency prevails not so
much among the miners as among -a section of
our functionaries.”’ (See ‘‘Ingewerkspress’’ of
November 3, 1931).

Another important manoeuvre of the Reformist
trade-union bureaucracy at this moment was the
slogan of the *‘united front of the trade unions.’
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On October 1, all the Reformist and Christian
newspapers published an appeal by all the trade
unions (of the all-German Federation of Trade
Unions, the Christian and the Hirsch-Dunker
organisations) calling for ‘‘united action.”

Our Press in the Ruhr practically failed to react
to this demagogic trick of the Reformists

Already after the arbitration award has been
announced the Execulive of the Reformist Miners®
Trade Union carried out a new manceuvre;
namely, it sent a telegram to the Ministry of
Labour asking that the arbitration award should
not he made compulsory. They gave great
publicity to their ‘‘action,” and since the Red
Union and the Trade-Union Opposition proved
themselves to be quite helpless in the face ot the
Reformist manceuvres in all the weeks preceding
the strike, this manceuvre also had its cffect.

“When the Red factory-committee members
spoke to the miners in the wash-rooms on the
first day of the strike they heard on all sides the
reply : ‘‘Let us wait and see whether the award
will he made compulsory.”’

While the employers and the
burcaucrats displayed a large

trade-union
variety of

manceuvres the Party organisation, the Red
Union and the Revolutionary Trade-Union
Opposition  displayed, despite their apparent

activity (appeals, long appeals, to struggle in
the Press), extremely limited initiative.  The
mass preparation in the mines was much weaker
than it was in January. Most of the work con-
sisted of proving that a reduction ot wages was
incvitable and of a weak defence against the
manceuvres of the employers and trade-union
burcaucracy. The actions and statements of the
Reformists (the demand not to make the arbitra-
tion award compulsory, ‘‘the united front of the
trade unions,”” ‘‘the general strike’” in the
future) rather than our slogan of the strike,
rather than our demands (the wages to remain
at the pre-January level, a seven-hour shift with
cqual wages, ete.) served as the maio subject of
discussions among the workers.  This was a
result of our weak initiative and insufficient miwss
preparation. . The choice of the moment for the
declaration of the strike followed the same line,
it was declared immediately after the publication
of the arbitration award.  The employers who
had expected the strike to be declared just then
appointed at the last moment free shifts during
these days in the biggest mines.  Thus, these
mines were excluded from the strike,

Altogether about 20,000 workers struck in the
Ruhr and about 10,000 in the other regions
(Upper Silesia, Waldenburg), the strike lasting
only a few davs, The Government issued i

* decision- to reduce the workers’ contributions to
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insurance by } per cent. so that thc wage cut
amounted to 3§ per cent.

A most important factor responsible for the
weak extent of the strike was the insufficient
vrganisation of a united front with the Reformist
workers and influence of the Reformist trade
union.

*‘The workers of 60 mines discussed in the
morning (of the day when the strike was
declared) in the wash-rooms the question of the
strike.  Under the influence of the Reformist
factory committec members they went down into
the mines."”” (Sefkov at the Plenum of the All-
German Committee jn October, 1931).

This fact strikingly reveals that the members
of the Party and of the Red Trade-Union Opposi-
tion during the preparatory period did not raise
within the Reformist trade unions the question
of the strike before the Reformist workers, before
the lower Reformist functionaries, that no
attempt was made to break through to them,
that previously the question was not put point
blank to the Reformist factory committees and
to the lower Reformist trade union organisations
of what they would do in case of a wage cut and
a declaration of a strike against it. This not
having been done the Reformist workers and
functionaries had to decide at the last moment
whether they were to go against their own union
together ‘with the Red Opposition or they were
to submit to the decisions of the union. It was
clear that to convince them at the very last
minute, without preliminary systematic work with
them, that it was necessary to go against thcir
leadership, was a difficult task.

During the strike the Party organisations and
the Red Opposition committed left-sectarian and
right-opportunist mistakes. In a ‘number of
mines the attempt was made to replace the mass
preparation by leading into the strike only the
advanced workers, the members of the Party and
of the Red Union.

A grave error and an expression of dismay and
political disorientation during the strike was the
communication sent to the Ruhr leadership of the

German Federation of Trade Unions, — on the
third day of the strike when it was already on
thc point of collapse, — proposing a joint
struggle.

Another serious right-opportunist mistake was
the direction issued by the leadership of the Red

 Trade-Union Opposition to all the Red shop com-

mittees to send to Briining resolutions of protest
against the wage cut.

All this represents an attempt to replace the
rcal political initiative, the leadership and mass
work by top machinations and the decrecing of
strikes (calling out only the union members, etc.),
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this being a result of the weak connection exist-
ing between the organisation and the factories,
of the lack, for a number of months following the
XI Plenum of the E.C.C.1., of every-day work of
protecting the interests of the workers.

- * * *

All the weaknesses in the work of the Party,
Red Trade Union and Revolutionary Trade-'Jnion
Opposition of the Ruhr were revealed in the most
concentrated form in the January movement of
1932 opposed to the emergency decree of the
Briining Government, which provided for a ro-15
per cent. wage-cut for all the workers.

The preparation for the movement against the
emergency decree was preceded by two important
Plenums of the All-German Committee of thc Red
Trade Union Opposition in September and at the
end of October, 1931. In September, the C.C.
of the C.P. of Germany published the resolution
of its Politbureau dealing with the weaknesses of
the Party in the organisation of the cconomic
struggle. This resolution and the decisions of
the Plenums of the All-German Committee (the
resolution of the October Plenum of the Red
‘I'rade-Union Opposition) subjected to just criti-
cism the weaknesses in the organisation of the
united front from below, in the preparation of the
strikes, in the work at the factories and within
the Reformist trade unions.  They contained
essentially correct suggestions as to the measures
necessary to overcome these weaknesses. The
regional leadership of the Party organisation and
of the Red Trade-Union Opposition of the Ruhr
fully endorsed these decisions. Here it is neces-
sary to state that when a concrete case arose
necessitating clear self-criticism on the part of
the Party organisation and the Red Trade-Union
Opposition regarding the estimation of the
October strike, this self-criticism was entirely
insufficient. ‘I he resolution of the regionui com-
mittee of the Party on the lessons of the October
strike, while pointing out a number of important
defects, estimated the strike as a ‘‘success’ ani!
a step forwards. The experience of the January
movement of 1932 in the Ruhr shows that the
Jessons of the October strike, the instructions
of the R.I.L.U, and the decisions of the leader-
ship of the C.P. of Germany and of the Red Trade-
Union Opposition in the Ruhr had not been
assimilated and carried out.

In the first place it is necessary fo note that the
emergency decree aroused tremendous indignation
among the workers of the Ruhr. In a letter to
the C.C. of the C.P. of Germany dated December
29 the Ruhr Regional Committee wrote :

““The strike movement against the emergency
decree in the mining industry will have greater
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proportions than the first independent strike after
the Fifth Congress held in January, 1931.”

This was based firstly upon the very militant
sentiments of the workers and secondly upon the
efficient preparation for the strike. The former
was true. That the workers’ sentiments were
highly militant is shown also by the report of the
instructor ot the C.C. and by the statement ot
Comrade Dahlen who happened to be in the Ruhr
Province at that time, that :

“In January and October, 1931, Husemann
was still able to put up against us in the Ruhr
fighting corps, the workers affiliated to the
Reformist trade unions marched solidly, some-

times armed and protected by the police, to the
mines.

‘.. . In the January (1932) movement the
masses of members of the free trade unions
refused to do this . . .”" {Stenographic Report of
the Plenum of the All-German Committee,
March, 1932).

Even judging by the Social-Democratic Press
it is possible tu note that moreover, even among
the Reformist workers strike sentiments prevailed
(‘‘Bergbauindustriezeitung’’), and it was pre-
cisely because of this that the Reformist trade-
union bureaucracy resorted to a series of fraudu-
lent manoeuvres. These militant sentiments, how-
ever, are far from tantamount to a readiness to
respond immediately to the first strike call. The
struggle had to be organised, prepared, it had
to have perfectly clear slogans, mass work had
to be conducted. None of this took place in the
Ruhr, The assertion made in the letter of Decem-
ber, 29, about good preparation was a baseless
phrase founded upon the hope that the militant
sentiments would ‘‘of themselves'’ take the torm
of a strike movement.

The policy itself in the organisation of the
January movement in the Ruhr was unclear. It
consisted of the slogan of a mass political strike
unconnected with the programme of partial
economic demands. For this reason the factory
demands which did exist during the October
strike even if in a small number, were nearly
totally absent.

“In the Ruhr district the mistake consisted in
that the factory demands were completely over-
looked, the political strike alone being advanced
to the forefront as the slogan of action.”
(Stenogram of the Plenum of the Red Trade-
Union Opposition, held in March, 1932).

The Press (‘‘Ruhrecho,”” *‘Grubenarbeiter’’)
and the meetings dealt only with a strike against
Briining. In the agitation conducted during this
movement there was a great deal of talk and
‘“‘strong exprgssions’’ : ‘“To crush,”’ ““To smash,”’
““An unprecedented proletarian storm is develop-
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ing,”” ‘A wave of labour anger is sweeping the
Ruhr,”” ete. And in the shops the situation was
as follows : jo preparatory committecs were sup-
posed to have existed, but in reality there were
only 22 and not one of them conducted syste-
matic preparations for the struggle. The factory
demands were not advanced, the workers in the
shops were not prepared for the struggle. The
entire mass preparation actually resolved itself
into active agitation for a strike by the groups of
unemployed who congregated before the shops,
distributed leaflets, etc., and to active work on
the part of a few union functionaries.

Having failed to submit the question before
the workers, to see to the organisation of com-
mittees of struggle at the workers' meetings, the
Central Strike Committee decreed the beginning
of the strike.

**The Central Strike Committee decided in
accordance with a previous resolution to begin
the strike on Monday, January 4, all along the
line. Upon the publication of this decision it
was necessary to strain every ounce of energy
for action. The shops which did not go on strike
on Monday had to be brought out by the workers
already on strike on January 5 and 6.”
(Announcement of the Central Strike Committee
of January 3, 1932).

In order to give the workers courage the strike
~ommittee published in its bulletin on the previous
day (December 26 and in No. 4) the statement
that :

“On January 2, a great political mass strike
begins in the Ruhr, in Berlin and in the decisive
plants throughout Germany.

“, .. It is already clear that things will
develop into a great political mass strike.”’

‘Thus, the attempt was made to replace clear
slogans and mass work by phrases and orders.

In a number of enterprises only the members
of the Party and Red Union went on strike. A
large number of Red factory committec members
opportunistically retreated before the task of
calling the workers on strike. The members of
the Red shop committecs of two pits refused to
address the workers in the morning of the day
of the strike declaration. In anoti.er pit a number
of members of the Red shop committees arrived
an hour or two late after the workers had
already gone to worl, The police terror in
January was even morc ruthless than in the
October strike when the police occupied not only
a number of mines but also the wash-rcoms in
which the miners usual'y meet in the Ruhr. The
entire Ruhr was under martial taw. It is charac-
teristic of the way the workers reacted to the
police terror that in two mines in which most of
the workers had already decided to work, this
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decision was immediately reversed as soon as the
wash-rooms were occupied by the police.  The
workers of these mines (Westerhold and Berg-
manngliick) drove the police out and went on
strike. The total number of mines which
responded to the strike call in the Ruhr in January
was six while the number of strikers was approxi-
mately 3,000,

The executive committees of the Reformist and
Christian Trade Unions came out against the
strike and called upon their members ‘‘to go to
work solidly and not to be provoked by the Com-
munist terror and putschism.”” The Reformist
trade-union bureaucracy again vigorously came
out against the strike with the argument that it
was necessary to avoid splitting the forces of the
workers, that partial strikes would not lead any-
where. In this matter they were vigorously
assisted by the ‘‘left’’ Social-Fascist Party of
Seidewitz, the Brandlerites and the Trotzkists
who maintained in unison that it was necessary
to prepare tor a general strike and to avoid dissi-
pating the forces.  Further, the Social-Demo-
cratic Party and the Reformist trade-union
bureaucracy conducted a campaign for ‘‘lower
prices,”’ and urged that the emergency decree
would thring a series of improvements to the
workers (lower rents). The Ruhr newspapers of
the Sacial-Democratic Party reported the emerg-
ency decree under the same caption as the
“Vorwirts'’ : ‘A reduction of wages, prices and
rent.”’ The press of the Communist Party, Red
Trade-Union and unemployed committees some-
what vigorously exposed this manceuvre, con-
vincingly arguing that the wages were cut much
more drastically than the prices and that the
price of bread was even increasing. However,
in this agitation as well, things did not pass
without schematism (the ‘‘Ruhr-Echo™ : ‘‘Con-
sumers’ goods have not been cheapened’). The
next manceuvre of the Social-Democrats designed
to dupe the workers was the introduction in the
Reichstag of a Bill nationalising the mining
industry. This mancuvre was accoipanied by
extensive agitation of the Reformists among the
miners, the organ of the Reformist union of
miners  (‘‘Bergbauindustriezeitung'’)  stressing
particularly that this was an ‘‘international
action’’ in which the Reformist International of
Miners participated.  The exposure of this
manceuvre by the Party and the Red Trade-Un. n
Opposition was very weak. At first they failcd
altogether to react to this manceuvre and later
they devoted a few articles to it, some of which
exposed rather vaguely the deceitful character of
this manceuvre (they did not contrast this
manceuvre with/our conception of nationalisation
and did not oppose the Reformist demagogy by
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concrete demands for the immediate improvement
of the miners' conditions). A certain section of
the workers were definitely influenced by the
Reformist manceuvres, However, the biggest
réle in the failure of the January movement in
the Rubir was played by the mistaken slogans
and the entirely incorrect methods of preparation
and leadership of the struggle on the part of the
Party organisation and Red Trade-Union Opposi-
tion of the Rubr Province. That even the Reform-
ists had counted on the possibility of a broailer
movement in January, 1932, is shown by the
following statement published in the Sodial-
Fascist **Vorwirts'' after the January movement
of 1932:

“When one thinks of the fact that thesc’ days
not only among the miners but in every industrial
region destitution is rampant, that everywhere jthe
wage cuts lead to the belts being tightened
another notch, it appears miraculous that the
spark of the Communist strike slogun  did not
cause a fire.”’

* * * *

The methods of regimentation which were
revealed with special acuteness in the movement
of January, 1932, were not accidental. The
relations between the regional Party leadership
and the tradc-union organisation in the Ruhr
cannot be regarded as correct, they must be
rebuilt on the basis of the cxperience of ‘the
movement during the past year.

In the January movement of 1932 the Union
was completely overshadowed.  The instructor
of the C.C. of the Party writes that *“The con-
solidated Union of miners does not appear on:the
scene because it is not allowed to do so.””

This app'ics not only to this strike, in the entire
daily work the Party organisations of the Ruhr
not only advanced and decided but carried into
elfect  questions  (clections of the lower union
managements, etc.) which represent part and
parcel of the work of the Union itself.

It is quite obvious that the mcthods of regi-
mentation and petty guardianship do not make
for a development of initiative by the union organ-
isations and their conversion into truly mlass
organisations. !

The weak connection with the factories revealed
in all the strikes of the past period is due to the
fact that the pit groups of the Union carry on
their work outside the pits.

““There, in the Rubr, our pit groups have slid
all along the line into the position of territarial
groups. . . . Not only are their mectings held
in the villages but the agenda of these meetings
essentially consists of questions unconnected with
the mine.”” (Stenogram of the Plenum of the Red
Trade-Union Opposition, held in March 1932).

- Fascists
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This scrves as a reflection of the fact that the
groups do not engage in their basic task, that of
the organisation of the everyday  struggle for
their demands.,

Worst of all is the condition of the work within
the Reformist and Christian miners’ unions. The
experience of all the three strikes of 1931/32 in
the Ruhr shows that the progress and result of
the strikes are mainly decided by the position of
the workers organised in the Reformist union.
And it was a grave crror to have liquidated the
Red opposition groups in the mines after the

foundation of the Red Union of Miners. The
leading comrades of the Red Trade-Union
Opposition themselves admit that with the

foundation of the Union :

“The regional committee of the Red Trade-
Union Opposition issued a circular stating : ‘All
the groups of the Red Trade-Union Opposition
in the shops have ceased to exist, they must be
transferred to the Red Union! . . . Already in
February, 1931, there were no groups of the Red
Trade-Union Opposition in the pits. (Stenogram
of the Plenum of the R.T.U.O., March, 1032).

[t may be confidently stated that had active
grroups  existed within the Reformist  Miners'

- Union during the preparation for the October

strike we would have been able to capture a
number of union mectings called to disrupt the
struggle. We would have been able to lead to
the struggle.most of the 60 mines in which the
workers hesitated to join the strike and where
the decisive word was uttered by the Reformist.
factory-fommittee members.  During the january
movement of 1932, when the Reformist workers
were in a state.of the greatest indignation, it
became particularly apparent that the absence of
work within the Reformist union facilitates the
trade-union burcaucracy in all their manoeuvres.

In the Christian union work had never been
conducted and the position remains unchanged
to this day.

The Party and the Red Trade-Union Opposi-
tion almost completely ignored the activity of the
during these strikes. During the
January strike of 1931 the Tuscist leadership
organised shock detachments against the strikers;
durmng the October strike the Regional Commit-

tece of the National Socialist Party openly
agitated against the strike. The C.P. of Ger-
many did not react to this in any way. During

the January movement of 1932 the Ruhr news-
paper of the National Socialists published
articles in the spirit of the Berlin “Angriff’’
urging fighting readiness “‘for the great ret.ri.bu-
tion”’ and, like the Social-Fascists, containing
warnings, against the ‘‘dissipation of the forces."’
According to the report of Comrade Dahlem :



340

*The Krupp management carried out the fol-
lowing maneeuvre : on this day they put to work
the so-called *Nazi shift.” This is the shift
among which the Nazis have the greatest
influence.””  (Stenogram of the Plenum of the
Red Trade-Union Opposition, March, 1932).

The Red Trade-Union Opposition and the
Party did not react to this as well as to a number
of similar factors despite the fact that they made
possible an exposure of the demagogy of the
Fascists among those workers whom they are
trving to influence. .

After the movement ot January, 1932, the
Ruhr organisation criticised many of the mistakes,
particularly the underestimation of the organis-
au'm in the shops, of the workers® struggle for
their daily necds, However, here, opposite mis-
takes were made.  Thus, the editorial of the
**Ruhr-Echo’ on partial strikes said :

*‘Only the sum of many factory battles can
develop into a general struggle whose political
importance will grow powerfully with each new
fighting factory.”

Here is revealed the non-appreciation of the
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task of the organisation of the mass strugy.e for
which the individual factory strikes represent the
best preparation but which is not at all made up
of the addition, of the ‘‘sum of the many factory
battles.”’

This new mistake shows that the leading organs
of the Party and of the Red Trade Union Opposi-
tion must help their Ruhr organisations both to
correct their mistakes and to overcome the short-
comings in the concrete mass work.

The alteration of the methods of work, active
work within the trade unions of the Reformist
workers, a change of the approach to them, the
overcoming of the view that ‘* it is impossible to
do anything with them anyway,’” courageous and
concrete organisation of the united front with
these workers and with the lower functionaries
of the Reformist trade unions for joint struggle,
an active struggle against the penctration of
Fascists into the factories, a truly mass work in
the defence of the interests of the workers in the
factories—it is in this direction that the turn in
the work of the Red Trade-Union Opposition
must primarily be made.

THE MINERS' STRIKE IN CZECHO-SLOVAKIA AND ITS LESSONS

(Comtinued from page 329)

Hand," but support this Government on the
principle of the *‘lesser cvil.*’

This whole programme is presented rather un-
disguisedly in the speech of Klofae, the leader of
the Czechish National Socialists, a confidante of
Masaryk. He demands the end of the **Kerensky
regime’’ which, in recent times, and especially
during the mineworkers® strike, has ostensibly
insinuated itsell, recommends the appointment ot
a “War Cabinct®* of guick action,—ostensibly for
war against the crisis -— and exposes his pro-
gramme with the slogan of & **Sceond Republie,”?
which is damnably similar to 1he Hitlerite slogan
of the “‘third Reich.”

Simultaneously with the rise of the struggle for
cconomic partial demands, the Party begins a
broad campaign of exposure of these plans which -
are closcly linked togcther with the war prepara-
tions bf the Czechish bourgeoisie, and fcr the
mobilisation of the masses against capitalist
dictatorship,—for the revolutionary way out of
the crisis.  And also here the fight for the reform-
ist workers, the fight to win them over into the
proletarian united front is a central question,—in
full accord with the experiences and lessons given
o us by the great miners® strike.
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REVOLUTIONARY UNDERGROUND WORK

How Not to Prepare for Underground Conditions of Revolutionary Work,
O. WEBER.

" CIRCULAR has come into our hands

which, several months ago, was addressed
by the Central Committee of the Young Com-
munist L.eague in a certain country, to its district
committees,  In  this circular a number of
methods of control were suggested to local organ-
isations in preparation for going into strictly
underground condifions in the event of war.
Amony others, the following suggestions were
made to the district committees: (a) All district
committees must prepare special addresses; (b)
they must inform the Central Committee within
cight days exactly where the district committees
can be found when they go underground; (c)
that they must submit to the Central Committee
within eight davs the names and addresses of
the deputy district secretaries who are to take
over the leadership of district committees in the
event of the arrest or conscription of the present
secretaries.  There were a few other instructions
of a similar character.

In regard to this document the following ob-
servations must be made.

The authors of a document must be congratu-
lated for the zeal they show in preparing the
Young Communist League organisations for
underground work in the event of war breaking
out; but they must be pulled up sharply for this
circular.  Such things must never be written.
There is no guarantee that such a document will
not fall into the hands of the police, and if it does,
will give the clue by which the police will be able
to discover and break up the illegal organisations
which will have becn built up on the lines of the
circular. Instructions on concrete organisational
questions regarding preparation for underground
conditions must be given only verbally and only
by absolutely tried and trustworthy people. Only
in extreme cases should instructions be given in
writing and these should contain only the most
weneral instructions and should be written in such
a manner as to give the police no clue as to whom
to look for and where to find them if the instruc-
tions do fall into their hands. The worst pro-
posal of all in this circular is that the names and
addresses of the deputy leaders of the local Y.C.1.
committees should be sent to the Central Com-
mittee.  This would give the police direct in-
formation. .\t the very least it should have been
<pecified that these names and addresses be given
strictly orally and by a trusted comrade. Sending
such information by post should have been

strictly forbidden under penalty of expulsion from
the League. In the old days the Bolsheviks, it
is true, did send secret addresses through the
post. But it should be borne in mind that Russia
is a much larger country than the one which we
are now concerned with in connection with this
circular. The vastness of the country made per-
sonal communication between Party organisations
very difficult in Russia. Moreover, and this is
very important to remember, the Russian Bolshe-
viks who carried on this work had had consider-
able experience in carrying on secret work; they
knew how to use secret codes, invisible ink, etc.,
etc. Furthermore, they had a well-equipped,
secret apparatus at their disposal.

A few remarks must be made concerning the
so-called ‘‘deputy leaders'’ referred to by the
authors in this unfortunate circular. Are such
deputy leaders necessary? Obviously, in build-
ing up any kind of Party leadership (legal or
illegal) that leadership must be so organised that
in case a leading worker drops out, for whatever
reason, another equally qualified member of the
Party committee can take his place. To keep
some of the best Party workers in reserve against
the event of arrest of the Party leadership, as
some illegal parties do, is an altogether different
thing. When certain comrades are kept in re-
serve in this way, they are divorced from active
Party work, they are put in ‘‘cold storage’’ as
it werec. Experience shows that this method of
organisation is suitable onlv ir. two cases: (1) in
times of big strikes and other great, mass revo-
lutionary movements; but even in this case the
method should not be applied to the Party com-
mittecs but to the mass organs of struggle elected
at such times. It is useful in such cases to have
two or three emergency staffs for the militant
committees, who, on the arrest of the first com-
mittee, can immediately take up its duties. (2)
in time of war (imperialist war or civil war),
when, in connection with impending military
operations (or sudden mobilisation) it is neces-
sary in good time to select several persons who
shall give up regular Party work for a time and
effcctivelv conceal themselves in order that they
may be available to carry on the Party work as
soon as the Partv organisation is disrupted by
mobilisation or military operations. Incidentally,
in preparing the Party organisations for imperial-
ist wars, provision must be made for training
working women and peasant women for work in
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‘be leading Party and Y.C.L. organisations as
well as for work in the illegal Party and Y.C.L.
appariatus.  In the course of the ordinary, every-
day work of the legal partics, however, it is
incxpedient to set aside special deputy leaders (let
alonc reserve committees or bureaux of commit-
tees). Why?  Firstly, in view of the extreme
shortage of leading workers in all Parties, it is
very difficult, and sometimes impossible, to put
tried and rcliable, leading comrades out of action
for a time. Secondly, even if it were possible to
take a few leading workers from active work and
put them into reserve, these comrades would
become  divorced  from  everyday Party work,
would lose contact with it, and so would not be
in the position to take over the duties of ‘cader-
ship when the contingency arose. Thirdly and
finally, in case of a raid and the arrest of the
members of the acting Party committee, these
deputy leaders would inevitably have much diffi-
culty in getting the nccessary contacts with the
illegal Party apparatus, with its cells and frac-
tions working in the mass organisations under
the leadership of the Party committees. There-
fore, in the light of international experience, to
ensure continuity in the work of the illegal Party
committees, it is better in ordinary circum-
stances, instead of creating special reserves
which would be kept in a state of inaction, to
adopt the following organisational measures: (1)
To remove immediately from active work all
members of the Party committees (and particu-
larly of Party Bureaux) who, it is believed, arc
being watched by the police, or who have been
involved through the arrest of other comrades or
through provocation. With all due precautions
being taken, these comrades, whenever possible,
should be sent to another town. (2) As a rule,
work in the illegal Party apparatus should not
be entrusted to the members of the Party com-
mittees but to special apparatus workers who
must be effectively concealed and work under the
guidance of the respective members of the Party
committees as their direct assistants. (z) In
casc of the discovery and arrest of individual
members of the illegal Partyl committee, these
must be replaced at once by members appointed
by the higher Party Committee as well as by
co-opting members on the recommendation of the
remaining committec members and particularly
by active Party members nominated by the most
important factory cells and fractions in important
mass orgnnisations.  (4) Members of the Party
vommittec (or members of the bureaux of Party
comniittees) should not, as a rule, attend com-
mittec meetings or conferences or Party meetings
all at the same time, so that in the event of the
members attending the meetings being arrested,
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the members remaining at liberty can quickly
restore the organisation and maintain continuity
in the Party leadership.

ORGANISATIONAL EXPERIENCE 0OF THE COMMUNIST
PARTY OF POLAND,

In Fcbruary this year, the Plenum of the Cen-
tral Committee of the Polish Party took place at
which a detailed resolution on the organisytiona!
problems of the C.P. of Poland was adopted.
This resolution is an important document for the
C.P. of Poland and for the whole of the Com-
munist International. The C.P. of Poland has
many ‘important successes to record in 1931 in
regard to the organisational consolidation of the
Party. Thesc successes are reflected in the
doubling of the membership of the Party in 1931
(an increase of 107 per cent.) and particularly
in the leadership of the strike movement. The
statistics of the strike movement in Poland, which
have' already been quoted in the pages of the
‘‘Communist International,’’ show that in the
first quarter of 1931, 25 per cent. of the spon-
taneous strikes and 45 per cent. of all strikes
ended in defeat for the workers, whereas in the
fourth quarter of 1931, only nine per cent. of the
spontaneous strikes and five per cent. of all the
strikes ended in defeat.  These figures show
that the C.P. of Poland is now very closely linked
with the masses of the proletariat and that it has
learned to commence strikes and to bring them
to an end at the opportune moment. The reso-
lution adopted at the plenum of the C.P. of
Poland points out that while there have been
achievements in regard to organisation, serious
organisational weaknesses have become revealed
in the Party which are expressed primarily in the
continued weakness of the factory groups.
These are very serious and very true statements in
the resolution on organisation passed by the Cen-
tral Committee of the C.P. of Poland. Tht shccess-
ful struggle against the capitalist offensive and
against the war preparations of the imperialists
can be organised only if the Party sutceeds in
establishing strong factory groups. 1tie resolution
of the February Plenum of the Central €Gommittce
of the C.P. of Poland cnumerates the following
reasons for the weakness of the factory groups in
Poland : (1) The small number of factory groups
and the tendency that is observed in the Party to
deliberately restrict the membership of the factory
groups to very small limits on the plea that it is
necessary to maintain secrecy; (2) The factory
groups are not sufficiently active, even during
strikes. The resomtion quotes cases when the
driving force of strikes were the trade union de-
partments of the respective Party committees,
while the factory groups played hardly any réle a*
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all; (3) The continuation within the Party of
P.S.P. (Polish Socialist Party) and Bund (Jewish
Social Democratic League) traditions regarding
organisational qucstions (for example, the exist-
ence until recently, of separate Polish and Jewish
groups, in spite of the repeated instructions of the
Central Committee to dissolve such).

The resolution calls for a fight against this
tendency in the Party to restrict the membership
of the factory groups and points out that in order
to maintain strictest secrecy, the factory groups
should be organised according to shops, all shop
groups to be subordinated to a leading Party body
covering the whole factory. The resolution also
calls for more detailed instruction to be given by
the leading Party bodies to the factory groups.
Both the proposals contained in the resolution on
organisation passed by the Central Committee of
C.P. of Poland are quite correct, but quite inade-
quate. We on our part would like to add the
following :

Shop, shift and gang nuclei should be organised
irrespective of the number of members in the
factory nucleus. Partv work in the factory
should be commenced with the organisation of
Party groups in the shops, shifts and gangs, in
short in every unit of the factory where Party
members are employed. Unless these Party
groups are established it will be impossible to
organise the work of the factory nucleus as a
whole, as the instructions of the Comintern on
work in the factories published in 1931 have
already pointed out. In regard to the Party
committees giving instructions to the factory
nuclei we would add that these insiructions must
be serious and concrete to the highest degree.
One of the principal reasons for the unsatisfactory
nature of the work of factory nuclei is the bad
internal organisation of the factory nucleus, onc
of the features of which is the absence of a proper
division of labour among the members of the
factorv nucleus.

The Plenum of the Central Committee of the
C.P. of Poland should have carefully discussed
the instructions of the C.I. on work in the fac-
tories and should have adapted them to mect
Polish conditions and at the same time should have
suggested modifications for the internal structure
of the factory nuclei. We would like to suggest
the following plan for the division of labour within
the factory nucleus: (1) The secretary of the
factory nucleus. His functions should be to main-
tain contacts between the shop, shift and gang
nuclei and with the individual comrades working
in those shops where nuclei have not yet been
established ; maintain contacts with the Y.C.L.
nucleus and with the respective Party committees ;
make arrangements for the meetings of the bureau
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of the factorv nucleus, for meetings of the active
workers in the factory and for gencral factory
nucleus meetings. (2) A trcasurer. (3} The
leader of the factory newspaper who should also
act as organiser of the distribution of Party
literature in the factory. (4) A comrade to main-
tain contacts with the fraction in the trade union
whose members arc employed in the given factory
and also to act as organiscr of the trade union
work in the factory.

The question of the structure of the factory
nucleus is closely linked up with the question of
the structure and mcthods of work of the Party
Committees which guide the activities of factory
nuclei. The resolution on organisation passed by
the February Plenum of the Central Committee
of the C.P. of Poland calls the Party's attention
to two serious organisational weaknesses in the
lower Party committees: (1) They are set up in
a haphazard fashion ; (2) in sctting up these Party
committees and in their work, the principles of
internal Party democracy are not sufficiently
adhered to. While these two statements are
absolutely correct they are not sufficiently con-
crete. Admittedly difficult as the conditions are
in Poland in view of the police régime, the Party
must neverthcless see to it that all the leading
bodies are elected at Party meetings (or Party
conferences).  Expericnce has shown that this is
possible in Poland. The director of the organ-
isational department of the Central Committee of
the C.P. of Poland reported to the Comintern that
in 1931 the C.P. of Poland organised several
regional conferences at which numerous factory
nuclei were represented. At these conferences
all the important questions of Party life were
discussed and not a single one of these confer-
ences were discovered by the police. These facts
support the claim that the Party committees of
the C.P. of Poland must be elected committees.
It goes without saying, of course, that in each
separate case the election of the Party committee
must be very carefully prepared and all the rules
of secrecy must be very strictly observed.

The membership of the Party committees must
be such that the members themselves will be able
to maintain good contacts with the important
factory nuclei and Partv fractions in the important
mass organisations. Hence, in preparing for the
election of Party committees, a very care-
ful selection of the candidates put forward
by the organisations operating on these
important sectors of the class struggle must be
made. Experience in revolutionary underground
work has shown that one of the best forms of
carrying through the election of illegal Party
committees is the following: (1) The Party con-
ference (or general meeting) elects a small com-
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mittee of from three to five persons consisting of
the most trustworthy comrades (including a
member of the higher Party committce).  This
committee takes a vote of the members by secret
ballot and counts the vote. The committee re-
ports the result of the election only to the
representative of the higher Party committee and
to the successful candidates. Provision must be
made for the event of members dropping out from
the illegal Party committee, for whatever reason,
in the interval between Party conferences. In
that event, they must be replaced in the manner
suggested above without waiting for the next
Party conference to be held. In the event of it
being impossible to convene a Party conference
for the election of a Party committee, then it
would be best to form the latter with the aid of a
higher Party Committee which appoints several
members to form a small, strictly secret core of
the Party committee to which clected representa-
tives of the important factory nuclei and Party
fractions in the important mass organisations
should be added to complete the required number
of committec men. Finally, the February Plenum
ol the Central Committee of the C.P. of Poland
should have discussed the question of the internal
structure of the Party committees. The resolu-
tion vaguely recommends that the work of the
departments be improved. But of which depart-
ments?  We would like to suggest the following
plan for the division of labour within the illegal
Party committee.

(1) A secretary, to act also as Party organiser.
His function should be to maintain contact with
the nuclei and local organisaions as well as with
the higher Party bodies, and be responsible for
preparing the agenda and proposals for the meet-
ings of the bureau and of the plenum of the Party
committee. In order to carry out these functions
the secretary recruits a small body of active
members to carry out the technical side of the
work, for example: (a) a comrade to take charge
of the records; (b) a comrade to write the corres-
pondence, take charge of the secret code, etc. (c)
a comrade to make arrangements for rooms for
meetings, addresses for correspondence, etc.

(2) A treasurer, to act also as the organiser
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of all the financial affairs of the Party committee.
He, too, has a small body of hclpers which may
include non-proletarian clements—intellectuals,
etc.

(3) One comrade must be in charge of the
sccret printing press and be responsible for the
distribution of Party litcrature (legal, semi-legal
and illegal).

(4) One comrade must be appointed to main-
tain contacts with the fractions in the various
legal and semi-legal organisations (trade unions,
co-operative socicties, sports organisations, ctc.)
operating in the area of the given Party organ-
isation. It should be the function of this comrade
also to assist the illegal apparatus of the Party
committee in taking advantage of the various
legal and semi-legal opportunities.

(5) In those districts where military barracks
are situated, a comrade must be appointed to lead
a special apparatus for carrying on work among
the soldiers (soldiers’ nuclei, contact with these
nuclei, special literature, etc.). The fact that a
special apparatus has been set up for this work
does not relieve the general Party apparatus of
the task of conducting mass anti-militarist work.

(6) In connection with the development of the
workers’ and peasants’ self-defence movement,
in those districts where fair-sized factory -and
village workers’ and peasants’ defence corps
already exist, a special instructor must be
appointed as assistant to the secretary whose
function shall be to lead this work. He must
carry on this work in close co-operation with the
corresponding nuclei as part of the work of
strengthening the organisational positions of the
Party in the factories and among the agricultural
labourers and poor peasants in the villages.

This suggested plan must under no circum-
stances be adopted mechanically. The question
of separating or combining various functions in
Party work must be decided after carefully
weighing up the personal qualities of the members
of the Party committee, their ability to lead this
or that branch of Party work. For the purpose
of carrying out any ‘special task the Party com-
mittee may establish special temporary groups
and committees.
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