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THE END OF THE STABILISATION OF CAPITALISM
"AND ECONOMIC STRUGGLES

(On the resuits of the X1I Plenum of the K.C.C.L.).

HE XI1 Plenum of the E.C.C.I. established
T the fact of the end of the relative stabilis-
auon of capitalism, and provided a fighting pro-
gramme of action for the Communist vanguard,
to enable it to lead the masses up to the battles
for the dictatorship of the proletariat, by the
development. of the economic and political
struggle.

The revolutionary upsurge, as the most import-
ant factor bringing about the end of the stabilis-
ation of capitalism, has been expressed with par-
ticular clearness, during the recent period, in the
powerful development of economic fights. A
number of characteristic features of these
struggles strongly expressed the increasing mili-
tant energy of the working class, the rapid and
uneven growth of the revolutionary upsurge. -

‘Since the XI Plenum of the E.C.C.1., the strike
movement against the capitalist offensive on the
standard of living of the masses has greatly
extended. New strata of the proletariat have
joined the struggle. This has found expression,
chiefly, in the fact that the strike wave has
extended o a number of countries (Belgium,
Holland, Switzerland, Austria, Sweden, etc.)
which were particularly backward in the develop-
ment of the economic struggle, up to the time of
the XI Plenum. One of the new features in these
strikes (mainly spontaneous) is the discovery of
an extensive stratum of active worker functionar-
ies in them, who have hitherto submitted to the
leadership and discipline of the reformist trade
union leaders, but are now standing actively at
the head of the masses, in the struggle against
these leaders, and the capitalist offensive. This
was the case during the textile strike in Tvent in
Holland, and especially in the miners’ strike in
Belgium, where thousands of rank and file
worker activists showed the most tireless energy
in rallying the strikers, and leading the strike,
in spite of all the appeals of the reformist trade
union centres to end the struggle. These strikes
in which the masses took part; the overwhelming
majority of them still following the Social-
Democratic and reformist T.U. bureaucrats, par-
ticularly demonstrate very clearly what enormous
changes are taking place among the widest strata
of the proletariat.

_ Further, the widening of the . international
strike front finds special expression in those
countries where the revolutionary upsurge is par-
ticularly high. In Spain there have been about
4,000 strikes since the XI Plenum of the

E.C.C.I1.; in China during the last 16 months
over 1,400,000 workers have struck; in Poland
for the first three months ot 1932 alone, the num-
ber of working days lost was almost twice as
great as tor the whole of 1931 ; in Germany where
the wave of economic strikes weakened consider-
ably for some months after the X1 Plenum of
the E.C.C.l., there have been 1,200 strikes in
the last half-year, about 500 of them being in
September and October this year. All this shows
that new and fresh proletarian forces have arisen
to resist the capitalist ottensive.

The most important feature of the spreading
strike wave is the mass nature of the economic
battles, and the revolutionary character of the
majority of them.

Up to the X1 Plenum of the E.C.C.I., the
majority of strikes, with the exception of the
Berlin metal workers’ strike; and the Ruhr
miners’ strike, were chiefly of a scattered charac-
ter. But, during the recent period, the strikes
have included tens, and hundreds of thousands
of workers. 150,000 striking miners in Belgium,
50,000 miners in the strike in Czecho-Slovakia,
over 4o,000 miners of the Dombrov Basin
on strike, and tens of thousands of textile
workers at Lodz, in Poland, the huge strike ot
the Lancashire textile workers in England, the
big miners’ strike in Pennsylvania, Illinois and
Kentucky in the U.S.A.—such is the picture of
muass strikes, during the past year. The strikes
have extended more and more to the decisive
branches of industry. The miners have occupied
the first ranks of the workers fighting against
the capitalist offensive. A new feature is the
drawing in of the metal workers, who lagged far
behind in the economic struggle for a long period,
into the strike movement. The commencement
of a turnover among the metal workers was
shown in the sympathetic strike of the metal
workers in Belgium; the metal workers’ strikes
in Germany. (68 metal workers’ strikes in Sep-
tember, 1932), in the movements of the metal
workers in Poland, and that of the workers in
the metal industry in Prague (Czecho-Slovakia).

A new feature, and the most important one in
the majority of recent strikes, was the  rapid
speed at which they became revolutionised. This
stood out very prominently in the strike of the
miners at Brux in Czecho-Slovakia, where the
struggle which commenced against the dismissal
of workers in one pit (‘‘Humboldt’’) grew into
a mass strike of all the miners in the district,
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grew further to the point of a general strike of
tne workers of the whole district, accompanied
by mass district demonstrations in which 4o-
50,000 workers took part and bloody conflicts
with the police and the troops. This was also
the case in Belgium, where the miners’ strike in
the Borinage district grew into a general ininers’
strike, extending as the result of the metal
workers joining the struggle, and was also
marked by stubborn struggles in the streets
against the armed forces ot the bourgeois state
apparatus. The revolutionary character of the
Beigian strike was shown, among other things
in the fact that the workers drove the ‘‘recog-
nised’’ Social-Democratic leaders, like Vander-
velde and Co. from their meetings. Not only the
Polish strikes assumed a revolutionary character,
but also such strikes as the fitters’ in Zurich, in
‘‘democratic’’ Switzerland, during which the
workers built barricades, and offered armed
resistance to the police and the troops. A revo-
lutionary character is more and more appearing
in the partial strikes in Germany, which are tak-
ing place, in spite of the actual prohibition of
strikes by the Papen Government. There was a
clear revolutionary character in the strikes in
Barcelona, Seville, and other towns in Spain, and
the economic strikes in China and Japan, where
they were closely interwoven with the anti-
imperialist struggle, and the struggle against
war. In the economic struggles of the recent
period, the masses produced new forms vuf
struggle. The seizure of the factory by the
workers in the ‘‘Hortensia’’ factory in Poland,
the successful struggle against the closing of
factories and dismissals in Reichenberg (Czecno
Slovakia), the slowing down of the conveyor by
the workers (in Germany) showed the great
variety of forms in which the struggle of the
workers against the capitalist offensive took place.

A new feature is the marked strengthemng o,
the leading rble of the Communist Parties and
the revolutionary T.U. movement in the economic
struggle. The Communist Parties and the red
T.U. organisations in some of the big strikes
have been able to give examples of revolutionary
leadership to the struggling masses.
the number of strikes led by the Communist Party
and the R.T.U.O. for the last two years has
steadily grown. Whereas from September, 1930,
to April, 1931, the R.T.U.O. in Poland led 353
per cent. of all the strikes, in the seven months
(May to December) of 1931, the percentage rose
to 67 and in the first quarter of 1932 it even rose
to 82 per cent. The Communist Party and the
red trade unions of Czecho-Slovakia led the
heroic strike of the miners of Brux, and showed
great initiative in establishing the united front

In Poland, .
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from below, and in revolutionising the struggle.
Many of the strikes taking place in Germany in

_the last few months have been led by the Com-

munist Party and the R.T.U.O. The Commun-
ist Party and red trade unions of Japan, though
driven underground, have been able in the recent
period to stand at the head of a number of strikes
and some ot them have been carried out in an
exemplary manner (the strike of the underground
railway workers in Tokyo, etc.). The growth of
the leading role of the Communist Parties and the
revolutionary T.U, orgamisations in economic
struggles was accompanied by an increase in the
numoer of successful strikes, especially in Poland,
where in the first quarter of 1932 the workers
won bo per cent, of the strikes, in Germany—
35 per cent. (in September and October) and in
Czecho-Slovakia,

The powertul surge of economic fights and the
successtul results of numerous strikes, have
utterly  discredited the reformist-Trotskyist-
Branalerite theory of the impossibility of carry-
ing on strikes under conditions of economic
crisis. They have shown what a mighty lever
the development of the economic struggle of the
proletariat is for the revolutionising of the masses,
and leading them to decisive struggles; with
crushing force.

* * * *

The end of the stabilisation of capitalism, and
the transition to a new cycle of revolutions and
wars, not only does not minimise the role of the
economic struggle, but, on the contrary, makes
the development of all forms of this struggle a
specially urgent task of the Communist Parties,
and the revolutionary T.U. movement. The new
teature consists in the fact, that the period - of
social reforms has come to an end. The bours
geoisie are unable to bribe certain strata of the
workers to the previous extent. The wide
capitalist offensive on the standard of life of all
sections of the proletariat and the toilers is one
of. the main lines of the struggle of capital for a
capitalist way out of the crisis.  Hence, the
‘‘sharp contraction of the material basis of re-
formism,’’ and hence the ‘‘cynical treachery to
the workers’ interests by Social-Democracy,’’
because when Social-Democracy carries out its
function as the chief social bulwark of the bour-
geoisie, this means, under present conditions, the
refusal to struggle for the slightest reforms, and
direct support for the capitalist offensive. This
is whv ‘‘the struggle for the elementary needs
of the masses brings them into conflict with the
very foundation of the existence of capitalism’’
(XII Plenum). This is why this struggle plays
such a tremendous réle in the undermining of the
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mass influence of Social-Democracy, and the
reformist T.U. bureaucrats.

The development of economic fights is of special
importance . at the present time, for the very
reason that, as the experience of the recent period
entirely shows it “‘brings the workers into con-
flicts”’ with all the forces of the bourgeoisie and
their state apparatus, with Social-Democracy and
the reformist T.U. bureaucracy, and makes it
possible and necessary to revolutionise their
struggle for everyday demands more than ever
before, to raise them to higher and higher stages,
to convert them into a dirvect political struggle
against the capitalist system itself. The signifi-
cance of the economic struggle is increased by
the fact that the wave of economic strikes forms
the best ground for the development of mass
political strikes, which are the concrete slogans
of the present day in a number of countries. The
wide spread of the economic struggle helps to
combine both forms of strike, which gives the
struggle special intensity and force. It is possible
to draw the widest strata of the workers into the
struggle for the most urgent economic demands,
including those who are not yet prepared to act
on the political slogans of the Communist van-
guard. But, having roused these masses to the
economic struggle, it is possible and necessary to
lead them further to bigger struggles. For this
reason the Plenum pointed out that:

““The economic struggle of the proletariat . .
in the overwhelming majority of countries, at the
present stage, is the fundamental link for leading
the masses to the forthcoming big revolutionary
battles.”’

The increasing importance of the economic
struggle, under the conditions of the end of the
stabilisation of capitalism, makes it still more im-
permissible to lag behind, in the organisation of
the struggle of the masses for their urgent
demands. The wide extent of the capitalist
offensive, and the enormous intensification of the
class antagonisms in capitalist countries, renders
it possible to draw the majority of the working
class into the economic struggle. This is, at the
present time, the central task. In practice, so far,
in the chief countries, only hundreds of thousands
have been embraced by strikes for economic
demands, and the actions of the unemployed; of
the millions who are being subjected to a worsen-
ing of the conditions of labour and life. For this
reason, the XII Plenum laid down, as the chief
point in the lagging behind of the revolutionary
movement, that :

““The Communist vanguard and the revolu-

tionary T.U. movement however, has not since"

the XI Plenum of the E.C.C.I. succeeded in
rousing the majority of the working class to
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the struggle against the unceasing attacks of

capital.”

One of the chief causes of this lagging behind
is rooted in the insufficient extent to which the
majority of Communist Parties, and revolution-
ary T.U. organisations, took the line of the
independent development of all forms of the
economic struggle.

A large number of strikes, especially in France,
U.S.A. and Great Britain, but also in Spain,
China, India, and a number of other countries,
were not only without the leadership of the Com-
munist Parties and the revolutionary T.U. move-
ment, but frequently took place quite apart from
them. In particular, the under-estimation of par-
tial factory strikes led to such a position in Ger-
many, in 1931, that for several months, when the
employers cut wages in various factories, the
Red trade unions and the R.T.U.O. did not take
steps to organise the masses for resistance to this
offensive of capital, which played quite an im-
portant réle in the weakening of the strike move-
ment, for a certain period in Germany. This fact
itself arose, because the Party cells, the sections
of the red trade unions, and the groups of the
R.T.U.O. had weak connections with the work-
ing masses. On the other hand, a correct line,
for the everyday defence of the needs of the
workers, and the principle of organising partial
strikes in separate factories, by the Communist
Parties and the Red T.U. organisations in
Poland and Czecho-Slovakia, led to the develop-
ment of an unbroken wave of strikes in these
countries, and prepared the ground for mass
economic strikes. The increased attention paid
recently to the development of partial strikes ‘in
individual factories by the German C.P. and the
R.T.U.O. was an important prerequisite for the
new wave of strikes now taking place in Ger-
many.

The chief cause of the insufficient development
of the economic struggle of the masses, was the
fact that the Communist Parties, and the revolu-
tionary T.U. movement, still show very poor
ability in overcoming the chief hindrance to the
wide development of the strike movement of the
workers—the mass influence of Social-Democracy .
and the reformist T.U. bureaucrats—in the pro-
cess of the struggle, by estabhshlng the united
front from below.

* * * ¥*

To prepare the masses for decisive fights means,
above all, to tear them away from the influence
of Social-Democracy and the reformist T.U.
bureaucrats — the chief social bulwark of the
bourgeoisie,

Social-Democracy and the reformist trade
unions have unquestionably weakened, during the
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recent period, but they still earry with them mil-
lions of workers, and in some countries, the basic
strata of the proletariat. In face of the tremen-
dous unrest, and the growth of the militant senti-
ments of the masses, the Social-Fascist leaders
are adopting the most expert manceuvres to keep
the masses under their influence. They are not
only increasing their ‘‘Socialist’” phraseology,
but they are heading given strikes, for the pur-
pose of blunting their edge, which is directed
against the whole capitalist system, and they even
declare one-day general strikes (March 16 in
Poland). The Social-Fascist leaders fully under-
stand, that they can only fulfil their role, as the
chief social bulwark of the bourgeoisie, when
they have considerable proletarian masses with
them. This is the reason they now select those
forms and methods of wrecking the struggle of
the working class, which will hide the treachery
of these leaders, as far as possible, from the
masses. Only right opportunists could fail to
see, that the main feature in the tactics of the
reformist trade union bureaucrats, when carrying
out these ‘‘left”” manceuvres, including the declar-
ation of individual strikes, is to guarantee such
position for themselves as will enable them to
strangle the militant initiative, and the militant
actions of the masses. Their influence on enor-
mous masses of workers, and the still feeble ex-
posure of these manceuvres by the Communist
Partics enables them to accomplish this task in
‘many places yet, hindering the revolutionising of
the working masses in this way.  Thus, they
carry out their function, as the main bulwark of
the bourgeoisie.

The ways and methods of surmounting this
chief hindrance to the development of the struggle
of the masses, are the organisation of this
struggle by the extensive and consistent opera-
tion of the tactic of the united front from below,
bringing about.a transformation in the work
inside the reformist and other similar trade unions,
and correct mass work in the factories and
among the unemployed.

* * * *

The programme of the Comintern* laid down
that :

“‘United front tactics occupy an important
place in the tactics of the Communist Parties
throughout: the whole pre-revolutionary period.
The correct and wide operation of this tactic

is  of special importance, at the present time,
when it is necessary to prepare the masses at
accelerated speed for the decisive struggle for
power by the organisation of economic and poti-
tical fights.

F*Mo_dem Books. 6d. pp. 62.
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The possibilities of the organisation of the
united front have increased emormously.  The
bourgeoisie are conducting their offensive on the
standard of life of the proletariat on a wide front.
This offensive is striking at every section of
workers and wide masses of toilers.  Illusions
are shattering which have restrained backward
masses of workers from joint struggle with the
revolutionary workers. The world economic
crisis, and the rapid complete impoverishment of
masses has swept away the illusions of part of
the workers, that a ‘“‘planned”’ improvement of
the standard of life of the masses under capital-
ism was possible. The rise of the strike wave,
and the successful outcome of many strikes has
delivered a shattering blow at the reformist
theory, that it is impossible to conduct successful
strikes during a period of crisis. The crisis of
bourgeois democracy, such things as the decree,
which swept the Social-Democratic ministers of
the Prussian government from their posts, under-
mine the Social-Democratic theory of ‘‘the demo-
cratic conquest’’ of the bourgeois state among the
masses. Great heavings are taking place among
the broad masses of reformist workers. Ever
new strata of the proletariat are feeling the striv-
ings of the workers towards unity in the struggle.

The experience of the economic struggles of
the recent period, has shown that the organis-
ation of strikes, and their result depends, above
all; on the correct application of the tactic of the
united front from below. All opportunist and
bureaucratic distortions of this tactic lead to the
retarding of the struggle, the defeat of strikes,
and damage to the influence of the Communist
Parties, and the revolutionary T.U. movement.
In some places in Germany, the development of
the economic struggle was hindered, by an under-
estimation of the tactic of the united front, in
the organisation of the economic struggle; and
the replacement of proletarian democracy, by
domineering, on the part of various organs of the
R.T.U.O. This took place during the movement
in the Ruhr in January, 1932,* and in some other
places. It is very instructive to compare the
results of the correct use of the tactic of the
united front during the miners’ strike in Brux
and the opportunist distortion of it in Ostrau in
April, 1932, and in Kladno in September,
1932.1 On the basis of the initiative and revolu-
tionary activity of the red trade unions, the pre-
sentation of correct demands, the application of
wide proletarian democracy, a correct approach
to the masses, and the lower activists of the
reformist and national-socialist trade unions, and

*See ‘‘Communist International,” No. 11/12 (1932).
tibid.
Fibid.
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a decisive struggle against the leaders of these
unions, on the basis of the united front from
below, it was possible to carry on a mass strike
in Brux, to fight for over a month, to carry the
strike to the point of a general strike of the whole
district, to obtain partial successes, to expose the
reformist T.U. bureaucrats, and to raise the
authority of the red trade unions. In Ostrau,
the leaders of the red trade union, when prepar-
ing for the strike, attempted to ‘‘supplement’’
the united front from below by concessions to
the reformist leaders — the united front from
above, — thus making it possible for the T.U.
bureaucrats to carry through a series of decep-
tive manceuvres (‘“‘we are fighting side-by-side
with the red trade unions”’), and it was impos-
sible to develop a wide strike. The struggle was
wrecked.

The attempt to form a united front from above,
when preparing for the strike in Kladno, in Scp-
tember this year, the ‘‘trifling concessions’’ dur-
ing the preparations when negotiating with the
reformist leaders, led to the development of the
struggle in Kladno being restrained for several
weeks.

The revolutionary operation of the tactic of the
united front includes, as an inseparable part, the
confirmation of the leading rble of ‘the Commun-
ist Parties and the revolutionary T.U. move-
ment, in the course of the struggle. This can-
not be achieved by giving commands, but by prac-
tical initiative, and by concrete leadership of the
struggle, by all the supporters of the red trade
unions, and the R.T.U.O. In the strike at
Brux, in the strike of the Warsaw tramway-
men, in the Berlin metal workers’ strike, the red
trade unions, and the R.T.U.O. obtained the
leading réle by working out and formulating the
slogans of the strikes, putting them before the
workers for discussion, agitating for the struggle
for these demands, being the most active inem-
bers of the strike committees, mobilising the
whole organisation to aid the strikers, bringing
forward sharper slogans and higher forms of the
struggle at suitable stages, making correct pro-
positions, convincing the workers of their cor-
rectness and consolidating the united front of the
strikers. It was precisely because the Commun-
ist Parties, and the revolutionary T.U. organis-
ations, as such, and their members, were the fore-
most fighters, and the most active leaders in the
struggle, not usurping the place of the organs of
leadership, and their members in the struggle,
but activising them in every way, that the masses
saw and understood the leading réle of the red
“T.U. organisations in these struggles.

These strikes, and the whole experience of the
economic struggle in the recent period shows
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that the successful realisation of the united front
presupposes the most decisive resistance to
opportunist attempts to hide the face of the Com-
munist Parties and the red T.U. organisations,
and obliterate their principal line in the struggle.
It will never be possible to split the reformist
workers away from their leaders by making con-
cessions in principle in the name of “‘unity at any
price.”” Such concessions frequently arise from
an incorrect view, that there are no divergencies
in principle between the revolutionary workers
and the Social-Democratic workers. Such views
promote the castration of the revolutionary con-
tent of the united front tactic. The purpose of
this tactic consists precisely in drawing the re-
formist workers into the front against capital, by
convincing them, by daily intercourse in the fac-
tories and the trade unions, by practical defence
of the interests of all workers, and putting for-
ward correct slogans, for which the reformist
workers are prepared to fight now, and in the pro-
cess of the fights for everyday demands, to show
them that the path of the revolutionary class
struggle is the only way to the liberation of the
proletariat. The degree to which the illusions of
the reformist workers are dispersed concerning
bourgeois democracy, concerning the rble of
their leaders, depends, to a tremendous extent,
on the degree to which the leading réle of the
revolutionary organisations has been confirmed
in these fights, and the firm line of principle car-
ried out by them. ‘‘An opportunist obliteration
of differences of principle when operating the tac-
tic of the united front’’ (resolution of the Plenum)
can be of Dbenefit only to the reformist T.U.
bureaucrats. :
The tremendous significance of the tactic of
the united front, for preparing the masses for
decisive fights, requires a determined elimination
of the underestimation and insufficient operation
of this tactic and disbelief in the possibility of
drawing the reformist, Christian, nationalist and
other workers into the struggle.  The miners’
strike and the general strike in Belgium, the
Lancashire textile strike in England, the strike
at Brux, are clear evidence that the reformist
workers want to fight at the present time, and
are fighting, against the wishes of their leaders.
Chatter about the impossibility of organising the
united front for the struggle along with the
reformist and other workers, which frequently
arises from a sectarian estimate of the reformist
workers and the lower activists of the reformist
trade unions as “‘little Zoevgiebels,”” serves as a
cloak for opportunist passivity in the organisation
of the united front. This explains, to a certain
extent, why the tactic of the united front has
entered very weakly, as yet, into the practical
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work of the red trade unions and the R.T.U.O.
Even in Germany, the revolutionary T.U. organ-
isations, in the course of many months in 1931
and the beginning of 1932, let slip many possi-
bilities of appealing to the reformist, Christian
““Hirsch-Dunker’’ and other workers, and to the
lower activists of these unions, to enter into a
joint struggle against wage-cuts, dismissals, and
the reduction of unemployment relief. And the
fact that such appeals, supported by suitable
mass work, would have produced good results,
is shown by the wide response given to the appeal
of the C.C. of the German Communist Party and
the all-German committee. of the R.T.U.O. in
April, 1932, to prepare for a joint struggle with
all organisations which wish to take concrete
steps for the mobilisation of the masses to resist
the capitalist offensive. The weakness of the red
trade unions of France, and the extreme back-
wardness of the Minority Movement in Great
Britain, in the independent leadership of the
economic struggle arise, to an extremely great
extent, from the insufficient use of the tactic of
the united front, by these organisations. A
question which is closely connected with the tac-
tic of the united front - is the exposure of the
manceuvres of the reformist leaders in economic
struggles. When preparing and carrying on a
series of strikes, the revolutionary trade union
organisations have frequently been caught un-
awares, by the varied manceuvres of the reform-
ist trade union bureaucracy. This was the case
when preparing for the October strike of miners
in the Ruhr in 1931,* when the leaders of the
A.D.G.B. applied to the Briinning government
with a demand to suspend the wage cuts,
announced their willingness to fight, and together
with the Christian and Hirsch-Dunker unions
issued a declaration on the ‘‘united front of all
trade unions.”” This was the case in the U.S.A.
during the miners’ strike, when the ‘‘left”
reformist leaders issued a deceitful appeal for the
“‘united front.””  This was the case with the
declaration of the one-day general strike on
March 16th, 1932, in Poland. Separate revolu-

tionary trade union organisations either did not-

foresee the possibility of such manceuvres or did
not react to them, did not take account of them
or allowed themselves, to be deceived by their
frequently very ‘‘left”” maskings. This arises,
on the one hand, from the underestimation of the
manceuvring ability of the reformist trade union
bureaucracy, particularly from the incorrect
opinion, that the reformist trade unions will not
lead any strikes and are unable to do so. On
the other hand, this is explained by the insuffi-
cient initiative of the revolutionary trade unions,
*See ‘‘Communist International,” No. 11/12 (1932).
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in the organisation of the broad united front from
below. In places where the red trade unions and
the R.T.U.O. actively and correctly created the
united front from below (Brux, the tramway
strike in Warsaw, Borinage), the reformist
manceuvres broke down against this united front
of the proletariat.

For the successful organisation of the united
front from below, it is necessary not only to
eliminate the contemptuous attitude to the
matérial success of the strikes, which is to be
observed in some supporters of the revolutionary
trade union movement. In addition to the fact
that the material success of the workers in a strike
hits at the capitalist plans for getting out of the
crisis at the expense of the wide working masses,
it still further rouses the fighting spirit of the
workers and stimulates the extension of the front
of the strike struggle. To the extent that the
reformist or Christian workers become convinced
by experience, that the supporters of the revolu-
tionary trade union movement try in practice to
improve their material situation with all their
force by the struggle, it will be easier to draw
them into the united front organised for this
struggle.

The wide and correct application of the tactic
of the united front below, is the chief weapon for
undermining the mass influence of the reformist
trade union bureaucracy, for the development of
the struggle of the masses, and rousing them to
decisive fights.

* * * *

The preparation of the masses for the struggle
for power, the tearing of these masses from under
the influence of the Social-Democratic and
reformist trade union bureaucracy, requires a
radical change in the field of revolutionary work,
inside the reformist, Christian and other trade
unions,

The retormist trade unions are the fundamental
mass basis of Social-Democracy. Every position
won by the revolutionary trade union opposition
in the reformist trade unions, is a fissure in the
basis of the main social bulwark of the bour-
geoisie. To win the majority of the workers.
organised in the reformist trade unions to the side
of Communism means, in the chief capitalist
countries, to destroy the mass influence of Social-
Democracy.

For this very reason, the Comintern, and the
R.I.L.U., have repeatedly and insistently pointed
out the necessity of extensive work by the adher-
ents of the revolutionary trade unions inside the
reformist trade unions.  They demanded the
strengthening of this work with special insistence
at the beginning, and throughout the whole
course of the revolutionary upsurge (the third
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period). The IX Plenum of the E.C.C.1., the VI
Congress of the Comintern, the X Plenum of the
E.C.C.I1., the V Congress of the R.I.LL.U., the
XI Plenum of the E.C.C.I., the session of the
Central Council of the R.I.L.U., emphasised
again and again, the urgency and enormous
importance for the cause of the proletarian revo-
lution, of work inside the reformist trade unions,
particularly at the present period. In this con-
nection, they pointed out that this work is the
most necessary prerequisite for the independent
leadership of economic struggles and the form-
ation and strengthening of the independent revo-
lutionary trade union movement, i.e., for the
carrying out of the chief tasks of the sections of
the R.I.L.U. in the period of revolutionary
upsurge.

In spite of this, even in such countries as Ger-
many and Great Britain, where there are old and
really mass trade unions, the struggle for the
organised workers inside these unions not only
failed to strengthen but in some sectors it even
became weaker.

The cause of this is rooted, above all, in the
existence of a series of incorrect opportunist
views in the ranks of the revolutionary trade union
movement with regard to the work in the reform-
ist trade unions, and in the estimation of the
workers organised in these uniuns,

One of these ideas—the right opportunist view
—is trade union legalism, retreats and capitula-
tion before the trade union bureaucrats. - Such
ideas are concretely expressed in the fact that
some sections of the revolutionary trade union
opposition in the reformist trade unions have
limited their work to the framework of the trade
union rules, the framework ‘‘permitted’’ by the
reformist trade union bureaucracy. And as the
latter are fighting against the wide development
of the economic struggle of the workers with all
their strength, against the promotion of single
lists at the elections for the factory committees
with the inclusion of unorganised workers, against
trade union democracy, against the breaking of
government arbitration decisions, etc., the right
opportunists. stopped their oppositional work, on
the grounds that such work will lead to their
expulsion from the unions, or carried on their
work in a reformist spirit. Opportunists of this
kind where they have displayed some activity,
have put forward the slogan ‘‘make the bureau-
crats fight.”” The idea behind this slogan is the
abandonment of an independent struggle against
the wishes of the reformist trade union bureau-
crats, and to consent to fight only with the bless-
ing of the bureaucrats. These opportunists have
carried on an open and concealed struggle against
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the formation and strengthening of the independ-
ent revolutionary T.U. movement.

Such a right opportunist line is chiefly explained
by the fact, that the various positions which the
revolutionary trade union opposition has, in the
retormist trade unions (over zoo small local
boards, and a number of officials in the reform-
1st trade unions in Germany, about 100 officials
in the unions in Austria, various positions in the
trade unions in England, etc.), have in most cases
been either utilised very poorly, or else not at all,
for the struggle with the trade union bureaucrats
and the extension of the influence of the trade
union opposition in the unions.

Another opportunist line — the ‘‘left’”’ line —
consists mainly of an underestimation of the work
mside the reformist trade unions, the confusing
of the proletarian mass of members and the lower
activists with the treacherous leaders, the state-
ment that the workers organised in the reform-
ist trade unions are a ‘‘solid reactionary mass”’
and the statement that, in view of this the
““members of the reformist trade unions cannot
be won over.”” This theory, which has found the
most complete expression in the views of Merker
and his followers in Germany, has especially
hindered the organisation of work inside the
reformist trade unions, and to the extent that it
has not been completely eliminated among some
sections, it still hinders the work. Opportunists
of this type draw a complete parallel between the
labour aristocracy and the whole mass of skilled”
workers. And as the reformist trade unions are
recruited principally among the skilled and
tramed workers, these ‘‘leftists’’ consider the
whole mass of workers organised in the reform-
ist trade unions and the lower reformist trade
union activists to be a social group connected
with the bourgeoisie and call them a *‘reactionary
mass.’”’ Therefore, the opportunists of the ‘‘left”’
declare the winning over of these masses for the
revolutionary class struggle impossible, and work
in the reformist trade unions, useless.

The whole of this ‘‘opinion’’ has nothing in
common with Marxism-Leninism and is a ‘‘left-
ist’’ covering for capitulation to the reformist
trade union bureaucracy, to the difficulties of hard
everyday work for the winning over of the masses
from under their influence. The aristocracy of
labour never was equivalent to the whole mass of
skilled workers, but consists, in the main, of
Social-Democratic party functionaries, trade
and municipal bureaucrats and others from the
highest ranks of the skilled workers. Such a
theory is still more harmful in the present period
because, with capitalist rationalisation, which has
led to a considerable levelling in the proletariat,
and a contraction of the economic possibility for
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the bourgeoisie to bribe certain sections of the
workers to the previous extent, the face of the
aristocracy of labour has changed.

Certain sections of the workers in industry who
are bribed by the bourgeoisie are now recruited
chiefly from the best paid ; ‘‘boosters’” at the con-
veyer, from foremen, overlookers and such like.
The new feature at the present time is the fact
that the wide offensive of capital on the standard
of life of the masses is striking now at all sec-
tions of the workers, and strikes very strongly at
the skilled and trained workers. The new feature
is, that in connection with this general sharpen-
ing of class contradictions, and the open bat}k-
ruptcy of the reformist theories, the extensive
unrest among the masses is spreading to wider
and wider groups of the lower reformist trade
union activists. This creates enormous new
possibilities for successful work in the reformist
trade unions, for the winning over of the masses
in them. )

The development of work inside the reformist
trade unions has been hindered also by the
refusal of part of our supporters to fight for
elected positions, and put forward demands, at
trade union meetings and conferences. This
refusal is explained away by the fact that as it is
impossible to win the central apparatus of the
trade unions, there is no sense in fighting at all
for elective functions. However, the X Plenum
of the E.C.C.I. pointed out—and experience has
fully confirmed—that it is necessary to fight for
the elected functions, and that it is possible to
win a number of lower organs and functions in
the trade unions. As for the putting forward of
demands by the trade union opposition and the
defence of them in the trade unions, th1§ is
absolutely necessary, so that the orgamse‘d
workers shall know what the trade union opposi-
tion 1s fighting for, what it concretely demands
for the protection of the interests of the workers,
and also for the exposure of the trade union
bureaucrats who resist the mobilisation of the
masses for the struggle and oppose these
demands. The working out of demands by the
R.T.U.O., their presentation at general meet-
ings of the trade union, and the struggle for
them, has nothing in common with the oppor-
tunist tactic of ‘“‘making the bureaucrats fight.”

The “‘leftist’’ slogan of ‘‘destroying the trade
unions’’ has done much harm to the organisa-
tion of revolutionary work inside the reformist
trade unions. This incorrect slogan led to the
expulsion of revolutionary workers from the
unions for a number of years, in the first revolu-
tionary crisis, and thus to the strengthening of
the influence of the reformist trade union bureau-
crats, on the organised workers.  During the

INTERNATIONAL

recent period, this slogan, which was long ago
condemned by the Comintern and the R.I.L.U.
has again been repeated by individual supporters
of the trade union opposition. For instance, in
Germany in the summer of 1932 this slogan was
propagated in some of the organs of the revolu-
tionary press, and put concretely, in the form of
the demand not to pay membership dues to the
reformist trade unions. The German Commun-
ist Party and the R.T.U.O. were perfectly cor-
rect in condemning this slogan, and preventing
its dissemination. Not the ‘‘destruction’’ of the
reformist trade unions, but the winning over of
the masses organised in them, is the slogan of
the Comintern and the R.I.L.U.

Something which inevitably hinders the
development of the work of the R.T.U.O., in the
reformist trade unions, is the mistaken statement
that ‘‘the reformist trade unions are schools of
capitalism.”” Such a definition of the essence of
the reformist trade unions is not only incapable
of mobilising the workers to strengthen revolu-
tionary work in these unions, but it must lead
to the slogan of ‘‘destroying the trade unions.”’
The definition of the reformist trade unions as
‘“‘schools of capitalism,’’ ‘presupposes; that the
members of these unions, who go into the unions
to defend their everyday interests, and join them
voluntarily, are conscious helpers of the bour-
geoisie, which is putting the real state of affairs
upside down. To the extent that Communists,
and the trade union opposition, led by them,
carry’on a struggle in the reformist trade unions,
the latter are not schools of capitalism, but the
arena of struggle between the Communist Party
and the Social-Democrats for the masses. This
incorrect idea cannot help in any way to expose
the menshevik theory of the reformist unions as
“‘schools of Socialism.”’

In Germany, a great ro6le in the weakening of
the revolutionary work in the reformist, Christian
and Hirsch-Dunker unions was played by the
completely incorrect contrasting of the task of
forming an independent revolutionary trade union
movement, to the task of work inside the reform-
ist trade unions. This explains the fact that,
after the formation of the red union of metal
workers in Berlin and the red union of miners,
the R.T.U.O. was liquidated in the Berlin metal
works, and in the mines of the Ruhr.

The revolutionary trade union opposition is the
organisation which must include in its ranks both
the organised and the unorganised.  Its chief
tasks were defined by the XII Plenum as:

““The independent leadership of economic
struggles, work in the reformist, catholic and
other trade unions, the isolation of the treacher-
ous trade union bureaucracy from the masses of
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members, and the formation of a mass -organis-
ation linking up the Communist Party with the
working class. . . . The revolutionary trade
union opposition, on the wave of the growing
revolutionary upsurge and the movement of the
masses against the reformist trade union bureau-
crats, must become a lever and an organisational
base for the formation of independent red
unions ”’

Some of the supporters of the R.T.U.O. have
not understood the multiplicity of the tasks of
this organisation, and in particular have almost
entirely left out of account the task of work in
the reformist trade unions. =~ But the whole
experience of the recent period has shown that
the strengthening and growth of the red trade
unions and the R.T.U.O. depends dlret.tly on the
extent to which revolutionary work is carried on
in the reformist, Christian and other trade unions.

The exposure of all right and “‘left’’ opportun-
ist attitudes is the primary prerequisite for a real
turn towards work in these unions. Comrade
Piatnitsky especially emphasised the importance
of this task in his speech at the Plenum.

A very important matter is the question of the
contents and the methods of the revolutionary
work inside the reformist and other trade unions.
The contents of the work must consist in the
everyday defence of the needs of the organised
workers, inside the unions and in the factories,
the development of their struggle, for which pur-
pose it is necessary to have an exact knowledge
of their conditions of labour, the contents and the
date of expiry of the collective agreements made
by the union, to fight for trade union democracy,
for the winning of elective positions in the unions
so as to utilise them, for the mobilisation of the
masses for economic and political struggles, to
carry on agitation and propaganda among the
members of the unions, and concretely expose the
treacherous policy of the reformist trade union
bureaucracy. For this purpose, the supporters of
the trade union opposition must work out concrete
demands corresponding to the most burning needs
of the workers, must speak at all meetings, con-
ferences, congresses of the trade unions, and take
part in all the elections to the organs of the unions,
etc. Revolutionary work will only be successful in
the reform1§t and other trade unions when it is
all carried on in a decisive irreconcilable struggle

against the reformist, Christian and other trade
union bureaucrats.
* * * *

The leading of the masses to the struggles for
power means, further, the organisation and the
wide extension of the struggle and the movement
of the unemployed. In a number of the chief
capitalist countries, the unemployed and the part-
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time workers form half, or more than half of the
whole proletariat. The bourgeoisie try in every
way to sow dissension between the employed and
the unemployed. In this respect, extremely
characteristic is the emergency decree of the
Papen government in Germany, which allows the
employers to give some of the unemployed work,
while keeping the total wages paid unchanged,
i.e., by reducing the wages of the employed
workers, and by giving subsidies from the
government funds, which have been obtained
from taxes on the toilers. This measure, which
cannot either eliminate or reduce unemployment,
is intended by the bourgeoisie to drive the em-
ployed and the unemployed against each other.
On the other hand, experience has shown the
great importance of the development of actions
of the unemployed for the spreading of strikes
and vice versa, the importance of the strike
movement for the extension of the struggle of
the unemployed. The struggle of the unemployed
for relief and against forced labour drives them
into dirvect conflict with the bourgeois govern-
ment.  All this shows the ‘‘growing political
significance of the unemployed movement.”’ Out
of the millions of unemployed, only tens or
hundreds of thousands have so far taken part in
the activity of the unemployed.  During the
recent period, the unemployed movement, in a
number of countries (Germany, Czecho-Slovakia,
U.S.A.), has even weakened, and in almost all
countries except Great Britain, where this move-
ment has risen again, it is noticeably lagging be-
hind the strike movement of the employed
workers.

Such a situation can be explained, to a consider-
able extent, by the poor ability of the revolution-
ary trade union movement to put forward the
partial demands which most excite the unem-
ployed and to organise the struggle for these
demands, and especially the insufficient work for
linking up the struggle of the employed with
that of the unemployed. In a number of
countries, the struggle of the unemployed at the
time of its highest rise (in Germany, winter 1931,
in Czecho-Slovakia, autumn 1931 and winter 1932,
etc.) began to develop precisely on the basis of
partial demands such as a single grant of money,
boots, warm premises for the unemployed, for
the issue of coal gratis, against the eviction of
the unemployed from their houses, and such
everyday questions. The revolutionary trade
union organisations, however, do not know how
to evoke the movement of the unemployed syste-
matically and every day in defence of these
demands. Therefore, it becomes more difficult
to organise and extend the movement for bigger
demands. Many correct programmes of demands
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of the Communist Parties, and the revolutionary
trade union organisations, are not made well
known to the wide masses of the unemployed,
and therefore do not become real programmes of
struggle. As for linking up the struggle of the
unemployed with the struggle of the employed
workers, it may be said that, although it has
been possible to mobilise the unemployed to sup-
port the strikes of the employed workers, etc.,
very teeble steps have been taken to call strikes,
and other forms of action, of the employed to
defend the demands of the unemployed.  The
Plenum specially emphasised the necessity of link-
ing these up, from this point of view, in particular.
This, among other things, means a strengthen-
ing of the struggle against dismissals, for the
payment of compensation to dismissed workers,
and against the laws of forced labour for the
youth and the unemployed.

The Plenum made it obligatory for all revolu-
tionary organisations to make a start immedi-
ately to develop the struggle of the unemployed
and to impermeate all the work among the unem-
ployed, with systematic explanations to the pro-
letarian masses that ‘‘unemployment is an inevit-
able accompaniment of the capitalist system, and
can only be eliminated by the dictatorship of the
proletariat.”’

* * * A4

The carrying out of all these tasks depends on
the condition, and the concrete mass work of the
red trade unions and the R.T.U.O. The red
trade union organisations can carry out their
function as the mass basis of the Communist
Party and the transmission belts to the masses,
if they are able to take in broader strata of
workers, than those who are organised in the
Communist Parties. = However, the growth of
the red trade union organisations, has lagged
behind the growth of the Communist Parties in
the recent period. In Germany, where the Com-
munist Party has almost doubled since the XI
Plenum, the R.T.U.O. and the red trade unions
have been almost stagnant. In Austria, the
Communist Party has grown to 7,000 members
and the R.T.U.O. to only 3,400. In Czecho-
Slovakia, where the Party has likewise almost
doubled, the red trade unions, which are numeric-
ally stronger than the Communist Party, have
increased by only o per cent. In France, where
the unitary trade unions include several times as
many workers as the Communist Party, the num-
ber of members of the red trade unions has even
slightly dropped. This shows that the revolution-
ary trade union organisations still do not suffi-
ciently know how to adopt those forms and
methods which correspond to the aims of the
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unions, as the broadest mass proletarian organis-
ations.  In the red trade union organisations,
there is still a completely insufficient development
of trade union democracy, to ensure the activis-
ation of all the members of the red trade unions,
and the R.T.U.O., and their attraction into the
work. In some of the red trade union organis-
ations there is an absolutely impermissible super-
centralism, and bureaucratic methods of giving
commands, and substituting the mass of mem-
bers by the trade union organs. Many of the
red trade unions have not yet made the factory
the principal basis of their organisation and their
work. The basic work of the red trade unions
and the R.T.U.O. is still carried on outside the
tactories and mills. And this, in turn, leads to
weak contacts with the wide masses.

Contact with the masses is the chief prerequisite
for the development of struggles, and the growth
of the unions and the R.T.U.O. Without it, it
is impossible to know the sentiments of the
workers exactly, their needs; it is impos-
sible to seize on the concrete link which
can put the masses into motion. But close
contact with the masses presupposes the
activisation of all members of the union, and the
transfer of the work to the factory, with concen-
tration on the biggest of factories, to the reform-
ist unions, to the labour exchanges. At the pre-
sent moment when we are on the threshold of new
changes among the working masses, in a situa-
tion which was defined by the Plenum as ‘‘fraught
with unexpected outbreaks and sharp turns in
events,’’ close everyday contact with the masses
takes on unusual importance.

From the insufficient development of trade
union democracy, and poor contact with the
masses, arises the weakness of the cadres of the
revolutionary trade union movement, their
extremely slow renewal and enlargement, in spite
of the discovery of tens of thousands of new
activists in the numerous battles. And this, in
turn, hinders the rapid elimination of Social-
Democratic, and anarcho-syndicalist methods of
work which still exist in some parts of the revo-
lutionary trade union movement.

The main thing necessary to convert the red
trade unions; and the R.T.U.O., into real mass
organisations, is a clear line for the drganisation
and development of all forms of the economic
struggle of the proletariat for their everyday
demands, and an efficient participation in the
struggle against Fascism, reaction and imperial-
ist war.

The manner in which the transmission belt to
the masses will function depends, above all on the
motor—the Communist Parties. This is why the
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Plenum made it obligatory on all the Communist
Parties to form fractions in the red trade unions
and the R.T.U.O., to see that they work properly
and systematically, and thus to strengthen the
Party leadership of the red trade union movement.

The conditions of the end of capitalist stabilis-
ation make it necessary and possible for the
independent revolutionary trade union movement
to become consolidated in a short time and to
become a real mass organisation.

* * * *

In view of the approaching decisive fights of
the proletariat, it is necessary to carry on a deter-
mined struggle against opportunism. The Plenum
pointed out that:

““The development of the economic struggle of
the proletariat under conditions of the end of
capitalist stabilisation urgently requires that the
Communist vanguard pursues a clear and distinct
struggle against opportunism, which becomes
more dangerous in proportion as the wave of the
revolutionary struggle ‘‘of the proletariat rises
higher.”

There can be no question of a really wide
development of the mass struggle, of the correct
adoption of the tactic of the united front, of a
transformation of the work of the reformist trade
unions, of the formation of a mass independent
trade union movement, without an increased
struggle on two fronts, and without a concentra-
tion of Bolshevik fire against the right chief danger
in the Communist Parties, and the revolutionary
trade union movement.  The red trade union
organisations are obliged to embrace the widest
strata of workers, including the backward
workers, but frequently they have not reached the
stage of understanding all the tasks of the Com-
munist vanguard. Any weakening of the struggle
against opportunism and the right danger, as the
chief danger in the revolutionary trade union

INTERNATIONAL 649

movement, must inevitably have an exceedingly
harmful effect on the winning over of the masses,
and their consolidation in the revolutionary
camp. The Plenum pointed out that capitulation
to the reformist trade union bureaucracy and
“‘blocs’’ with them, neglect to link up partial
economic demands with final slogans, the hiding
of the face of the red trade unions in economic
struggles, neglect to form the R.T.U.O., and other
right wing attitudes in the ranks of the Commun-
ist Parties, and the revolutionary trade union
movement, are the chief danger at the given stage
of development, to the revolutionary struggle of
the proletariat.

At the same time, it is necessary to carry on a
most determined Bolshevik struggle against
‘‘left’’ sectarian ideas (the confusion of Social-
Democratic workers with their treacherous
leaders, underestimation of the tactic of the united
front and work inside the reformist trade unions,
the theory of ‘‘solid reactionary masses,’”’ ‘‘the
destruction of the reformist trade unions,’’ ‘‘the
reformist trade unions as schools of capitalism,”’
etc.), which hinder really close contacts with the
masses, the development of fights and the struggle
against the right danger.

The necessity of special vigilance in the
struggle against opportunism is signalised by the
right opportunist outbreak of Humbert Droz at
the Plenum of the C.C.C.P. of Switzerland, and
the revival of right opportunism in the C.P. of
Poland.

The XII Plenum of the E.C.C.I., which took
place under the slogan of the struggle on two
fronts, mobilises the Communist Parties, and the
revolutionary trade union movement to prepare,
organise and lead the struggle of the proletariat
against the capitalist offensive, against Fascism,
against imperialist war and intervention in the

U.S.S.R.

CORRECTION

Corrections to the article of L. Madyar, The World Economic Crisis,
published in No. 16 and reprinted in pamphlet form.

Page 551 end of chapter 3, end of line 4 from bottom, instead of ‘“‘where’”—“what.”

Chapter 4, line 16, ‘‘coal extracted” should read ‘“‘in 1913,”’ not 1931.

“Oil extracted” should read ““in 1913,”’ not 1931.
““Oil excepted,” etc., not only fell below 1920, but below that of 1915.
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THE COMMUNIST INTERNATIONAL

- THE WORLD HISTORICAL IMPORTANCE OF THE
OCTOBER REVOLUTION

NVELOPED in powder-smoke, bleeding and
hungry, yet illumined by the exalted con-
sciousness that they are in process of becoming
the builders of their own fate, the millions of
workers, soldiers and peasants, under the leader-
ship of the Party of Lenin, have, with their
bayonets, opened the door to the future. On the
shattered ruins of the bourgeois state power—
the power of an infinitesimal minority, for the
oppression of the overwhelming majority, — a
new structure was erected through the victory of
the armed uprising : the revolutionary Dictator-
ship of the Proletariat, in alliance with the toiling
peasants—a dictatorship which had now found
its final form — the form of the Soviet State.
Overcoming the barriers in the ranks of the revo-
lutionary working class, sweeping away the ruins
of bloody Czarism, and the constitution of the
landlords, and, at the same time, winning over
the overwhelming majority of the peasantry to
its side, the Party of the Bolsheviks subordin-
ated all the means of production to the greatest
productive power, the revolutionary working
class. It ushered in the period of the transform-
ation of bourgeois society into Communist
society ; with the October Revolution, humanity
commenced its world historical leap forward
‘“from the realm of necessity into the realm of
freedom’’ — that of which humanity’s greatest
minds, and all the great utopians—Saint Simon,
Fourier and Owen — had dreamt their finest
dreams. That which the greatest of the great,
the founders of scientific Socialism—Marx and
Engels — had already foreshadowed, not as an
ideal to which reality must adapt itself, but as
the aim of a real movement of the revolutionary
class, for the annulment of bourgeois conditions
—this was made reality by the Party of Lenin,
in its armed uprising in October. It was the
victory of the Proletarian Revolution. That cause
for which the best elements of the leaders of the
II International — Bebel, Lafargue and many
others—had crossed their blades, in furious com-
bat with the leadérs of the liberal bourgeoisie, but
of which they still had only a very vague and con-
fused conception—the state of the future—was
now actually erected on the ruins of the bourgeois
state. In continual and indefatigable struggle
against the material and spiritual power of the
whole world bourgeoisie, it developed at a rapid
tempo to Socialism.
The wresting of the land and the means of
production from the rich for the poor, from the
exploiters for the toilers—the continuation of the

class struggle, in the higher forms of the civil
war against all attempts at restoration, to brealk
down the resistance of the bourgeoisie, supported
by the whole power of world imperialism—*‘the
transition from the simplest tasks of the further
expropriation of the capitalists, to the creation
of conditions under which the bourgeoisie could
not exist or come into being again’’ (Lenin) —
from war communism to the new economic policy,
4 retreat made to organise the ranks of the
fighters for a new offensive against capital—‘‘the
development of a general Socialist offensive on
all fronts against all remnants of capitalism
throughout the whole country’’ (Stalin)—the com-
pletion of the foundation of Socialist economy by
means of Socialist industrialisation and the im-
planting of Socialist forms in agriculture—the
liquidation of the last remaining capitalist class
(the rich peasants)—the uprooting of capitalism
not only in the town, but also in the country—
the carrying through, in the main, of the first
Five-Year Plan in four years — the consolid-
ation of the national economy of the country on
the path of Socialism—thus has the world his-
torical question which had been raised by the
October Revolution—‘“Who will defeat whom®’
—been fully and irrevocably decided, in less than
fifteen years, in the first ‘‘state of the future’’ in
favour of Socialism.

The Party of Lenin, which alone has been able
to correctly interpret the capitalist world, in its
imperialist phase of development, has also under-
stood how to alter the world. The October
Revolution, and what has been built in the Soviet
Union since October, 1917, to make Socialism a
reality, has altered not only the former face of
Czarist Russia, not only this sixth part of the
earth’s surface, but the face of the whole globe
as well. The liquidation of the parasitic classes,
and the causes giving rise to the exploitation of
man by man in the Soviet Union, and, in con-
junction with this, the mobilisation of all fight-
ing forces, for the complete destruction of the
origins of all class distinction, for the obliter-
ation of classes—the immediate prospect of the
second Five-Year Plan—this means not only the
death of capitalism in the Soviet Union; it
simultaneously pronounces the death sentence of
world capitalism.

* * * *

The effects of the October Revolution, which
had raised the proletariat to the position of
dominating class in one country, did not for a
moment confine themselves to that country, in
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which the victory had been won. The October
Revolution became that which it was destined to
become : the prelude to world revolution. By
its victory it has created at once the international
prerequisites for its further advance, and for
the building up of Socialismy in the Soviet State.
The world historical, epoch-making importance
of the October Revolution as prelude to the
world revolution has not been diminished by the
defeat of proletarian revolutions in individual
countries (Germany, Hungary, Bavaria, Fin-
land) any more than by the fact that the tempo
of the world revolution has slackened. The chains
of imperialism were broken asunder once and for
all, by the October Revolution; the October
Revolution has created the prerequisites for a
general line of cleavage between the bourgeois-
reformist, and the proletarian-revolutionary
wings within the workers’ movement throughout
the whole world ; it has raised the movements for
national emancipation in the colonial, and also in
the imperialist countries, to the position of a com-
ponent part of the world proletarian revolution.
The October Revolution has not only mobilised the
inner reserves of the proletarian revolution—the
toiling peasantry; it has mobilised, also, the
fundamental force of the international revolution,
the world proletariat: it has set in motion the
reserves of the entire international proletarian
revolution, the oppressed toiling masses, the
peasantry of the countries of developed capital-
ism, and the colonial peoples. While creating
the international prervequisites for its further
advance in one country, it has also created the
prerequisites for the victory of the world revo-
lution.

The fact that, in a territory which extends over
two continents, the state power is now in the
hands of the working class, has evoked funda-
mental changes in the mechanism of world poli-
tics.  The modest tasks, which Marx set the
working masses, at the foundation of the First
International in the sphere of international poli-
tics—that they should penetrate into the secrets
of international diplomacy, keep vigilant watch
over the diplomatic tricks of their various
governments, work against them, and thwart
them by all the means in their power, while unit-
ing in simultaneous demonstrations — were
exceeded at one stroke by the proletariat which
had seized the state power. The secret treaties
of imperialist diplomacy were published, and
thus robbed of their force. The Soviet power
addressed the demand of peace, without annex-
ations or indemnities, not only to the ‘‘hostile”
imperialist powers of central Europe, but also
to the ‘‘allied’’ countries of the Entente. It thus
had the boldness and determination to commence,
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in the midst of the imperialist world slaughter,
that policy of peace, which it has pursued with
iron consistency for fifteen years, in the interests
of the toilers of all countries. Thus, in the arena
of world politics, a proletarian state has made its
appearance alongside of the imperialist powers,
and of the independent colonial and semi-colonial
countries, and with the appearance of the prole-
tariat as the dominating class on a national scale,
the class struggle appeared also as a problem of
world politics, = The first steps of the class
struggle, taken by the ruling working class
against international imperialism, were also the
steps by which the Soviet Power has brought it
about, that its defence through the international
proletariat has appeared, not only as the common
duty of general international solidarity, but also
as the nearest interest of the proletarians of all
countries, and the toiling masses of all contin-
ents. The emancipation of the great masses of
workers and peasants, from the sway of petty-
bourgeois patriotism, both at the front, and at
home, in the belligerent countries, could only be
achieved by the creation of a new international
Socialist fatherland, which had inscribed upon
its banners the words: An end to imperialist
war, and the destruction of its cause—capitalism.
The fact that many tens of thousands, among
the prisoners of war from ‘hostile’ countries,
joined the Red army, to defend the new Soviet
power, against the counter-revolution within, and
military intervention from without, the general
strikes which took place in the countries of the
central powers during the peace negotiations of
Brest-Litovsk, the revolutionary direct action of
the working class to prevent the transport of war
materials for purposes of military intervention
against the Soviet power, the struggle for the
recognition of the Soviet state, the help rendered
during the famine year of 1921, the example given
by many tens of thousands of workers in capital-
ist countries who came to render technical assist-
ance in the work of building up Soviet industry,
the struggle of the international working class
to frustrate fresh attempts at military interven-
tion against the Soviet Union—these were, and
are, the International prerequisites from outside,
which have assured that Socialism can be vic-
toriously constructed in the Soviet Union.

The general cleavage within the working class
movement of the whole world, between the bour-
geois-reformist and the proletarian-revolutionary
wings — a cleavage which had already been
effected by the Bolsheviks in Russia under the
leadership of Lenin, by the beginning of the
imperialist epoch—was irrevocably made part of
vur programme by the October Revolution. The
crystallisation of the Communist Parties, as
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leaders in the struggle against imperialist war,
and for its transformation into a civil war *‘after
the Russian model,’”’ the organisation of the
‘I'hird, the Communist International, as the Party
of world revolution, could not be permanently
postponed, by any machinations of centrism.
The working class of the Soviet State, now in
possession of the material power of society, be-
came at the same time the possessor of the
dominating spiritual power, and the free speech
of the emancipated proletariat rang throughout
the whole world — the world in which the war
censorship and the censorship of the Social-
Democratic Party leaders, in the interests of class
cou-operation and the victory of their own bour-
geoisie, were suppressing every syllable which
might contribute to the emancipation of the work-
ing class. The authority of the Bolsheviks, as
the sole representatives of revolutionary Marx-
ism, increased tremendously among the masses
of workers and peasants who were looking for
revolutionary leadership after the victory of
October. The Left groups of the Social-Demo-
cratic Parties—ideologically mixed, and hemmed
in, not only by war-time legislation, but also by
their sectarian isolation and half-centrist vacil-
lations—could only realise this leadership to a
very inadequate extent; they sustained a power-
ful blow by the victory of October, which meant
a clarification of principles and, at the same time,
a wide extension of the basis among the
masses.  The October Revolution not only
strengthened the movement against imperialist
war in all countries, not only awakened new
masses of the workers and peasants to political
life, but also showed the concrete aims and con-
crete methods of the struggle for Socialism,
lying ready to hand. The weapons for the entire
international revolutionary proletariat, for the
struggle against the betrayers of the working
class, against the Social-Democratic Parties,
against both the Rights and the Centrists, were
forged in the fire of the October Revolution. The
great arsenal of the Bolsheviks, in which were
collected the weapons won during a ten years’
struggle for the now victorious revolution, was
thus thrown open to the proletariat of the whole
world. The Communist International, the world
party of the proletariat, has gained, through the
October Revolution, a firm organisational sup-
port, and an ideological equipment derived from
an undefiled heritage of Marxist doctrine, hard-
ened afresh by Lenin for capitalism’s new phase
of development—the epoch of imperialism and of
proletarian revolutions. The power exercised by
the October Revolution, as a rousing, organising,
and educating force, on the working masses of
all capitalist countries, increased during the
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entire period of the civil war, and Socialist con-
struction, with every victory won by the workers
and collective farmers over all difficulties which
confronted them. The actual graphic demonstra-
tion of the fact that the proletariat, freed from
the yolk of capital, can accomplish the very
greatest tasks, is increasing and broadening the
number of those working elements who are pre-
paring themselves to defend the conquests of the
great October days against their own bour-
geoisies with every day. This is an indis-
pensable international prerequisite for the victory
of Socialism in one country — in the Soviet
Union — and, at the same time, it constitutes
an important prerequisite for the further advance
of the world revolution which was begun in
October.

The victory of October accurately foreshadowed
the course of the movements for national emanci-
pation in the colonial and semi-colonial countries,
and also in the countries of imperialism, for it
realised in fact, the right of self-determination
up to, and including the formation of separate
states, the emancipation of all suppressed nations
on the vast territory of the old Czarist empire,
by the Soviet power. The October Revolution
has shown that the emancipation of the oppressed
nations, of the vast toiling masses of the East,
who are living under mediaeval conditions of
oppression and exploitation, is only possible in
alliance with the world proletariat, and has
thereby created a huge host of allies for the
Soviet power, and the International proletarian
revolution. The breaking asunder of the imperial-
ist chains by the Soviet Power, has also made a
breach in the walls which encircle the oppressed
nations and the colonial and semi-colonial peoples
—a breach which has rendered the disrupting of
the whole imperialist system, the system erected
by the common enemy, possible. The final form
of the dictatorship of the proletariat, the Soviet
power, has also become the form for the revolu-
tionary democratic dictatorship in China, and the
aim of all national revolutions in the East, as well
as of the proletarian revolutions to the west of
the Soviet Union—in India, Indonesia and China
as well as in Germany, Hungary, etc. The front
formed by the workers and toiling peasants in
the Soviet Union, against imperialism, has been
extended to an almost infinite length by the
adherence of hundreds of millions among the
masses of the world, while these same masses
have created a force to guard the rear of Social-
ist construction — a force whose strength is
greater than the auxiliary forces which the work-
ing class could ever possibly have expected to
come to its aid during emancipation.

The international prerequisites for the further
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advance of the October revolution literally coin-
cide with the prerequisites for the advance of the
world revolution. The victorious construction of
Socialism' in one country—in the Soviet Union—
forms the work of preparation for the building of
Socialism on a world scale. It is precisely in
the building up of Socialism that the world his-
torical significance of the October Revolution
attains its full expression on this, the Fifteenth
Anniversary.  The period of the struggle for
Socialism—a period which is characterised by
the name of the best pupil and fellow-warrior of
Lenin, the name of Comrade Stalin—the period
of the restoration and the Socialist reconstruc-
tion of economy, represents the epoch of advance
in the Soviet Union in order to complete the
work which October had foreshadowed; the
period for laying the foundation, and for the
building up of the Socialist economy ; the period
of cultural revolution; the period of the liquida-
tion of the last remaining capitalist class — the
rich peasants—on the basis of all-round collec-
tivisation in the most important districts—it is in
this period that the proletariat of the Soviet Union
has given proof of the fact that, even when sur-
rounded by a ring of capitalists, the emancipated
working class can utilise and develop the forces
of production much more rapidly and surely than
the class of the capitalists with its centuries-long
experience have ever been able to do. The
‘“American tempo’’ in industrial and agricultural
development, the highest tempo which the bour-
geoisie was able to reach in the promotion of its
economy of exploitation, has been left far behind
by the ‘“Bolshevik tempo,’’ the tempo attained in
the development of the productive forces of the
Soviet Union, which serves not to swell the riches
of the minority, but has become the foundation on
which the oldest slogan of all Socialist move-
ments—‘‘Well-being for all’’—is now being real-
ised in fact. The basis of the world revolution
which the October Revolution created, has dur-
ing the course of this period become independent
of the capitalist world. Socialist labour — the
glory and honour of emancipated mankind, in
place of the pains and punishments of the wage-
slaves of capital—has constructed giants of in-
dustry, created a new and hitherto unprecedented
technical base for agriculture, opened up for man-
kind, in the State farms, lands which had hither-
to remained untilled, and united millions of small
peasant farms in collective estates, on the basis
of a high farming technique. The at-first-small
section of the proletariat, which had seized
power, has been increased by millions and fresh
millions every year; a new social type has come
into being in the countryside — the collective
farmer—who is now superseding that remnant
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of the feudal days, the peasantry. And all this
is taking place at the time when the capitalist
world is rapidly and inexorably being precipi-
tated towards the abyss, when millions of unem-
ployed in all capitalist countries, and even those
who are still able to find work in capitalist enter-
prises, have already sunk below the lowest
imaginable limit of human existence, when all the
promises of the leading minds among the bour-
geoisie and their social supporters, the Social-
Democrats, as to a turn in the development of
the world economic crisis, only increase the
doubts, which are felt even in the ranks of the
bourgeoisie itself,

The victory of Socialist construction is not only
a practical success attained by the working class
of one country, who have proved, ‘‘not by argu-
ments but by deeds,’”’ that the proletariat, once
freed from its exploiters, can ‘‘with willing hands
and light hearts’’ carry out its difficult task of
fighting for Socialism.

The victory of Socialism is not merely a prac-
tical success in one country, nor is it a partial
success won by the international proletariat; at
this very moment, when world capitalism is in
its death throes, and all the efforts made by its
Social-Democratic doctors, all the cures advo-
cated by them, are impotent to save it from the
crisis—at this very time, ‘‘a time of the greatest
desperation’’ in the camp of the bourgeoisie in
all capitalist countries, we can see that the vic-
tory of Socialism in the Soviet Union signifies
more than the mere practical success of the pro-
letariat in one country. This victory means the
victory of a principle—the principle of the prole-
tariat, Socialism—over the principle of the bour-
geoisie, capitalism. The political economy of
the bourgeoisie has joined battle with the politi-
cal economy of the proletariat, and sustained a
decisive defeat.

Businesslike agents of the bourgeoisie —
whether they wear a mask of Socialism or not—
who attempt to regenerate capitalism with a dose
of ‘‘planned economy,’”” just as vainly as they
once tried to ridicule Socialist planned economy
as ‘‘a mad idea of the Bolsheviks,’”’ and to nip
this idea in the bud, are now giving involuntary
witness by their pessimistic attitude, of the vic-
tary of the principle of Socialism; and evidence
of the same fact, is the optimism of the working
masses of imperialist and colonial countries, who
are taking the way of the October Revolution in
a new revolutionary upsurge, to frustrate the
new imperialist world slaughter which now
threatens, to break asunder the chains of .
Fascism, and to shake off their burden of hunger
and misery.

The Second International, spurned by the rebel-
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lious masses of the workers, places the question
of ‘“‘Socialism’ upon its programme, and begins
a fresh ‘‘discussion’” on the ‘‘means of attaining
power.”” But there can be no Socialism without
proletarian dictatorship, there can be no way to
power without revolution—this is the world his-
torical lesson confirmed by the fifteen years which
have elapsed, since the October Revolution.
These fifteen years not only confirm the fact that
the revolution is necessary, because it is the only
way in which the ruling class can be overthrown,
but also because the class which overthrows it,
the proletariat, cannot fit itself to fulfil its his-
toric vocation of builder of a new society, except
in a revolution. However, there can be no revo-
lution without a firm united Bolshevik mass
party, which is able to prepare for the revolu-
tion, to lead it, and to lead it to victory. The
victory of the October Revolution under the
leadership of Lenin, the victory of Socialism
under the leadership of Stalin—these victories
have been won, not only in the struggle against
the bourgeoisie, not only in the struggle against
the influence of the bourgeoisie, on the working
class (through the medium of Social-Democracy),

THE COMMUNIST INTERNATIONAL

but also in the struggle against the vacillations
in the ranks of the Communist Party itself. There
can be no victory unless all vacillations in our
own ranks are overcome. The history of the
Party of Lenin and Stalin, during the fifteen
years since the October Revolution, and the vic-
tories of the Party show us that:
““Der Mensch, der zur schwankenden Zeit
schwankend gesinnt ist,
Der vermehrt das Uebel und breitet es weiter
und weiter.
Aber wer fest auf dem Sinn beharrt, der bildet
die Welt sich!” —Goethe.*
The tens of years spent in preparation for the
October Revolution, its victory, its march for-
ward to Socialism, its struggle against world
imperialism and for the world revolution — all
these things are the fruits of the determined, and
never-wavering leadership, of the Party of the
Bolsheviks.

*“The man who wavers in mind in a time of wavering,
Only increases the evil and spreads it further and
further,
But he who firmly sticks to his mind, has a world to
conquer.”’ )

GERMANY AND POLAND—-CENTRAL POINTS OF THE
REVOLUTIONARY FRONT

U. LENsky.

NEW feature in the situation since the XI.
Plenum of the E.C.C.I. is the wide sweep the
resistance of the proletariat is taking to the furious
capitalist ofensive, and particularly the spread of
strikes and their comparatively high political level.
These are symptoms of the growth of big strikes on
the basis of the everyday partial struggle and the
sharp intensification of class antagonisms, strikes
which, together with other acute forms of mass
struggle, are bringing about profound shifting of
classes and which, if the Communist Parties play an
active leading réle, will lead the masses to decisive
battles for power. A new feature of the situation in
countries with a revolutionary peasant movement
and a national liberation movement, such as Poland,
is the combination of the general sweep of the proletarian
struggle with the maturing elements of the agrarian
revolution and with revolts for national independence.
Although the revolutionary upsurge is uneven,
although it has its rises and falls, in a number of
capitalist countries such' as Germany, Poland ,the
Balkan countries, etc., it has reached a higher level.
The profound shifting of classes that is taking place
in the various countries in favour of the revolutionary

proletariat is the best social and political symptom of
the end of capitalist stabilisation.

The revolutionary upsurge is taking place on the
basis of the general deepening and the great intensifica-
tion—in some places the catastrophic intensification—
of the economic crisis. The forecasts of the bourgeois
economists that the crisis would soon come to an end
have been utterly refuted. The slight improvement
in the financial and economic situation due to the fall
of the English pound and the rise of grain prices
proved to be very brief.

Profound changes and landslides have taken place
in the development of the world economic crisis
which determine the regrouping of imperialist forces.
The main phenomena are the sporadic sharpening
of the economic crisis in the U.S.A., the rapid
growth of the crisis in France despite reparation
plunder, and the approach of financial bankruptcy in
countries like Germany, Poland, etc.

Developing unevenly, the crisis has assumed
catastrophic dimensions in the weakest links of the
capitalist system, such as Poland, where the acute
crisis is still further intensified by the heavy burden
of inflated war budget. The close interweaving of
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the industrial, agrarian and financial crises stand out
most plainly here. We see stagnation bordering on
paralysis in the chief branches of industry with the
exception of the munitions industry, the extreme
degradation of agriculture and the complete cessation
of public investments.

In 1892, Engels wrote that : “Capitalist production
is ceaselessly working to bring about its own destruc-
tion.”

The deepening of the world economic crisis
inevitably leads to the unprecedented sharpening of
all antagonisms at home and abroad, which has
already been described by Comrade Kuusinen. Asa
result the factors of a revolutionary crisis are matur-
ing at a much greater rate in countries like Germany
and Poland. Naturally we cannot set out in a cut-
and-dried manner the order in which countries will
enter the revolutionary crisis. The example of
Belgium, which suddenly rushed ahead of other
countries in the extent and duration of strikes
recently, obviously contradicts such a formal
approach.

The draft of the political theses correctly shows that
Poland is approaching closely to a revolutionary crisis.
This estimate completely coincides with the estimate
given by the Central Committee of our Party. But
we cannot on this basis, foretell where the revolu-
tionary crisis will start earliest—in Poland or in
Germany. That depends on a combination of
internal and external factors, on the whole inter-
national situation. Although the German proletariat
is ten times more numerous and more concentrated
than the Polish proletariat, the latter, however, can
find allies in the revolutionary peasants and the
national independence movement, the strengthening
of which is assisted by the proximity of the U.S.S.R.

THE GERMAN QUESTION AS THE KEY POINT OF THE
REVOLUTIONARY SURGE,

As early as 1924, Comrade Stalin, speaking at the
Polish Commission of the Congress of the Comintern,
said :

“The German question, next to the Russian
question, is of the greatest importance. Firstly,
this is because Germany is nearer to revolution than
any other country in Europe, and secondly,
because the victory of the revolution in Germany
signifies its victory throughout Europe. Starting
from Germany, the revolutionary outburst will
spread through Europe. Only Germany will be
able to take the initiative in this matter. The
victory of the revolution in Germany will guarantee
the victory of the international revolution.”

It seems to me that in spite of the difference in the
conditions prevailing then and now, Comrade Stalin’s
point of view, in the main, still holds good : Next to
the U.S.S.R., Germany is the most decistve keypoint
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of the extremely unevenly developing internationar
proletarian revolution.

That is why the gaze of all sections of the Comintern
is directed towards the great changes now taking
place in Germany. That is why a precise estimate
of these changes is now the key to the estimate of the
international situation.

What has taken place in Germany in the recent
period ?

In reply to this question we have received the most
varied formulations up to the present.

In a letter dated June 25, the C.C. of our Party
described the situation in Germany as follows :

“The Government which has come to power is
in the main of a fascist character, a Government
backed by finance capital, heavy industry and the
Junker-agrarians, a Government relying on the
Reichswehr and the Hitler Storm Troops. To
regard this Government as a transitional Govern-
ment like the Briining Government would reveal a
failure to understand the qualitative changes that
have taken place in the situation and would thus be
an under-estimation of the real fascist menace.
The new Government came into power by the
comparatively ‘ dry road * which had been laid
for it by Social-Democracy. But this does not
mean that fascism has already firmly established
itself, that the decisive struggles between the
proletariat and fascism have already been fought
out, and that the latter have won all along the line.
It must be remembered that the Papen Govern-
ment has come to power at a period of unprede-
dented economic crisis and revolutionary upsurge.

The coming of this Government is a symptom of
the great intensification of all the antagonisms at
home and abroad, including the antagonisms
between Poland and Germany. The proletariat
is not defeated. Therefore the rapid mobilisation
of revolutionary forces under the leadership of the
C.P. of Germany is the factor which determines
the relationship of forces beween revolution and
counter-revolution, not only in Germany but on a
world scale.

“In reality the Papen programme means the
fascist offensive in the economic and political
sphere against the toiling masses (new emergency
decrees, the annulment of previous social gains,
the delegalisation of the C.P. of Germany, the
prohibition of mass meetings, and the suppression
of workers’ organisations). It also means that the
Social-Democrats will be driven out of the
Government apparatus and replaced by Hitlerite
elements, which, however, does not change the
réle of Social-Democracy in principle as the main
social buttress of the bourgeois among the worker”.
It seems to me that the fascist coup in Prussia and

* i.e., without bloodshed.—FEd.
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the further development of events as a whole have
confirmed the correctness of this estimate. T#e
German bourgeoisie have already begun to build up
their military-fascist  dictatorship. 'The previous
quantitative process of fascisation has changed to a
qualitative process. This is the source of the great
danger to the German proletariat.

This does not mean that the line of development of
the basis of the fascist régime in Germany will be the
same as in Italy or Poland, Historically, the situa-
tion is now very different. Instead of being at the
beginning, we are at the end of the relative stabilisa-
tion of capitalism and ina period of general growth of
the revolutionary upsurge. Germany is a country
with an extremely concentrated proletariat, and its
revolutionary organisations are growing and are
becoming steeled in mass fights which frequently
involve bloodshed. The active resistance to fascist
terror is assuming mass dimensions. In spite of the
wholesale victimisation and the constant threat of
suppression, the influence of the C.P. of Germany is
spreading among the proletarian masses. This is
shown by the great successes achieved in the Reich-
stag elections. Social-Democracy has not succeeded
in driving the German proletariat along the path of
capitulation.

Such are the chief internal factors which determine
the tactics of the present ruling group in the German
fascist camp, led by Hindenburg. These facts
compel the Papen-Schleicher Government to adopt
more cautious and flexible manoeuvring tactics in
developing the fascist régime as compared with the
tactics of frontal attack adopted by Mussolini and
even Pilsudsky. In Germany, flanking manoeuvres
may sometimes take the place of frontal attacks. The
difference in the rate of fascisation in Germany may
be quite considerable compared with that in the
former countries. The present ruling group in
Germany wants first of all to obtain firm control of
the apparatus of the State.

The same applies to the role of Parliament. At
the XI. Plenum of the E.C.C.I. it was emphasised
that the question of parliamentary camouflage is not
fundamental. “‘Pilsudsky and his Party,” we said at
that time, “when developing the Polish variety of the
fascist system, had also the Italian type in mind.
But it realises the differences in the conditions which
determine its tactics in this sphere. Hence the
preservation of the parliamentary-democratic decor-
ations together with the Parties of the Seim while the
Jascist regime is independent of parliamentary or party
combinations.” ,

In this respect the fascist régime which is rising in
Germany will rather resemble the Polish variety of
fascist dictatorship, including the considerable réle
played by the militarists in both countries, each with
a marshal at the head. The military fascist dictator-
ship in Germany which is organically growing out of
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the Weimar Republic may be accompanied by the
outward forms of parliamentarism, z.e., a certain
amount of democratic decorations which will help
to carry through the policy of the open deception of
the broad masses of the people jointly with the policy
of open violence.

Is the complete abolition of Social-Democracy
necessary ¢ Evidently not. The whole experience
of the development of the fascist system in Poland has
refuted the position of the Rights and the Trotskyists
on this question, vzz., that the fascist dictatorship
would mean the death of Social-Democracy. From
this they drew the conclusion that Social-Democracy
would willy-nilly have to fight against the attacking
fascist régime. I think that the capitulation of
German Social-Democracy after the so-called Prussian
coup has confirmed the falseness of this position.
For that matter, the thing is not so simple even in
other countries. Take the country of so-called
classical fascism—Italy. Even Italian fascism, did
not begin with the “liquidation” of Social-Democ-
racy. Or take the Polish variety of the fascist
dictatorship, It has restricted itself to occasional
fisticuffs with the leaders of Social-Democracy as a
method of influencing the opposition.

The German bourgeoisie fully appreciate the
important réle Social-Democracy plays as their chief
agent among the working-class. Not long ago I
happened to read one of the very characteristic
articles in the Berliner Tageblatt on the question of
which is most valuable for the bourgeoisie—a Social-
Democracy which has grown up historically, which
is able to retain seven or eight million votes in spite
of the fact that it formed the Government, or the
petty-bourgeois quicksand on which the national
socialists construct their mass positions.

Further, is it necessary to carry through the so-
called liquidation of the other bourgeois parties in
Germany ? I think that it is not. Even the
experience of Italy has shown that all kinds of zig-zags
and compromises are possible. In Poland we find
that national democracy, one of the biggest bourgeois
parties, exists side by side with the ruling fascist
party. The Pilsudsky gang has not violently liqui-
dated the national democratic opposition ; it has
restricted itself merely to splitting off parts of it and
to a policy of pin-pricks.

In Germany we see the process of disintegration
of the old bourgeois parties, the process of their self-
abolition and partial absorption by the National
Socialist Party. On these grounds a regrouping of
party forces is taking place in the bourgeois camp.
The party which is most firmly holding the position
is the Centre.

What is the main feature in the process of con-
struction of the fascist dictatorship in Germany ?

The main thing is the policy of suppressing and,
destroying the revolutionary organisations and
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above all, the C.P. of Germany. The chief thing is
the system of government, which is independent of
parliamentary and party combinations, the maximum
concentration of power and the State apparatus, side
by side with a mass fascist party and auxiliary armed
bands, such as Mussolini’s Fascist Guard or Pil-
sudsky’s “Strelok,” which are intended chiefly for
the struggle on the home front. These decisive
factors already exist in Germany, but in different
proportions, to a different degree and in a different
form. First of all the danger of the suppression of
the C.P. of Germany and attacks on the revolutionary
workers organisations exists already. It is true that
even here the process is not taking place in a straight
line. Secondly, the President’s Government which
is independent of parliamentary combinations exists.
Parliament has been set aside in fact ; although it lost
its power long ago and only the mere semblance of a
factor of power remained.

The fascist concentration of power is taking place, a
clear example of which was the so-called Prussian
coup. It is far from complete as yet. But is it a
finished process in countries like Poland with its
peculiar fascist dictatorship ? Not by any means.
The fascist Constitution has not been introduced yet ;
it has been postponed. Complaints are being raised
in the fascist camp about the absence of a planned
system in the sphere of State construction. Never-
theless, this process has made considerable advances
in Poland.

In Germany there is not yet a direct combination of
the Hitlerite mass basis and the State apparatus, but
this basis is rapidly merging with the State apparatus,
while the Government has at its command the
voluntary armed detachments of the ““Steel Helmet.”
The fact that direct union has not yet taken place
makes it considerably easier for Hitler to manoeuvre
before the masses, and to maintain the outward
semblance of opposition to the Papen-Schleicher
Government.

And in Finland, is there not serious friction
between that mass basis of fascism, the Lapuas Party,
and the present fascist Government ?

A struggle for hegemony, for leading posts, is
developing between various groups in the fascist
camp.

You see, therefore, comrades, how varied and
uneven the process of establishing the fascist system
and the fascist dictatorship in Germany may be.
There are some who always think of the fascist
dictatorship as an abstract category, as a sort of
classic, ideal fascist system. 'This is wrong, because
no such harmonious and complete system exists
anywhere. It is fundamentally wrong in the present
concrete situation. The German bourgeoisie cannot
mechanically imitate the Italian example in the
present situation, when the economic crisis and class
antagonisms have become so acute and when fascist
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dictatorships are showing signs of disintegration.
We should always remember that we are dealing with
an attempt to form a special variety of the fascist
dictatorship in Germany under the conditions of the
end of capitalist stabilisation.

When I spoke of the “dry road” which Social-
Democracy laid for the construction of the fascist
dictatorship in Germany, I said ‘“‘comparatively dry
road,” because in places, for example in Altona,
sanguinary mass fights took place even before the
Prussian coup, and there cannot be the slightest
doubt that generally speaking there can be no such
thing as a dry road. These fights will spread to
larger and larger masses and will be more and more
stubborn.

The further tactics of the present Government for
the construction of the fascist dictatorship depend
above all on the further growth of the revolutionary
upsurge. We have already emphasised that the
German proletariat is not broken, but that its forces
are growing. But it would be a mistake to close our
eyes to the difficulties which are rising before us and
also to the fact that recently there have been increased
tendencies in the camp of the bourgeoisie towards
agreement between the various groups, an instance of
which is the compromise arrived at between Hinden-
burg and the Centre Party.

It would likewise be premature to say that the first
attack of fascism has been repulsed, that its further
growth has been checked. Only systematic mass
resistance to the bourgeois offensive, to their State
apparatus and the fascist shock-troops, a resistance
which will pass to the counter-offensive of the
proletarian millions, a resistance that will give rise to
wavering among the broad strata of the petty-
bourgeoisie and their desertion from fascism, can
hasten the disintegration of the broad basis of the
fascist camp.

The latest information indicates that this desertion
from the fascist camp has already begun. But one
swallow does not make a summer, and it is mainly
the unemployed who are deserting. The petty-
bourgeoisie is not yet swinging in the direction of the
revolutionary camp. 'The main task of the C.P. of
Germany is to prevent this partial desertion of the
unemployed masses from being intercepted by
Social-Democracy, and to divert it to the revolu-
tionary path.

It must be stated that the C.P. of Germany has
succeeded in creating a mass fighting anti-fascist
front from below. 'To transfer this movement to the
factories and the Labour Exchanges, to develop a
wide strike movement, to adopt the weapon of the
mass political strike—such are the fundamental tasks
of the C.P. of Germany in the present period. We
here must put up the strongest opposition to any
attempt to shake the leadership of the C.P. of
Germany. The tremendous task of fighting against
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fascism demands that the correct general line be
pursued with complete unanimity, and it demand
iron Bolshevik discipline in the Party. '

The wide strike movement combined with other
acute forms of struggle is now the basic link of the
revolutionary upsurge. This link has enabled our
Party to pull the whole chain of mass fights, as a
factor for accelerating the maturing of the revolu-
tionary crisis. .

This approach to the strike movement was adopted
by Lenin, who by analysing the strike wave deter-
mined what were the “’critical turning points in- the
whole social and political life of a country,” because
in the statistics of strikes he saw the movement of the
class, which determined the general development of
events. ‘“The movement of other classes,” said
Lenin, ““is grouped around this centre.”

At the XI. Plenum of the E.C.C.I. we spoke
chiefly of the strikes in small industry ; at the present
time, the strike movement has spread, to a more or
less extent, to practically all branches of large-scale
industry and all the employed sections of the prole-
tariat,

An important feature of the strike wave during the
last two years is the shifting of its basis from small
and medium industry to large-scale industry.

Expressed in figures this shifting of the base of
strikes presents itself as follows : in 1930 there were
forty-seven strikers per factory, but in 1931 there
were ninety-seven strikers, 'That is to say, though the
number of factories in which strikes took place fell
by 5 per cent., the number of strikers increased by
110 per cent. This is the highest number of strikers
per factory for the whole of the last decade.

Simultaneously with the shifting of the strike wave
to large-scale industry, the strike front has extended.
Although the number of group strikes, i.e., strikes
which affect a number of factories simultaneously,
dropped from fifty to thirty-eight inthe year 1931,the
number of strikers increased from 13,515 in 1930 to
43,717 in 1931, i.e., more than three times as many.

In the first half of 1932 this process became still
more intense. During the first half of this year there
were 236 strikes with 779,000 strikers, of which 228
were economic strikes affecting about 300,000
workers. It follows, therefore, that the total number
of strikers in the first half of the present year is higher
than at any time during the last ten years. This
figure for only half a year comes near to the highest
figure for the last ten years, namely, 1923, in the
period of inflation. In that year 879,000 workers in
7,451 factories were involved in strikes.

The qualitative change in the strike movement is
confirmed by the figures for strikes in various
branches of industry for the last half year. Although
in 1931 there were fourteen strikes in the minng
industry affecting 64,500 workers, in the first half of
the current year there were forty strikes and 127,500
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strikers. In 1931, there were nine strikes of munic-
ipal workers affecting 30,200 workers, but in the first
half of the present year there were thirteen strikes
affecting 126,160 workers.

As the strike wave rises and the economic crisis
becomes more acute, strikes become more stubborn
and assume an increasingly acute political character.
The first miners’ strike lasted only six days but the
second one lasted a whole month The first street
car strike lasted two-and-a-half days, the second
strike lasted four-and-a-half days, but the strike at
Lodz lasted two weeks. In general the duration of
strikes has increased several fold. Such examples as
the Belgium strike which lasted a month and a half,
the Belostok strike which lasted two months and the
Petrokov strike which lasted forty days, are of inter-
national significance.

Equally eloquent proof of the militant stubborn-
ness of the working-class is provided by the frequent
repetition of strikes at various factories and branches
of industries (three to eight times in a year).

In connection with this, the proportion of economic
strikes to political strikes has changed also. Accord-
ing to incomplete figures given by the R.ILL.U., in
the first half of the present year, out of 236 strikes
affecting 749,000 workers, there were eleven political
strikes in which 470,000 workers took part.

In spite of the growing stubbornness of the strikes,
the proportion of unsuccessful strikes has increased-
In 1930, the proportion of successful strikes was 69
per cent. and in 1931 it was 73 per cent., but in the
first half of the present year the situation changed for
the worse. In that period there were 137 successful
strikes, but they only affected 130,000 workers, while
the forty-four strikes which were lost affected
138,000 workers, and forty-nine strikes ended with
indefinite results.

Thus the unsuccessful strikes in the first half of
this year included a larger number of workers than
the successful ones. These figures reflect the growing
difficulties of strikes.

The greater success of strikes in 1931 was due to
partial, seasonal improvements in the economic
situation, while 1932 is the first year since the
commencement of the crisis in which there has been
no improvement in the economic situation.

A peculiar form of the strike movement is the
seizure of factories. 'This is the second basic form of
struggle against the capitalist offensive, especially
against dismissals. The movement has assumed 2
mass character and is extending to a number of
factories and tens of thousands of workers. Owing
to our agitation and above all as a result of their own
experience, the workers became convinced that it was
not enough to remain passively in the factory, but
that it was necessary to get into contact with the
workers of other factories and the unemployed and to
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carry the struggle beyond the confines of the factory
which had been seized.

An example of the seizure of a factory accompanied
by the struggle in the streets and sympathy strikes,
was given recently by the workers in Pablianitz.
While 800 workers occupied the factory, a crowd of
300 workers demonstrated and fought stubbornly
with the police at the factory gates, after which the
struggle was shifted to the territory of the factory.

From this we see how acute was the character of
the resistance of the workers, which, in a way,
contained the elements of civil war, Similar elements
were observed in other actions of the working-class.
The strike movement, bringing the working masses
more and more sharply into conflict with the apparatus
of fascist dictatorship, draws them into political life
and sets before them the question of power, the
question of the revolutionary way out of the crisis.

" In spite of the Right-Trotskyist theory that it is
impossible to conduct strikes in periods of crises, and
in spite of the temendous unemployment and the
brutal fascist terror, the strikes in Poland have proved
that the working-class can resist the capitalist offen-
sive, repulse individual attacks by the capitalists,
make it difficult for them to carry out their bourgeois
method of extricating themselves from the crisis.*
This is the most important thing.

What were the weaknesses of our strike practice ?

Firstly, the selection of the time of calling strikes,
especially in big strikes. Lenin said that we should
choose the time irrespective of the will of the em-
ployers. The ability to do this is often lacking.

Secondly, there was insufficient concentration of
forces in the large, decisivé factories.

Thirdly, the decisions adopted in the factories were
badly carried out. Sometimes we seem to think that
it is enough for the workers to vote for a strike by an
overwhelming majority for the strike to break out by
itself.

Fourthly, there were cases of misuse of the slogan
of the general strike as a slogan of practical action,
which distracted attention from partial strikes on the
basis of which we can lead the masses to bigger
strikes, including general strikes of whole branches of
industry. The Leftist use of the bare slogan of the
general strike without preliminary preparations and
without properly counting the forces, occurred in
some of our organisations.

Fifthly, insufficient linking up of strikes with
sympathy strikes, insufficient ability to combine and
change the forms of struggle, on which point Lenin
said :

“Marxist tactics consist of uniting various
methods of struggle, of capably passing from one
to another, of steadily raising the consciousness
of the masses and widening the scope of their

* By forcing down the standard of living of the working
class.—Ed.
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collective activity, which, taken separately, is
sometimes offensive and sometimes defensive, but
when taken together lead to an increasingly deeper
and decisive conflict.  The heightening of the forms
of struggle must be a constant tendency.”

Finally, the inability to end the strike in good time,
to lead the masses out of the strike in good order so
as to gather forces for a new struggle, and also
inability to end a strike by a compromise when it,
comes up against big difficulties. In these cases
the social fascists take the initiative.

Our chief shortcomings in the sphere of organisa-
tion lie in that the revolutionary trade unions lag
behind the Communist Party in initiative and in the
leadership of strikes, in that we work badly in the
reformist trade unions though they still have great
influence and a comparatively large membership,
in that we have not properly utilised and have not
waged a systematic, stubborn struggle for the factory
committees run by the reformists.

Our chief achievement in strike practice is that we
have learned to put demands concretely, to combine
economic and political demands #n the course of the
struggle, to combine strikes with demonstrations, the
organisation of meetings, committees of action,
strike committees, delegations as organs of the united
front from below, organs for the preparation, develop-
ment and leadership of strikes.

The necessity of enlarging and sharpening the
struggle applies equallytothe unemployed movement,
the chief weakness of which is the insufficient
co-ordination of the remarkably militant actions of
the unemployed themselves, and also the insufficient
connection between their struggles and the struggles
of the employed workers, which creates a danger of
scattering the forces of the proletarian army and
making it easier for fascism to defeat it in sections.

THE DEVOLOPMENT OF THE MASS REVOLUTIONARY
STRIKE.

A characteristic feature of the present period is the
growth of economic strikes into political strikes and
the close interweaving between economic and
political strikes in the present political situation. This
became most clear in the strike of 40,000 miners
during which the masses were all the time in the
streets and fought heroically for the streets against
detachments of police armed to the teeth.

The chief factor in the development of political
strikes is the growth of big battles that arose on the
basis of partial strikes against the concentrated attack
of capital. This was the réle played by the miners’
strike in Dombrov and Cracow. The stubborn
struggle of the miners, which lasted a wtole month,
gave an impetus to vacillating sections of the working-
class, roused their resistance to the capitalist offensive,
drew them into the strike movement, gave rise to a
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number of sympathy strikes and strikes of protest
against the bloody violence of the police. On this
basis the provincial general protest strike of March
16 broke out, which, in spite of the social-fascists,
and thanks to the activity of our Party, assumed the
character of a mass revolutionary strike in the chief
proletarian centres, affecting a considerable majority
of the employed proletariat (over 300,000), including
the decisive sections of the working-class who
formerly had not been in the strike movement (metal
workers, railroad men, munition factories).

The IIL. Plenum of our Central Committee, held
in August last year, foresaw the possibility of such
strikes as an immediate perspective and took the line of
leading the masses of workers to such strikes. In
fact, we prepared the ground for this strike ; but it
was proclaimed by the P.P.S.*

The directives of our Central Committee were as
follow : We were to seize upon the date March 16,
draw all the sections of the proletariat, especially the
railroad workers and metal workers into the strike,
lead the masses into the street under our slogans,
draw both the employed and the unemployed into
demonstrations, expose the democratic phraseology
of the P.P.S., set up strike committees everywhere,
and keep them intact for the further struggle.” Many
of these directives were carried out. I will mention
only three of the clearest examples. Warsaw—the
metal workers’ strike was entirely the result of our
work. Cracow—in this stronghold of the social-
fascists we succeeded in putting the P.P.S. workers
against their leaders and organised a mass demonstra-
tion. Zhivets—a militant mass demonstration of
workers and peasants took place here in spite of the
PP.S. T could quote more examples of a similar
kind.

But the chief thing is, that our Party allowed the
initiative to slip out of its hands. This disclosed the
weakness of our leadership, the under-estimation of
the situation and the manoeuvring powers of social-
fascism. At that time we wrote :—

*“The recent manoeuvres of the P.P.S. (the pro-
vincial protest strike of municipal workers and the
general strike of March 16), caught our Party
unawares. On this occasion the initiative was taken
by the P.P.S. and this must be a serious warning for
us in the future.  The time is coming when to be
twenty-four hours late will mean that events will catch
us unawares. 'The task is not to expose the social-
fascist manoeuvres after the event, but to paralyse
these manoeuvres in good time. In this matter we
are still weak. '

“Of course it is easier for the social-fascists to
approach the masses with their legal tentacles. It is
easier for them to carry on a peaceful demonstrative
strike than for us to develop a mass struggle. But

* Polish Socialist Party—FEd.
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this cannot justify us in under-estimating the
concrete intensity of feeling among the masses at the
present moment and in being late in taking the
initiative. We saw the tremendous importance of
our initiative in the miners’ strike. Immediately
after the attack on social gains, we should have
started to prepare for a one-day strike of the working
masses over the whole province as a rehearsal for a
general revolutionary strike. Then, the political
initiative would have been in our hands and our réle
on March 16 would have been much greater.”

Thus, a new zone of political strikes is commencing,
interwoven with economic strikes.

It is true that this interweaving is still weak, that
most of our strikes are still economic strikes, that the
number of workers participating in political strikes is
still comparatively small. But the main tendency,
which was described by Lenin long ago, is making
headway and putting the mass revolutionary strike on
the order of the day as a weapon for the hegemony of
the proletariat in the struggle of the millions of
toilers.

According to Lenin, political strikes grow, as it
were, on the broad basis of economic strikes, and
further ‘“‘at the beginning of the movement, the
economic strike plays the predominating réle in
drawing new strata into the movement, while, on the
other hand, it rouses and stimulates the backward
strata into action, enriches and enlarges the move-
ment, raises it to a higher level” (Lenin).

According to this, the Party must develop political
strikes on the mass basis of the economic struggle,
especially against the bloody violence of the police,
against the concrete manifestations of the fascist
terror, which is striking more and more strongly at
the broad masses of workers and peasants. The
political strike can and should be used even now as a
weapon of struggle against imperialist war. In the
conditions now prevailing, the political strike is the
best method of linking up the proletarian movement
with the revlutionary peasant and national inde-
pendence movements.

The wide sweep of the strikes of the proletariat.
together with the general sharpening of the political
situation, is producing an effect on the millions of
toiling peasants. In the rural districts, the strike
movement extends primarily to the agricultural
proletariat. After dozens of strikes successfully led
by the Communists, we organised the one-day
demonstrative strike of April 18 in which 100,000
agricultural workers took part.

The broad peasant masses are beginning to resort
to the strike weapon. Whole counties are beginning
to strike ; the peasants refuse to bring their produce
to markets until market dues are lowered.

The peasant masses are following the example of
the proletariat in passing from scattered actions to hig
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battles, which signalises the acceleration of the
maturing of the elements of the agrarian revolution as
part of the proletarian revolution. The revolutionary
peasant movement is rising to a higher level, is
assuming the character of mass revolts against the
exploitation and oppression of the fascist Govern-
ment and the landlords. This was the character
of the armed struggle in Liska which involved
nineteen villages and 10,000 peasants.

The mass basis of the revolutionary peasants’
movement is becoming wider day after day. The
catastrophic agrarian crisis, together with the robbery
perpetuated by the moneylenders and tax collectors
is not only putting the broad masses of poor peasants
into motion, but also the basic masses of middle
peasants who are being ruined by debts and taxes.
According to the figures of the State Scientific
Institute, go per cent. of the peasants receive prac-
tically no income from the sale of grain ; 40 per cent.
of their income is swallowed up by taxes and payments
on debts. The mass expropriation of the peasants is
being carried out by the landlords, the kulaks and
the capitalist State. As a result of the fascist land
redistribution schemes and the abolition of the
peasants’ right to the use of pastures and woods, the
peasants are being deprived of the best lands. The
number of peasant farms without horses is steadily
increasing.

The economic crisis which is causing the degrada-
tion of agriculture, and the predatory fiscal policy of
fascism are transforming the survivals of fedudalism
into a veritable system of robbing the peasant masses.
Various forms of exploitation in kind have become
more extensive such as working to pay debts and
tithes, “sharwark,” i.e., forced labour on road-
making, etc., which amount to tens of millions of
days of compulsory labour ever year. Various tolls
are being introduced on entry into the towns.

The resistance of the poor and middle peasants to
all these various forms of plunder reveals a consider-
able degree of organisation, and is already beginning
to develop into spontaneous revolts.

The guiding factor of the peasant movement is land
hunger. All the forms of peasant struggle arise out
of this question which is inseparably connected with the
question of power. All the revolutionary actions of
the exploited peasants lead to the active struggle for
and without compensation. The task of the
Communist Party is to seize this main link of the
struggle in the countryside and to join it wth the
everyday struggle and our slogans of action.

Tremendous reserves for the growing proletarian
revolution are moving up to the proletariat as its
allies in the struggle against the dictatorship of the
bourgeoisie. Of course, in the peasant movement
there is much more spontaneity than in the prole-
tarian movement. However, in spite of all the
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differences in the conditions of the struggle, we may
state that the disproportion between the two move-
ments has diminished, that the hegemony of the
proletariat has become stronger, that the alliance
between the workers and peasants has become a real
factor.

The wide sweep of the proletarian strike movement
is drawing the masses of urban petty bourgeoisie into
the struggle against monopolist capital and the
bourgeois State. The population of some towns are
resorting to the boycott—the strike against the rise
of the cost of electricity. This movement has
extended to hundreds of thousands of the urban petty
bourgeoisie and is a serious symptom showing that
the petty bourgeois masses are deserting the big
bourgeoisie and gravitating towards the proletariat.

The strike as a form of struggle is being adopted by
thousands of municipal officials who are being
robbed by the bourgeois Government and are being
ruined by the tactics of the bourgeoisie to pass on the
burdens of the financial crisis to them. As a resujt,
the mass basis of the Pilsudsky Party is sharply
contracting. Polish fascism is tending to replace
the masses by its own reliable cadres. The lower
government apparatus is showing signs of dis-
integration. Symptoms of discontent are observed
in the army which is being drawn into the struggle on
the home front. Finally, ideological confusion
reigns in the ranks of the Pilsudsky Party, a reflection
of which is the rise of a group of ‘“National Com-
munists’ who advocate planned economy.

It is not because things are going well with
Pilsudsky that he is resorting to manoeuvres to retain
his influence over the disillusioned elements of the
intelligentsia, among whom the influence of Com-
munism is rapidly growing.

Thus, the wide sweep of the proletarian struggie is
a profound shifting of classes, which is altering the
relationship of forces in favour of the revolutionary
proletariat. But this process is not taking place in a
straight line, without any vacillations and zig-zags.
If that had been the case, the revolutionary crisis in
Poland would have been an accomplished fact long
ago.

The process of the maturing of a revolutionary
crisis is very uneven, not only because of the relative
weakness of the Communist organisations, but also
to a considerable extent because of the growing
objective difficulties which the revolutionary move-
ment encounters on its path of development. Itisa
two-fold dialectical process, the basis of which is the
fact that the growing proletarian revolution causes the
bourgeois counter-revolution to rally its forces,
causes the bourgeoisie, to increase its resistance in
spite of their disintegration, mutual antagonisms and
internal friction.
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THE INTENSIFIED MANOEUVRING OF SOCIAL FASCISM.

Simultaneously the bourgeoisie is trying to perfect
and enrich its system of deceit, in order to restrain the
process of revolutionisation of the masses, in order to
bring these masses into the system of Social-Demo-
cratic diversions with the aid of social-fascist
tricksters, in order to drive them, under radical-
democratic slogans, along the path of the capitalist
way out of the crisis.

The manoeuvres of social-fascism and its left
sections are becoming more flexible and subtle.
Comrade Thilmann has already spoken of them here.
It would be mere empty chatter to decide at present
on the objective limits of these manoeuvres. As the
objective possibilities of manoeuvring diminish and
as the new round of wars and revolutions approaches,
the manoeuvres of social-fascism will increase and
become more ‘perfect.” The extremely flexible
strike-breaking tactics of the social-fascists are not
only accompanied by anti-capitalist phraseology, but
by anti-reformist phraseology. And this is something
new in their manoeuvres. The P.P.S. leaders are
already talking about the overthrow of capitalism.
For example, in the resolution passed by the Central
Council of the Miners’ Union the following passage
occurs :

“The idea spread among the working-class that
the present crisis can be overcome without the
overthrow of capitalism is harmful because it
distracts attention from the necessity of fighting
against the capitalist system, supports its sickly
existence and deepens the poverty of the masses.”

The anti-reformist phraseology of the P.P.S.
proves most eloquently how utterly bankrupt the
former programme for healing capitalism is, in the
eyes of the masses. The P.P.S. cannot now comnie to
the masses with its bankrupt slogans of parliamentary
democracy in the form of a centre-left Government.
It preaches the restoration of democracy, the forma-
tion of a “workers’ and peasants’ government,” and
advances the slogan of a Polish People’s Republic.

The masses of workers and peasants have no desire
to return to the Republic of Pilsudsky, Dashinski,
Vitos and Co., from which the fascist dictatorship
arose. In view of this, the Polish social-fascists, like
the German Social-Democrats, shout ‘“Long Live
the Second Republic based on ‘ pure democracy’
and ¢ growth into socialism.’ ”’

With this alleged programme, the Polish social-
fascists link up the slogan of planned economy.
They note the tremendous popularity of socialist
construction in the U.S.S.R. among the masses in
Poland and they are compelled in words to recognise
its achievements and to put on the mask of objective
well-meaning critics. “Our attitude to the Five-Year
Plan,” say the leaders of the P.P.S., “is without irony
or hate. In principle we are in favour of a socialist
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planned system, but only without the Soviet system
(Laughter.), i.e., not on the basis of the serf-like
dependence of the masses on the dictatorship, but on
the basis of Social-Democracy which is inseparably
connected with political democracy.” In addition,
they try to frighten the masses with the danger that
Poland will lose its “independence” if, as they say,
“the Five-Year Plan extends to Poland as well”
(Laughter.)

Recently the social-fascists have also begun to
manoeuvre with the slogan “‘dictatorship of the
proletariat.”

The sympathy displayed by the toiling masses for
the U.S.S.R., their hatred of imperialist war, their
readiness to defend the socialist fatherland, and also
as a result of the successful anti-war congress
campaign (hundreds of meetings were held and
resolutions passed, a number of anti-war committees
were set up and a provincial conference was held at
which delegates from 260 factories, villages, trade
unions, mass gatherings of working youth attended,
etc.) all this is compelling the social-fascists, in words,
to oppose anti-Soviet intervention, which does not
prevent them, however, from reviling the anti-war
campaign of the Communists and socialist con-
struction in the Soviet Union.

Thanks to these cunning manoeuvres, which
sometimes perplex our Party organisations, social-
fascism is able to restrain the strivings of the masses
towards Communism and retards the disintegration
in its own ranks. The rate at which this dis-
integration is taking place does not correspond to the
favourable objective conditions.

The process of disintegration of social-fascism is
not so simple as those comrades are inclined to think
who over-estimate the ‘‘self-exposure” of Social-
Democracy and conceive it as a sort of spontaneous
process which frees the Communists from the
obligation of carrying on persistent and able work to
expose it. These comrades usually substitute vulgar
phrases for the exposure of the extremely complex
manoeuvres of social-fascism and strong language
about the social-fascists for strong arguments. Our
task is not merely to shake the confidence of the
Social-Democratic workers in their leaders, but also
to convince these workers that we are right, to urge
them along the path that will take them away from
the leaders and from the Socialist Party.

We easily forget that there is a fairly solid difference
between the attitude of the Social-Democratic
workers to their party, and their attitude towards
their party leaders. When a Social-Democratic
worker curses his leaders who have gone yellow, he,
in his heart of hearts, still believes that Social-
Democracy, in itself, is a good party of the workers
and only the bad leaders need be changed. This is
the sentiment on which the “Left” charlatans play,
especially in Poland.
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However, our methods of convincing the Social-
Democratic workers are not as good as they should be
and still weaker are our efforts to organise the
discontent in the P.P.S. The necessary persistence
and concentration is lacking in this work. The
splitting of individual workers and groups from the
P.P.S. takes place without a mass campaign, and does
not lead to bigger mass splits in the P.P.S.

Owing to the growing objective difficulties and the
manoeuvres in the strike tactics of social-fascism,
which has the monopoly of legality, our struggle for
the leadership of the strike movement becomes much
more difficult.

These difficulties affect the proportion between the
strikes led entirely by the Red Trade Union Opposi-
tion and those in which a stubborn fight for the
leadership has occurred. Whereas in 1931 we led
80 per cent. of the strikes and the strikers involvec,
in the first half of 1932 the R.T.U.O. led 159 eco-
nomic strikes affecting 206,000 workers, while the
reformists led twenty-three strikes affecting 130,000
workers, including the one-day protest strike of
100,000 municipal employees;  while in twelve
strikes affecting 67,000 workers, we carried on a
struggle against the reformists for the leadership.
These figures show that the R.'T.U.O. had unchal-
lenged leadership of the strikes which occurred
mainly in medium and small industry.

This is why the process of disintegration of the
social-fascist parties is slower than the general
radicalisation of the masses. With the help of
flexible manoeuvres, social-fascism not only succeeds
in reducing the rate at which the workers are deserting
Social-Democracy, but here and there it is able to
intercept elements who are deserting other parties
and to prevent the further progress of these elements
towards Communism. ‘

There are also zig-zags in the contraction of the
mass basis of social-fascism which is taking place in
the chief proletarian centres. Qur task is to accelerate
the collapse of Social-Democracy by the competent,
systematic, persistent, exposure of social-fascism,
espectally on the basts of the experience of the everyday
struggle.

The wide masses are already following the
revolutionary vanguard, the Communist Party. In
the course of the everyday struggle, the Communist
Party of Poland has made great advances along the
path of winning the majority of the proletariat and
the basic masses of the peasants. The acceleration
of the maturing of the revolutionary crisis in Poland
requires that the Party should concentrate all its
efforts upon the rapid fulfilment of the main strategic
task of the present period. This task can be fulfilled
only in the course of a consistent and persistent

ruggle against social-fascism and national-fascism.
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TOWARDS DECISIVE STRUGGLES FOR POWER.

I want to make a few remarks on the question of
the general strike.

In organising partial strikes, the Party never
dropped into Economism, never lost sight of revolu-
tionary perspectives.

The Party linked up the policy of extending the
strike front with the policy of steering a course for the
general strike. 'The general protest strike of March
16 roused tremendous enthusiasm among the masses
for the slogan of the revolutionary general strike.
Of course, it would be a kind of Economism to
regard such a strike as the mechanical continuation of
partial strikes, as the normal sum of partial strikes.

It is clear that such a strike requires a suitable
sharpening of the whole political situation and a high
level of revolutionary activity on the part of the
broad masses. The path towards such a strike leads
through the further extension of the strike front,
especially among the decisive sections of the prole-
tariat—the metal workers and railwaymen—through
an extensive interweaving of economic and political
strikes, through street demonstrations, through the
co-ordination of the actions of the unemployed,
through big united fights and partial revolts in the
rural districts.

The popularisation of the slogan of the general
strike must be linked up with the prospects of the
direct struggle for power, with the propaganda of
armed rebellion, This does not mean that every
such strike will automatically and immediately
develop into an armed rebellion. A general revolu-
tionary strike is possible even when the situation has
not yet matured for a revolutionary uprising, which
does not spring automatically out of a general strike,
but is the result of a whole series of big class battles.
We learn this from the experience of 1905 revolution.
Lenin put the question of the general strike in the
same way. The directive which applies most of all
to every circumstance can be found in the resolution
on strikes passed by the Central Committee of the
Bolsheviks in 1913 (when the revolutionary tide had
reached a higher level than it is at in Poland now)
approximating most closely to the present situation.
In this resolution we read :

“The meeting welcomes the initiative of the

St. Petersburg Committee and a number of Party
groups in Moscow which raised the question of the
general political strike and took steps in this
direction in June-September this year. The
meeting recognises that the movement is approach-
ing the time when an All-Russian political strike
will be on the order of the day. Systematic
political agitation for this strike should commence
everywhere immediately.”

This presentation of the question of the general
strike excludes the linking up of this strike with
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armed rebellion, automatically, when the objective
situation is not ripe for it.

On March 16, certain comrades in Poland wanted
to advance the slogan : “Long live the general strike
to complete victory.”” Such a slogan would have
simply hung in the air; it would have remained
merely a paper slogan.

It is difficult to foresee what the concrete process
by which the general revolutionary strike will develop
into a direct struggle for power will be like. But
even at the present time, these perspectives must give
a political direction to all partial struggles. We must
remember that in the conditions of a revolutionary
crisis, the general strike under our leadership brings
the masses point blank up against the task of the
direct struggle for power and brings the Party up
against the task of organising the forces for the armed
rebellion.

While taking the line of leading the masses to the
general revolutionary strike, we must even now
reckon with the possibility of every big strike develop-
ing into a short general protest strike. Bearing the
experience of March 16 in mind, we must always be
ready to take the initiative without delay and to lead
this strike from the very start.

In this respect, the example of March 16 un-
doubtedly is of international importance. Similar
strikes have taken place in Hungary and Greece.
They are symptoms of the maturing of the conditions
for a general revolutionary strike in those countries
which are approaching closest of all to a revolutionary
crisis.

It is quite plain that a general revolutionary strike
represents a component part of our revolutionary
strategy in its concrete operation. The réle of this
strike in various countries may differ. In countries
like Poland and Italy, the general revolutionary
strike may be a means of bringing about a big break
in the chain of the fascist dictatorship, cause millions
to come out in the streets, and serve as a means of
uniting the scattered sections of the proletariat as the
revolutionary class, a means for strengthening its
hegemony and a test of the relationships of class
forces before the general engagement,

In his book on Germany, Trotsky opposes the
slogan of the general strike. He says :

“It would only become necessary to fight against
fascism in Germany by means of the general strike
if fascism was already in power and was in firm
control of the apparatus of the State . . . If in
Germany the struggle breaks out as a result of
partial clashes caused by the provocation of the
fascists, the call for a general strike will hardly suit
the circumstances. A general strike would mean,
above all, the separation of town from town, section
from section, and even factory from factory.”
(Laughter.)

“It is more difficult to find and gather together
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workers who are not at work . . . Under these

conditions, the fascists, who are not short of staff

officers, may obtain a certain superiority of force
owing to their central leadership.” ’

In the opinion of Trotsky, the question of a
general strike can only rise when fascism is firmly in
control of the apparatus of the Government. This
completely expresses the rank opportunism of the
Trotskyist position.

(MarTINOV : “It is not a mistake but a calcula-
tion.”)

The draft political theses correctly set the C.P. of
Germany the task of “leading the masses to the
general political strike” by ‘“developing economic
and political strikes” as one of the central tasks of the
present moment. It seems to me that the same tasks
must be set the C.P. of Poland and other countries
such as Spain, where the development of economic
and political strikes has moved furthest ahead.

The comrades who think that the task of popularis-
ing the slogan of the general strike and the task of
leading the masses up to the general strike is a
premature task, are clearly under-estimating the
situation in an opportunist manner and are belittling
our tasks. They do not understand the character of
such a big preventive manoeuvre of social-fascism as
the proclamation of the strike on March 16th in
Poland. To fail to understand that such manoeuvres
are called forth by the rapid maturing of the revolu-
tionary crisis means failure to see the qualitative
changes in the whole situation and the immediate
revolutionary perspectives.

Thus we see that the wide strike movement is the main
link in the revolutionary upsurge in all capitalist
countries.

The fact that the strike movement is weak in
Germany does not contradict the general line of
development. This weakness is one of the signs that
the subjective factor is lagging behind the objective
conditions. It is true that the development of
strikes in Germany encounters special difficulties
(the tremendous power of the reformist trade unions
and the Social-Democrats, the fact that the capitalist
offensive is conducted directly by the capitalist State,
widespread unemployment, the pressure of nation-
alist ideology caused by the fetters of the Versailles
Treaty, etc.). However, the unceasing capitalist
offensive undoubtedly strengthens the sentiments for
resistance among the wotking masses. The develop-
ment of strikes among the German proletariat
depends on the forms of work, the forms of the
organisational contacts of the Party and the R.T.U.O.

The chief difference between the practice of the
Communist Party of Poland and the Communist
Party of Germany—1I am not speaking atout the line
—is that while the Polish Communists, when
preparing to resist the capitalist offensive along a
wide front, right from the start organised the struggle
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in the various factories, the German Communists,
when preparing for the fights, did not, in a number
of cases, pay sufficient attention to partial strikes in
reply to every actual attack of the capitalists. While
the Polish Communists exerted every effort to make
the workers affected understand the necessity for the
strike, the German Communists, in spite of the line
of the Party leaders, sometimes attempted to call
forth strikes by word of command ; the decisions to
call strikes were not voted on in the factories and at
conferences of factory delegates, but at conferences
which had no connection with the factories, and they
did not attempt at first to rally the workers by means
of preliminary meetings and mass factory meetings.
We are not speaking here of individual good examples
of strike practice in Germany. The insufficiency of
persistent preparatory work, the failure to concentrate
forces on the decisive factories, the attempts to act
from above instead of widely mobilising the masses
from below, were bound to restrict the scope of the
strikes in Germany. The absence of systematic
resistance by the working masses made it easier for
the German bourgeoisie to introduce a number of
“‘emergency decrees” backed by the whole apparatus
of the bourgeois State. The strike wave in Poland,
however, hindered the Pilsudsky Government from

_following the German example. The Pilsudsky
Government was compelled temporarily to withdraw
its first attempt to abolish social insurance by the
mere threat of a general protest strike. But this
manoeuvre did not after all help the Government to
avert the strike.

We do not mean to assert that strikes must every-
where play the same role as in Poland. In view of
the present degree of political development of
millions of the German proletariat who have been
drawn into the vortex of the political struggle by the
home and foreign situation of Germany, by the acute
economic crisis, by growing political oppression, by
the partial political crises among the ruling classes,
the strike movement may not play such a big réle in
comparison with other forms of the political struggle
as it does in Poland. 'The heroic example of physical
mass resistance to fascist gangs, as in Altona, is one
that other countries should follow. But by rousing
the consciousness among the workers, political
battles will stimulate the strike struggle of the
working masses against the economic offensive of
capital. On the other hand, economic strikes give
rise to political strikes. Under the influence of these
two factors, mass political strikes will rise to the
point of the general revolutionary strike, the noble
traditions of which live among the German prole-
tariat.

Taken on the whole, the general line of develop-
ment of the revolutionary upsurge in Germany is the
same as in Poland—not an automatic leap to decisive
battles for power but an accelerated approach to them
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in the course of varied everyday fights (the systematic
resistance to the terror of fascist gangs, economic and
political strikes, demonstrations, etc.). In order to
leap forward we must first take a run, And the
proletariat can take this run only in the persistent
everyday struggle. The poor leadership of this
struggle was the cause of the weakness of the Party
on July 20.

The best method of bringing about the revolu-
tionary mobilisation of the masses is still the tactic of
the united front from below., Comrade Kuusinen
set out plainly and clearly the basic methods of this
tactic in our work in the future. In spite of the
various mistakes committed by the Communist Party
of Germany, it has recently shown examples of
Bolshevik application of this tactic, which must
serve as lessons for other sections of the Comintern.

Only the broad united front, the starting point of
which is the spontaneous striving of the masses
towards unity in the struggle against the capitalist
offensive and fascism, can serve as the lever to put
into motion millions of the proletariat. Only the
tactic of the united front, free from illusions concern-
ing social-fascism, free from the capitulation of the
Rights and the belittling of our independent leading
role, and free from “Left” domineering over the
masses, will enable us to win over the masses who are
following the Social-Democrats, to counteract the
influence of Social-Cemocracy among the proletariat
and finally defeat it.

The united front as a method of mobilising the
working masses for the revolutionary struggle has
nothing in common with the policy of coaxing the
Social-Democratic leaders, which is based on the
opportunist view that Social-Democracy is ceasing
to be the chief social bulwark of the bourgeoisie in the
working-class.

I will read two quotations from the factional
platform of our Right hypocrites which is being
distributed in the country at present : ‘“Monopolist
capital and fascism are our chief and most important
enemies at the present stage of the development of
class battles in Poland. As the revolutionary
situation matures in Poland and we win over the
majority of the working-class for the slogan of the
dictatorship of the proletariat, our chief enemy will
become the P.P.S.” In other words, at present it is
not the chief enemy in the working-class.

“The bankruptcy of the tactic of the united front
which has been employed hitherto has caused a
spontaneous reaction among the Party masses in the
direction of the Leninist united front.”” And further:
“The terror used against the leaders of the ¢ Central
Left’ (i.e., towards the leaders of the P.P.S. and the
peasant kulak parties during the Brest trial), and
particularly against the leaders of the P.P.S., or, to
use the terminology of Lenin, towards the repre-
sentatives of the democratic petty bourgeoisie, was
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the expression of the sharp conflict in the camp of the
bourgeoisie. According to Lenin, in order that our
Party may become the leader of the masses, it should
have taken advantage of this conflict to split away
the masses which still follow the Central Left. How
should we act? According to Lenin’s directions,
We should agree to compromises, manoeuvres, agree-
ments and zig-zags . . . with temporary and unstable
allies.”

The essence of these Trotskyist ideas is clear,
namely : the Comintern tactic of the united
front is ‘‘ bankrupt.” What we need is a
united front with the representatives of “‘petty
bourgeois democracy” which can be “pushed’ along
the path of revolutionary struggle.

The tendency to go part of the way with Social-
Democracy, to replace the united front from below by a
united front with the Social-Democratic leaders, is now
the chief right danger. This tendency, like the
sectarian attitude toward Social-Democratic and
non-party workers, leads to our separation from the
masses.

One of the typical Leftist mistakes committed in
the work of the united front, not only in Poland but
in other sections also, is the demand that Social-
Democratic rank and file workers, should imme-
diately display complete revolutionary maturity, the
demand for immediate splits from the Party and the
acceptance of all Communist slogans. Instead of
leading by issuing decrees, we must show our ability
to lead from below, boldly put Social-Democratic
workers on to the leading united front bodies. The
Leftist fear of these workers at conferences, in strike
committees, etc., leads to isolation from the Social-
Democratic masses. We must bring into the united
front those Social-Democratic delegates who are
prepared to fight together with us in spite of their
leaders, but we must take care not to have any
illusions about Social-Democratic delegates who
carry out the instruction of their leaders.

We must not mechanically transfer the extension
of the scope of the united front in Germany, which is
called forth by a special situation, to other sections,
irrespective of the concrete methods of manoeuvring
employed by the Social-Democrats, irrespective of
the position Social-Democracy occupies in the
apparatus of government, irrespective of the relation
of forces between us and the Social-Democrats, and
irrespective of the degree of disintegration among
their rank and file.

What is the difference between political conditions
of Germany compared with those of Poland which
call for different methods of applying the united
front ? First of all, the difference in the line of
development of fascism. In Germany, until recently,
this line indicated a rising curve; in Poland it
indicates a declining curve. On the eve of the
declaration of martial law in Berlin, we wrote that as
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German fascism has only a short historic period of
time at its disposal, it is trying to destroy, not only
the Communist organisations, but also, in passing,
the other workers’ organisations, and even certain
Social-Democratic trade unions. There can be no
doubt that finance capital still regards Social-
Democracy as its furthest outpost among the masses
against revolution. Therefore it is not in its interests
to destroy Social-Democracy ; whereas the C.P. of
Germany is threatened with suppression at any
moment. But the counter-revolutionary sweep of
the enormous army of Hitler, which is now intended
for the home front, the logic of the intense class
struggle, the desire to paralyse the whole working-
class, and particularly against Communism, are
sometimes turned against the mass organisations of
the workers who follow the Social-Democrats. In
Poland, after the unsuccessful attempts to create
direct mass transmission belts for the fascist dictator-
ship and after the beating up at Brest, the P.P.S.
became a recognised part of the fascist system. The
fascist terror now strikes chiefly at the rank and file
P.P.S. workers who have violated Social-Democratic
discipline. In Poland, now that fascism is bankrupt,
social-fascism is acting in the réle of the saviour of
capitalism ; but in Germany, fascism is acting as the
saviour of capitalism, while the Social-Democratic-
Centre coalition is bankrupt. In Poland, the illegal
position of the Communist Party helps the social-
fascist leaders to deceive the masses by hindering the
work of the Communists to expose them.

Hence it follows that in its tactical methods the
Communist Party of Poland must observe the
greatest caution, and apply the tactic of the united
front towards the lower links of the P.P.S.—to the
factory committees and to the oppositionally inclined
branches of the reformist trade unions, and protect
the P.P.S. workers against the blows of the fascist
terror. In our present concrete conditions, it is not
advisable to appeal to the P.P.S. Party organisations.
ghisswould only serve to raise the prestige of the

PS.

I wish to make a few remarks about our slogans.
The draft of the Political Theses correctly emphasises
the necessity for “central slogans of action which,
through the whole period, must be steadily in-
culcated among the masses with special insistence.”
The question is about two categories of slogans—
partial slogans which lead the masses up to the direct
struggle for power ; and central, strategic slogans.
These slogans must be so formulated that they will
be understood by the broad masses, by the mllions
of workers and peasants, and not only by the revolu-
tionary vanguard. The strength of Bolshevism has
always been the ability to put forward promptly the
slogans which arise from the concrete situation, which
are seized upon by millions of toilers and which put
them into motion. Such a rdle was played by the
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slogan : “Down with the Ten Capitalist Ministers,
“All Power to the Soviets,” etc.*

At the III. Plenum of our Central Committee we
specially considered this question in connection with
the general estimate of the situation and in defining
the immediate outlook. The Plenum drew up a
platform of sharp partial slogans which corresponded
to the level of the revolutionary upsurge in Poland,
which, as the resolution states, ‘“‘will bring the masses
into direct conflict with the fascist Government
apparatus, set before them the question of power and
make it easier to pass to higher forms of struggle.”
These slogans unite all the forms of struggle, often
spontaneous, against taxes, against the fascist terror,
for the liberation of prisoners, for the disarming of
the police and fascist gangs and for the withdrawal of
Polish occupational troops from West Ukraine and
White Russia, slogans of struggle such as the seizure
of food, and the unauthorised use of pastures and
forests. Around all these questions, struggles are
already developing. It becomes more and more
imperative to systematically put forward slogans
which correspond to the circumstances of the
sharpening of the economic crisis, the tremendous
poverty of the masses and the aggressiveness which
1s growing among them, as the conditions for carrying
them out become ripe. The most popular slogan
among the masses has become “Not a cent for the
government of starvation, terror and war,” a slogan
which unites the struggle of millions of workers and
peasants against the fascist regime.

In the sphere of central strategic slogans, the thesis
on the report of Comrade Kuusinen lays before the
C.P. of Poland the task of “explaining to the masses
the revolutionary way out of the crisis by popularising
the propaganda of (1) the Soviet system, which
offers genuie democracy for all the toilers, (2) the
confiscation of big capitalist enterprises by the Soviet
State, (3) the confiscation of the land of the landlords
with the aim of giving them to the very small peasants,
the village poor and the farm labourers.” It seems
to me that these formulations should be made more
exact. The most important thing is to have a very
distinct definition of the slogan of power which
determines the character of our revolution, which
represents the dividing line between the camp of the
proletarian revolution and the bourgeois counter-
revolution, between Communism on the one hand
and fascism, and social-fascism on the other. The
popularising of the Soviet system naturally implies
carrying on propaganda in favour of the dictatorship
of the proletariat. The formulation of the slogan
must include the element of the Soviet power as the

”»

* In Russia, after the February Revolution—Ed.
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only form of workers’ democracy, i.e., the element
which is the definite contrast of the slogan of so-called
democracy and the workers’ and peasants’ Govern-
ment which is advocated by the social-fascists. This
formulation should read as follows : “Long live the
workers’ and peasants’ Government—the Govern-
ment of Soviets, of Workers’, Peasants’ and Soldiers’
Deputies ! 7

Our programme for a revolutionary way out of the
crisis must impress on the minds of the masses that
the only way out for them is the dictatorship of the
proletariat, the Polish Soviet Republic. We must
systematically expose the falsity of the social-fascist
talk about a democratic way out of the crisis and show
that it is the synonym for the capitalist way out, a
means of concealing the attempts of the bourgeoisie
to throw the burdens of the crisis on to the toilers.

Finally, I come to the question of perspectives.

The draft political theses, pointing out the “peculiar
swaying of antagonist forces, taking place rapidly in
one place, slower in another” correctly emphasises
that ““in extremely important key points, the antagon-
istic forces are already being released for the struggle.”
This general formula must be made more concrete,
must be adapted to the conditions of the rapid
maturing of the revolutionary crisis in countries like
Germany and Poland. We must remember the
words of Comrade Stalin that there is no insurmount-
able barrier between the revolutionary upsurge, the
revolutionary. crisis and the revolutionary situation,
that one phase imperceptibly passes into the other.
The whole point is to make sure of this transition and
not to be caught unawares.

In Poland, extensive breaches may even now be
made in the fascist regime, there may be big prole-
tarian battles and mass outbreaks among the peasants,
which will grow into a revolutionary crisis.

The Polish bourgeoisie well realise this.
the bourgeois papers wrote as follows :

“Everywhere we hear only what will happen
to-morrow. Everyone has the feeling that we are
standing at the edge of a precipice. Under such
conditions, a small event may play a decisive réle.
Events may happen which the supporters of order
will not be able to control.”

Of course, the power of the bourgeoisie, to use the
words of Lenin: ‘““will not fall unless it is pushed
over.” The bourgeoisie understand the dynamics
of the sometimes spasmodic development of antagon-
istic forces for decisive conflicts. 'They are preparing
intensively for them. We are sure that the XII.
Plenum of the E.C.C.I. will considerably advance our
preparations for the decisive struggles for power, for the
dictatorship of the proletariat.

One of
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OMRADE Kuusinen in his report and thesis

very correctly points out that the relative
stabilisation of capitalism has come to an end.
Comrade Stalin in his political report to the XV
Congress of the C.P.S.U. predicted this, he
declared :

““Out of the partial stabilisation of capital-
ism there grows a still acuter crisis, the grow-
ing crisis destroys the stabilisation—these are
the dialectics of the development of capitalism
in the present historical moment.”’

In the United States the correctness of Com-
rade Stalin’s statement is brought out by the
following : During the last three years all
activities in the country have dropped 51 per cent.
According to bourgeois figures, comparing the
average for June, 1929, with June, 1932, indus-
trial production has decreased to 48.7 per cent.,
automobile production to 42.7 per cent., car-
loading to 48.2 per cent., department store sales
to 60.7 per cent., and steel production as low as
to 19.8 per cent., while industrial employment
"dropped to 57.7 per cent. These figures indicate
the general trend in the economic life of the
country. Actually the situation is even worse.
Added to this, the financial crisis, which has
begun, and is shown in the government deficit
of 3 billion dollars, the Finance Reconstruction
Corporation, that pours 4 billion dollars into the
big banks, R.R. and big corporations and finally
the Glass Bill, which opens inflation. The gold
standard of the American dollar is in danger.

In previous crises, the ordinary cyclical crises,
when there was no relatively high monopolistic
character, American capitalism’s return to a new
cycle was accomplished through the increase and
renewal of basic capital, machinery, technique.
In the present crisis such attempts were made
only in chemical and war industries. In all
industries, including war, the capitalists are in-

creasing speed-up tremendously, lowering the.

wages of the working class, as the only means
of cheapening expenditure of production.  The
total payroll of the workers in three years de-
clined 61.9 per cent.

Because of the highly monopolistic character
of American capitalism, through which they are
able to buy and sell at their own monopoly con-
trolled prices, the colonies are robbed of their
raw materials, the farmers in the home country
of their products, and the workers and farmers
through the relatively high selling prices of the
commodities.

The huge number of bank failures (over two
thousand in 1931, around 500 in the first two
months of 1932) wipes out the savings of large
sections of the workers and farmers, and the
petty-bourgeoisie, high taxes destroying the far-
mers and the petty-bourgeoisie.

The deepening and the broadening of the crisis
has placed tremendous burdens on the toiling
masses of America, has served to smash the
prosperity illusions, the faith in American
capitalism which existed during the period of
relative stabilisation, that the Social-Fascists
and the A.F. of L. use; delivered a smashing
blow to the theory of American exceptionalism,
developed by the renegades, Lovestone and
Pepper.

The American bourgeoisie is putting the bur-
den of the crisis on the backs of the toiling
masses, has cut the wages of the workers to
approximately 50 per cent. in all industries dur-
ing the last three years, 15,000,000 are unem-
ployed and about 10,000,000 working two or
three days per week. The ‘‘stagger’’ system*
becomes a national policy of the Hoover Hunger
and War Government. The hardest hit are the
Negro masses and particularly the Negro
workers. They are the first to lose their jobs,
and have their wages cut. The much-vaunted
‘‘independent American Farmer’’ is now becom-
ing a pauperised peasant.

The working class and the toiling masses are
arising against the offensive of the bourgeoisie.
The economic struggles against the offensive of
the bourgeoisie, are becoming an offensive
struggle, and are carrying in it, political ele-
ments against the bourgeois system in its
entirety. The number of strikes, and the milit-
ancy of the strikers in them, has increased. This
can be shown by the heroic struggle of the 40,000
miners of Western Pennsylvania, in which our
Party and the National Miners’ Union played the
leading réle; by strikes in the textile industry,
needle trades, shoe, food, agricultural workers
(best workers in Colorado) and isolated strikes
in the steel industry in Warren, ‘Ohio, led by our
industrial union, etc.

Also by the National Hunger March to Wash-
ington, which involves hundreds of thousands of
workers all over the country, State Hunger
Marches to legislative bodies, bread strikes and
street struggles, between the unemployed, and

*The system of organising shifts or turns of employ-
ment, i.e., a system of organised short time.
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the police, in such large industrial- cities as
Chicago, St. Louis, Detroit, Cleveland, New
York, etc. Anti-war demonstrations in Wash-
ington, Chicago, Seattle, huge mass demonstra-
tions on May 1st. And recently in San Francisco,
a demonstration of 1,000 workers against ship-
ping of ammunition to Japan. One of the most
important characteristics of these struggles is
that we see unity of the Negro and white
workers, unemployed and employed in action and
struggle. A march of war veterans to Washing-
ton involving 25,000 ex-soldiers, showed a revo-
lutionary character, which was inspired by the
National Hunger March in December. The war
weterans were composed of unemployed workers,
pauperised farmers and bankrupt petty-bourgeois
elements,  Although °this march had all the
characteristics of a spontaneous mass movement,
the Party played a definite r6le in organising and
leading the ex-servicemen. Republican Congress-
man, Hamilton Fish, chief red-baiter, declared :
*“The veterans’ march to Washington, from the
big industrial centres such as Detroit, Chicago,
Cleveland, Pittsburgh, New York, Philadelphia
was inspired largely by the Workers’ Ex-Ser-
vicemen’s League.”’

In the North-Western States farmers are ris«
ing in masses, and conducting militant struggles
by methods of strikes, demanding higher prices
for their commodities. They are stopping trains
and trucks containing food. This is, objectively,
a révolutionary movement of the farmers, against
the robber policy of low monopoly buying prices,
that should, and has to be, supported by the
Party and the working class. In addition to this
movement of the masses, we see the movement
among the teachers, as in the case of Chicago,
they are organising marches and demonstrations
demanding back pay, which has not been paid
for 10 to 12 months; strikes of the tax-payers
refusing to pay high taxes; movements of deposi-
tors of the closed bankrupt banks, etc.

All these movements among the masses show
the revolutionary upsurge, and the tremendously
favourable aobjective conditions, for broadening
the organisation of the masses, on a basis of the
united front from below, in the struggle for their
daily needs and demands; for mass unemployed

councils, red trade unions in the shops, and
opposition movements inside the reformist
unions.

These favourable conditions show the great
mass movement, and the possibility of develop-
ing it to a higher stage. Up till now, our Party
has not been fully successful in achieving thése
aims. Why? Primarily because of its narrow
sectarian approach to the masses, its isolation
from the masses. This is clearly demonstrated
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in our participation and leadership of some of the
outstanding movements and struggles of - the
masses. For instance, the National Convention
of the Red National Miners’ Union, which was
held on the eve of a new wave of mass strikes of
the miners, not only did not make preparations
for coming struggles, but did not even sense the
coming struggles. In the veterans’ march on
Washington, the majority of the Pol-Bureau
voted against the mass march on Washington,
and under-estimated the readiness of the masses
to struggle by this, and proposed a sectarian
measure instead—a delegation from a few indus-
trial cities, as a substitute for the mass revolu-
tionary movement.

During the veterans’ march, the Party did not
understand the character and composition of the
marchers, and made appeals only to the workers,
in the march. This prevented the mass mobilis-
ation of support for the marchers by the broad
masses, farmers, etc., and gaining the leading
rble in the march.

Our central organ, the ‘Daily Worker,”
interpreted the veterans’ march in a different
manner every day—one day it declared we are
friends of the marchers, and the next day it
declared, we support the movement of the
workers’ Ex-Servicemen’s League.

The effect of the crushing burden of the crisis
was felt most acutely by the Negro masses. The
bourgeoisie have increased all forms of national
oppression, increase of terror, lynching, as well
as intensifying attempts to isolate the Negro
masses from the white workers, and by the
strengthening of Jim Crow segregation, etc.
This situation places the necessity of strengthen-
ing our fight against increased oppression of the
Negro masses more sharply before our Party, and
especially of developing a systematic struggle
against all remnants of white chauvinism, both in
the ranks of the Party, and among the masses.
Although our Party can show some success in the
field of work among the Negro masses—Scotts-
boro, Camp Hill, struggles of the unemployed in
Chicago, Yekenin trial, etc., we are still isolated
from the broad masses of Negroes. For example,
in the present election campaign, our Party has
nominated a Negro candidate for vice-president.
This fact caused a big stir among the Negro
masses. How did our Party utilise the good
response of the Negro masses to the Communist
candidate? We have mostly confined our cam-
paign to agitational speeches, and have not as
yet connected the everyday struggles of the
Negro masses in the South and North with our
election campaign struggle. Although one of
our central slogans in the election is ‘‘equal
rights for Negroes, and the vight to self-deter-
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mination in the black belt,”” we have not devel-
oped concrete struggles around this central
slogan. However, wherever attempts were
made, as, for instance, in the 1st Congressional
District in Chicago, where Comrade Newton, a
Negro comrade, is a candidate against De
Priest, a Negro Republican, we were able to get
support from the Negro masses. 8,000 Negro
workers participated in a demonstration against
De Priest under our leadership. We have a first
beginning of the struggle against Negro reform-
ism in Chicago.

The majority of the Negro proletariat is entirely
unorganised.  The American Federation of
Labour has refused to admit Negro workers into
the trade unions for years, and in places where
they were forced to organise the Negroes, they
built Jim Crow Locals. The immediate task con-
fronting the Party is to develop the struggle in
the South among the Negro masses, to mobilise
the white and Negro proletariat in the North, to
support and fo lead the struggle around the
central demand and to make a suecial effort to
draw the Negro proletariat into the Trade Unions,
Unemployed Councils, etc.  And finally to
develop Negro cadres and leadership in the mass
organisations. What is true of our secretarian
approach to the central demand for ‘‘Negro
rights and the right to self-determination,’” is
also true of our slogan ‘‘Against Hoover Wage-
Cuts”’ and for ‘‘Unemployed Insurance.”” Our
Party does not concretely apply these slogans to
the daily concrete situation, in the shops, -and
among the unemployed, and does not mobilise
on the basis of united front action. For these
reasons our election campaign is not embracing
the wide masses.

Under the pressure of the growing radicalis-
ation of the masses, the reactionary leadership
of the A.F. of L., the Musteites, the Socialist
Party, etc., are driven to more and more *‘left”’
manceuvres, and they have also increased their
activities among the masses because of our
weaknesses. Whereas the officials declared a
year and half ago at the Vancouver Convention
of the A.F. of L. :

*‘It is the opinion of the Executive Council,
that compulsory unemployment insurance
legislation, such as is now in effect in Great
Britain, and Germany, would not be suitable
to our economic and political requirements here,
and unsatisfactory to American working men
and women.”’

Recently at an Executive Council of the A.F.
of L. in Atlantic City, these same bureaucrats
declared :

‘“If relief is not provided, men and women
will be forced to return to the primitive ways
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of getting food for themselves, and their chil-

dren.  People do not starve by tens of

millions, when they see plenty around them.”

The Socialist Party is likewise engaged in zig-
zag ‘‘left”’ manceuvres. Paul Blanchard, one of
the leaders of the ‘‘left wing’’ of the Socialist
Party writes :

‘““Thomas moved definitely to the left in the
Milwaukee Convention and the majority of the
Party moved with him. "The Party elected a
more vigorous National Executive Committee, -
it adopted a more friendly policy toward the
U.S.S.R., and it laid the ground work for
more militant activity in the labour field-by
appointing' field organisers for important indus-
trial areas.” '

The Muste group, which in the year of 1931
led one-third of the strikes, is especially danger-
ous in this situation. The Muste Group origin-
ated as a progressive opposition group inside the
A.F. of L., and later undertook independent
leadership in strike struggles, and is now enter-
ing the political arena, trying to become a
nucleus for a sort of American Independent
Labour Party. The Muste Group have entered
the field of the unemployed work and organised
Unemployed Citizens’ Leagues in a number of
cities. They organised large numbers of unem-
ployed in the city of Seattle in the State of
Washington.  This movement is spreading to
other cities on the basis of ‘‘self-help of the
unemployed,”’ thereby removing the burden of
relief from the government — a typical class-
collaboration scheme. On the political field it
supports the Independent Labour Party in West
Virginia, and the Farmer-Labour Party in
Chicago; while in Seattle and Tacoma, Wash-
ington, it is putting up independent local candi-
dates. There is also a flood of -capitalist
demagogy.

Our Party was unable to successfully and con-
cretely expose and defeat these enemies in the
ranks of the working class, in the everyday
struggles. While attacking the hypocrisy, dema-
gogy and betrayals of the Social-Fascist leaders
mercilessly, we must patiently persuade and con-
vince workers who are still following the Social-
Fascist, Muste, in a comradely way, especially
in the unions of the A.F. of L. of the correctness
of our position, on the basis of common united
front struggles, especially in the shops against
the capitalist offensive.

Comrade Knorin spoke here of the necessity
of co-ordinating the struggles of the workers, on
the streets, with their struggles in the shops and
leading them to a higher political level. @ We
have yet to learn this in the United States. In
connection with this I want to deal now with the
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strikes of 35,000 miners in Illinois and 10,000 in
Indiana.

On April 1st, 1932, the coal barons in Illinois
and Indiana closed the mines to force a wage
reduction, and introduce rationalisation schemes.
The bureaucrats of the United Mine Workers’
Union of America signed an agreement, with the
coal barons, to accept a wage-cut from 46 10s.
to 45 a day. The miners rejected this agree-
ment twice by ballot in referendum, although
they had already starved for five months. When
the bureaucrats declared that the agreement would
be enforced and the mines would open on this
basis, the miners responded with mass strikes,
involving 35,000 of the 50,000 miners employed
in Illinois. Our Party and the rank-and-file
opposition movement developed a wide campaign
against the wage-cut agreement and against the
bureaucrats. How the miners greeted our pro-
gramme of struggle is best shown in the follow-
ing facts: John Walker, Illinois District Presi-
dent of the UUM.W.A., who came to speak for a
wage-cut in Johnson City, was met by miners
and their wives with stones, and driven out of
town. A sub-district president, Edmondson,
addressing a meeting in Royalton, was beaten
by the miners and taken to hospital, while the
speakers of the rank and file committee were
enthusiastically greeted wherever they appeared
to speak.

Although the present strike is not under the
leadership of our Party and the rank and file
opposition, we are a serious factor there. At a
conference in Donald, called by the Mustéites and
local bureaucrats, our proposals were rejected,
but on the same day, in the same town, ten
thousand miners voted unanimously for our pro-
gramme. In Bellville, at a conference of repre-
sentatives from 28 branches of the reformist
unions, a committee of action of 15 was elected
and a Communist elected chairman of this com-
mittee. In the present situation, in the strike,
the main task confronting us is to set up broad
rank and file strike committees in every mine.
We must take over the leadership of the strikers,
and consolidate the strike, uniting the struggle
of the employed and unemployed miners and their
families, against wage-cuts, for immediate relief
of the unemployed, and lead it to a higher stage,
giving a definite political character to the situ-
ation. To consolidate the strike organisationally,
and lead it successfully to victory, it is necessary
to extend the strike to the mines still working.
This is now taking place in Illinois, where 20,000
miners marched on Franklin County where the
miners are still working. They clashed with the
police. Over 100 miners were wounded in the
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battle with the police. Six aeroplanes brought
national guards to the strike area. There is a
small civil war going on at this moment in the
Illinois coal fields. Two miners have been killed
on the picket lines. These struggles of the
miners are of tremendous importance. It shows
the growing militancy and revolutionary upsurge
of the masses. It proves again that the emphasis
placed on work in the reformist unions by the
Plenum can be successfully applied if the correct
united front tactic is utilised.

In Indiana, we have a similar situation, where
an equally militant struggle is carried on by the
miners. In these struggles, our Party is bring-
ing forward the election campaign, and exposing
the rble of the state and local government. One
of the leaders of the miners’ strike in Illinois, is
a Communist candidate for lieutenant-governor
of Illinois.  However, in the wage-cuts in the
steel, railroad, stockyards and other industries in
Chicago district, the Party was unable to mobil-
ise the masses for the struggle. This is explained
by our isolation from the big shops, our sectarian
approach to the masses, a lack of understanding
of the concrete conditions of the workers in the
shops, and of personal daily contact with the
workers. It is in the big shops, where we are
weakest, where we have not made contact with
any large group of workers. To acknowledge
this shortcoming is not sufficient. = We must
change this, and the whole Party, must turn its
major activities to the big shops. It is essential
for us to strengthen our work in the reformist
unions, yet the main task of the district is to
organise Red wunions among the wunorganised
workers in steel, stockyards, etc., who form the

* greatest majority of the workers,

In the course of the struggle, the Party in the
Chicago District grew and developed. In August,
1930, we had only 73 cells with 776 dues paying
members, in June, 1932, we had 221 cells with
2,488 dues paying members. The actual member-
ship in the district is over 3,000 with Party
organisation in 71 cities. In February, 1931, we
had 8 shop cells with 47 members. In March,
1932, we had 35 cells with 206 members. These
figures show the weakness of the Party in
Chicago because it is not rooted in the shops.
The outstanding problem confronting the Party
in the factory and trade union work, is the proper
application of methods of work enabling our
comrades to connect themselves with the masses
and develop activities and struggles. It must
utilise the revolutionary spirit of the unemployed
organisations and develop daily systematic
planned work around the shops, primarily inside
the shops.
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To really change the present situation in the
Chicago District, get rid of sectarianism, estab-
lish the Party in the workshops, trade unions and
develop daily work among the factory masses,
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the Party must transform its present methods of
work outside the factories, and concentrate on
the basic factories. Without this change there
can be no Bolshevik Party.

THE END OF CAPITALIST STABILISATION AND THE
BASIC TASKS OF THE BRITISH AND AMERICAN
SECTIONS OF THE “C.I.”

T. GUSEV.

I.—THE GROWTH OF THE REVOLUTIONARY UPSURGE,
FASCISM AND SOCIAL-FASCISM.

HE clearest indication of the end of the
Tstabilisation of capitalism is the develop-
ment of the world revolutionary upsurge, which
arose on the basis of the world economic crisis
and includes the revolutions in China and Spain,
the approaching revolutionary crisis in Germany,
Poland and Japan, the tremendous strikes in
Belgium, Czecho-Slovakia, Great Britain,
U.S.A., the maturing of the revolutionary crisis
in India and a series of revolts in South America
(Chili, Peru, Brazil).

Ever increasing masses are coming forward to
the front of revolution. The forces of the world
revolution are growing. But at the same time,
the forces of counter-revolution are rallying to-
gether.  “‘The party of revolution rallies the
party of counter-revolution’” (Marx). The
development of the revolutionary upsurge, and
the growth of revolutionary crises cannot take
place in any other way. There is not and could
not be a revolution which did not have the
counter-revolution against it. It is therefore not
correct to think that the development of Fascism
signifies a weakening in the development of the
forces of revolution. This can only be the case
after the defeat of the revolution, after the ebb
of revolution, in the period of reaction (e.g., the
growth of Fascism in Italy in 1922-23). But
such a view is absolutely incorrect under condi-
tions of the development of a revolutionary up-
surge, The development vf the revolutionary
upsurge signifies not the weakening, but the
growth of the forces of revolution. The forces
of revolution are increasing and beginning their
oftensive, and as a result, the forces of counter-
revolution are rallying and passing to the counter-
offensive against the forces of revolution. The
struggle is blazing up and rising to its highest
level—to revolution.

Thus, in the epoch of the Socialist transtorm-

ation of society; bourgeois-imperialist counter-
revolution is not some chance objective hindrance
for revolution, but an historical inevitability.
There cannot be revolution, without counter-
revolution. .

‘I'ne historical inevitability of counter-revolu-
tion has to be stressed, particularly owing to the
fact, that a view has appeared in some of the
sections of the C.I. as though the development of
Fascism is an unforeseen, and at the same time,
very dangerous, ‘‘super difficulty’’ for the revo-
lution, that the development of Fascism practic-
ally means the end of revolution. Fascism itself,
according to this view, arose as the result of the
incorrect course of the C.l. and its sections. Such
a view of Fascism cannot be called anything but
capitulatory. As, in the opinion of those who
hold this view of Fascism, revolution can only be
victorious when there is no counter-revolution,
the appearance of Fascism is declared to decide
the inevitable doom of revolution in advance.
Therefore they propose to retreat, to capitulate
to Fascism. Such capitulatory views were con-
tained in the recent speech of Comrade Humbert
Droz in the Swiss Communist Party, which
objectively gave the International Rights a
political platform.

Comrade Humbert Droz has renounced thesc
views, but this cannot destroy the fact that such
views appear from time to time, not ,only in
Switzerland.  The source of these views is the
failure to understand that it is precisely the
growth of the forces of revolution that inevitably
evokes the solidification of the forces of Fascism.

The same failure to understand the relation
between the growth of revolutionary forces, and
the development of Fascism, in the period of the
development and the growth of the revolutionary
upsurge, lies at the basis of the fatalistic theories
which arose a year ago in the German Commun-
ist Party, which were very properly criticised at
the time by Comrade Thilmann. What is the
essence of these fatalistic theories, which seem,
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externally, to be similar to the thesis of Marx of
the inevitability of the rallying of the forces of
counter-revolution, in the course of the develop-
ment of revolution ; but in reality are a gross dis-
tortion of this thesis? The essence of these fatal-
istic theories is that the working class must first
pass through the Fascist reaction to understand
the necessity for revolution, that only a Fascist
dictatorship can bring the masses right up to the
necessity of commencing a revolutionary
struggle; in short, that without counter-revolu-
tion, revolution is impossible, that the counter-
revolution rallies the party of revolution. This
is the direct opposite of what Marx says. 1t is
not revolution. which evokes counter-revolution
as Marx and Lenin taught, but, they hold the
contrary, counter-revolution produces revolution.
Thus the starting point of the revolutionary
upsurge is not the growth of the forces of revo-
lution, as Marx and Lenin taught, but the growth
of ‘the forces of counter-revolution.

A correct Marxist-Leninist postulation of the
question ‘of the relationship between the growth
of the forces of revolution, and those of Fascism,
is of decisive importance to the whole strategy of
the C.I. and its sections. The views of Humbert
Droz lead to a retreating capitulatory strategy,
and the views of the German ‘‘fatalists’’; to a
passive waiting strategy, i.e., in practice to the
same capitulation to Fascism as with Humbert
Droz. However, the revolutionary upsurge can-
not mean anything else but the beginning of the
strategic advance of the revolutionary forces, in
which there may be defensive and offensive tac-
tical fights.

The question of the relations between Fascism
and Social-Fascism is of equal importance for
Bolshevik strategy to the question of the rela-
tions between the growth of revolutionary forces
and the development of Fascism. This question
is worked out in detail in the theses.  But in
some sections, nevertheless, a misunderstanding
of the basic réle of Social-Democracy as the chief
social bulwark of the bourgeoisie continues to
exist, and there is a misunderstanding of Bol-
shevik strategy in connection with this.

The Bolshevik strategy of the C.I. has always
been to deal -the main blows against the concili-
atory parties (against the Social-Democrats and
the national reformists). It is sufficient to glance
at the history of the Russian revolution to see
this.

Here is what Stalin said when reviewing the
three phases of the Russian revolution :

First phase, from 1903 to the February revolu-
tion in 191%7.

Aim: The overthrow of Czarism,
abolition of the last feudal survivals.

and the
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The essential force of the revolution: the
proletariat.
The immediate reserve : the peasants.
Direction of immediate attack: to isolate

the liberal-monarchist bourgeoisie who were
obliged to win over the peasants and ward off the
revolution by an agreement with Czarism.

Disposition of forces : alliance of workers with
peasants . . .

Second phase, March, 1917—October, 1917.

Aim : To overthrow imperialism in Russia and
withdraw from the imperialist war.

Essential force of the revolution: the prole-
tariat.

Immediate reserve: the poorer ranks of the
peasants.

Probable reserve : the proletariat of neighbour-
ing countries.

Favouring circumstances : the prolonged war
and the imperialist crisis.

Direction of immediate attack: to isolate the
petty-bourgeois democrats (i.e., the Mensheviks
and the Socialist-revolutionaries) who were try-
ing to win over the mass of rural workers and
to avert revolution by an agreement with im-
perialism,

Disposition of forces : alliance of workers with
the ‘poorest peasants . . .

Third phase (begun after the October revolu-
tion.)

Aim: To consolidate the dictatorship of the
proletariat in one country and to use it as a ful-
crum for the overthrowing of imperialism in all
countries., The revolution is not to be limited
to one sole country and has entered its world-
wide stage.

Essential force : the dictatorship of the prole-
tariat in one country, and the revolutionary
movements of the proletariat in other countries.

Principal reserves : the semi-proletarian masses
and the peasants of advanced lands, the national-
ist (liberationist) movements in colonies and
dependent states.

Direction of immediate attack: to isolate the
petty bourgeoisie partisans - of Second Inter-
national, promoters of the policy of conciliation
with imperialism.

Disposition of forces: alliance of proletarian
revolution with nationalist movements in colonies
and dependent states. (Stalin, ‘‘Leninism,”’
page 96.)

As we see, at all three stages, the main blow
was directed against the conciliatory parties.

In 1905, the Bolsheviks were accused of getting
too absorbed in the struggle against the liberal-
monarchist conciliatory bourgeoisie, and paying
less attention to the struggle against the enemy,
against Czarism. In 1917, the Bolsheviks were
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accused of getting too absorbed in the struggle
against the conciliatory petty-bourgeois parties,
the mensheviks and S.R’s, paying less attention
to the struggle against the enemy, against the
bourgeoisie.

Such accusations only show a complete failure
to understand the role of the conciliatory parties
and the essence of Bolshevik strategy.

Why must the main blows be directed against
the conciliatory parties in the period of the pre-
parations for revolution, and its approaching
development?

Because the conciliatory parties (the Social-
Fascists and the national reformists) in the
period of approaching revolutionary develop-
ment, are the most dangerous social bulwark of
the enemies of revolution, ‘Therefore, it is
impossible to overthrow the enemy without
isolating' these parties, without tearing the wide
masses of the toilers away from them.

Both Social-Fascism and Fascism represent
bourgeois-imperialist ~ counter-revolution,  but
Social-Fascism is a special detachment of bour-
geots-imperialist counter-revolution, having its
own special tasks. What are these special
tasks? They are to strive by all means to reach
a compromise, to conciliate the proletariat with
1its class enemy, with the bourgeoisie (particu-
larly with Fascism). They are to preach com-
promise, and also to carry on a bogus ‘‘struggle”’
against Fascism, to restrain the workers from
attacks on Fascism, from resistance to the politi-
cal and economic offensive of capital, or, in short,
to restrain the workers from revolutionary
activity, from revolution. Thus Social-Fascism
plays the role of a shield, behind which counter-
revolution can organise its forces. Therefore,
to beat the enemy, the bourgeoisie, we must
direct the main blow against its chief social bul-
wark, against the chief enemy of Communism in
the working class, against Social-Democracy,
against Social-Fascism.

It may seem that in Germany, at the present
time, for cxample, the chief social bulwark of
the bourgeoisie is Fascism, and that, therefore,
we should deal the chief blows against Fascism.

This is not correct. It is not correct, firstly,
because Fascism is not our chief enemy in the
workers’ movement, but Social-Fascism is our
chief enemy there. What does this mean? It
means that to win over the majority of the prole-
tariat, i.e., to prepare the basic condition for the
proletarian revolution, it i1s necessary to direct
the chief blows against Social-Fascism.

It is not correct, secondly, because the blows
directed by us against Social-Fascism differ from
the blows delivered against Fascism. Fascism
is open counter-revolution utilising social dema-
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gogy. Social-Fascism is concealed counter-
revolution. For example, take the attitude of
German Fascism and German Social-Fascism to
intervention in the U.S.S.R. The Fascists are
for intervention, and openly say so, while the
Social-Fascists are also for intervention, but talk
openly, of defence of the U.S.S.R. (resolution of
the 11 lnternational). This means that we have
to strike at Fascism, in a different manner from
Social-Fascism.

It is in Germany at the present time that we
can see most clearly the difference in the charac-
ter of the blows which we deal against Social-
Fascism and against Fascism. We expose the
Social-Fascists, but we never call for an armed
struggle against them. We fight the Fascists in
the streets, carrying on explanatory work among
the masses to the extent that the Fascists still use
social demagogy. In the period of preparations
for revolution (and it is just such a period which
we are now passing through in Germany, Poland
and Japan), our chief weapon is exposure, or to
use the expression of Marx, the ‘‘weapon of
criticism.””  The armed struggle, or as Marx
expressed it, the ‘‘criticism of weapons,” is our
secondary weapon in this period. We direct the
chief weapon against the main social bulwark of
the bourgeoisie.

The united front with the Social-Democratic
workers in the struggle against the Fascist
gangs, unites both forms of weapon—the chief
and the secondary weapons. On the one hand,
the united front is an armed struggle against
Fascist gangs, and on the other hand, the united
front is the best means of exposing the Social-
Fascist leaders in practice.

From all this, it is clear, that in the period of
preparations for revolution, we direct our chief
weapon at this period against our chief enemy in -
the working class, i.e., against Social-Fascism.

The main blows against Social-Fascism, the
isolation of Social-Fascism, — this means the
winning over of the majority of the working class,
and also the toiling masses of the petty bour-
geoisie in town and village, converting the toil-
ing masses of the petty bourgeoisie from a reserve
of the bourgeoisie into a reserve of the prole-
tariat. Without this, the victory of the revolu-
tion is impossible,

II.—THE WINNING OVER OF THE MAJORITY OF THE
PROLETARIAT AS THE FUNDAMENTAL STRATEGIC
TASK OF THE SECTIONS OF THE C.I.

The end of capitalist stabilisation and the
growth of the revolutionary upsurge sets the
basic strategic task of winning over the majority
of the working class before all sections of the
C.I.
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This task is made vastly easier because, as the
result of three years of crisis, we find everywhere
an upsurge of the mass movement, proceeding
differently in different countries. The situation
which has arisen at the present time may be
characterised as follows : The wide masses of the
workers (and, in some countries, the peasants as
well) are prepared for the struggle. Some big sec-
tions of workers are entering the struggle, some-
times under the leadership of the Communist
Party (Brux), sometimes (especially in econo-
mic fights) under the leadership of the reformists
(Lancashire), and recently they have begun to
act independently, against the wishes of the trade
unions (Belgium). In the latter two cases, the
leadership of the struggle began to come under
the Communists’ influence in those places where
they attempted to intervene, which is a very
significant thing.

The influence of the sections of the C.I. is
growing everywhere, despite the fact that, in a
number of sections, we cannot point to any con-
siderable successes in the matter of improving
their work in the period since the XI Plenum,
either politically or organisationally, which
might have explained the increase in their
influence.

The masses want to fight. They are seeking
leadership, and, however weak the work of our
sections may be, they come to us.

The course of the Lancashire strike may serve
as a clear example of the strong tendency to-
wards the Communist Party, of the masses enter-
ing the struggle. Take the beginning of this
strike, the strike in Burnley. In this town there
are 87 textile factories, and the number of
workers reaches 25,000. In Burnley the Com-
munist Party had 9 members and g non-Party
members of the Minority Movement. In addition,
our Party was not popular among the organised
workers because it had obtained a firm reputa-
tion for being against the trade unions. On July
24th, owing to the growth of strike sentiment
among the workers, our Party held a meeting in
Burnley. Unexpectedly, 5,000 workers came to
the meeting, which was an unprecedented event
in Burnley. This meeting was decisive. On the
next day, July 25th, the strike commenced, and
the leadership was practically in the hands of
the Party, although the Party had not prepared
for this. The workers demanded that the mem-
bers of the Party should give them instructions
about the further extension of the strike. In
two days the strike pickets under Party leader-
ship closed all the 87 factories. In the night of
July 2%-28 the Party organised a march to the
neighbouring textile centre of Nelson, with the
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aim of extending the strike.
took part in the march.

1 will not describe the further course of the
strike. The Party made a number of mistakes
and let the leadershlp of the big mass movement
slip out of its hands .

Does not this example of the Lancashire strike
and the example of the American Communist
Party, which, last year, led the big miners’ strikes
in Illinois and Ohio, show that the masses are
ready for the fight, and are seeking the leader-
ship of the Communist Parties and the Red Trade
Unions; that Communists need only to exert
even slight efforts and the leadership will fall
mto their hands?

The things which hindered the English and
American sections most of all in obtaining the
leadership of mass activity was their sectarian
approach to the masses, their over-estimation of
the influence of the Social-Fascists and trade
union bureaucrats among the workers, and hence
their efforts to remain only in the opposition.
Then there is the completely insufficient initiative
of the lower Party organisations and the Red

15,000 workers

Trade Unions, and also the R.T.U.O., and,
finally, the weakness of our cadres.
The sectarian approach to the masses. The

sources of the sectarian approach to the masses
in Great Britain and the U.S.A. are different. In
Great Britain, it is to be explained by the fact
that the British Communist Party has supported
the Labour Party at the elections for a number
ot years, and the necessary transition to the tac-
tic of ‘‘class against class’’ was accompanied by
a stubborn inner-Party struggle against the right
deviation.  Therefore, the tactic of the united
front with the workers who beloiged to the
Labour Party was looked on, by a large portion
of the Party members, as a step back from
the tactic of ‘‘class against class.””  On this
basis, there arose a sectarian resistance in the
C.P.G.B. to the adoption of the tactic of the
united front with the workers who belonged to
the Labour Party and the I.L.P. The British
comrades were afraid of the united front, and
therefore, in spite of many favourable condltxone

the British Communist Party has hardly any
practical achievements in this matter. However,
in countries like Great Britain and Germany,
where there are big Social-Fascist parties and
big reformist trade unions, there can be no ques-
tion of winning over the majority of the workers
unless the tactic of the united front is adopted,
and unless work is carried on in the trade unions.
Therefore, the sectarian tendencies in the British
Communist Party lead in reality to a right oppor-
tunist lagging behind the mass movement, and
this is the chief danger.
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The situation in England at the present time
is such that the British Communist Party could
win thousands of workers from the Labour Party
and the L.L.P. into its ranks, and those of the
Minority Movement. The majority of the mem-
bers of such organisations as the Poplar Branch
of the I.L.P. in London, and a number of others,
might join our Party. But the Party does not
see this task, and does not set itself this task,
because it does not know how to distinguish the
manceuvres of the leaders, from the genuine
strivings of the workers. Therefore, it happens
that the Party repulses the workers of the Labour
Party and the I.L.P. who are turning in its
direction.

Here is a very characteristic example of how
this is done.

As we know, the I.L.P. recently split away from
the Labour Party and published its ‘‘new pro-
gramme.”” Among these ‘‘rules’’ there are some
very ‘‘left’”’ things—‘‘the winning of power by
the united working class,”’ ‘‘abandonment of the
method of gradual reform,”” ‘‘a swift passage
from capitalism to Socialism,’’ ‘‘the socialisation
of the vital resources of the country, including
the banks and finances, the land and agriculture,
the chief branches of industry and transport,”’
etc.

This is all inside the country. On an inter-
national scale, there is the following programme :

‘‘Steadfast opposition by individual and col-
lective resistance to all war preparations and
tendencies. If war is declared . . . the L.L.P.
will demand . . . an immediate general strike.
It reaffirms its demand for disarmament by
example, irrespective of what other Governments
may do.”

How did our Communist Party react to the
disaffiliation of the I.L.P. from the Labour Party,
and its rules and programme, which I have just
quoted?

Firstly, the disaffiliation of the I.L.P. from the
Labour Party was declared to be a ‘‘swindle.”
There is no doubt that there was a very consider-
able proportion of swindling in the disaffiliation
of the I.L.P.  But to describe it entirely as
swindling means to fail to see the mass of mem-
bers of the I.L.P. behind the swindling faces ot
the leaders, or that these members really want
to renew, or, as the members of the I.L.P. them-
selves say, to “‘rejuvenate’” the I.L.P. and turn
it into a revolutionary party. This genuine left-
ward turn of the workers in the I.LL.P. (and in
the Labour Party) is missed by our Party. The
Party does not understand that when workers
leave the Labour Party, this is a difficult turning
point in their political development.

Secondly, with regard to the programme of the
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LLL.P., an article was published in the “Daily
Worker’’ under the title : ‘‘Lay down your arms;
surrender to imperialism.’’

In this article, quotations were given from the
programme of the I.L.P., which I have already
cited, that the L.L.P. repeats its demand for
England to set the example of disarmament
‘“‘irrespective of what other governments may
dn

Further, the article goes on to ‘‘prove’ in a
‘“‘smart’> and far-fetched manner, something
which is not in the programme—namely, that the
L.L.P. proposes that the Red Army should set the
example of disarmament.

It is not surprising .that such methods arouse
indignation among the workers who sympathise
with the I.L.P. and repulse them from the Com-
munist Party. '

One Lancashire worker, whom the ‘‘Daily
Worker”’ itself describes ‘‘a good fighter for the
workers,”’ wrote a letter to the Editor on the
subject of this article. In reply to this letter,
the ‘‘Daily Worker’’ published an article under
the title : ““The I.L.P. wants to disarm the prole-
tariat.”’

Extracts are given in this article from the
letter of the worker.

Here are these extracts:

“The article is an insult to the intelligence of
every class-conscious worker. It is a direct mis-
representation of the actual facts.

““The Communist Party knows perfectly well
that when the I.L.P. says ‘disarm by example’
they do not mean the revolutionary workers, but
the National Government.”’

The article further contains the following
brilliant syllogism :

The I.L.P. demands that England should set
the example of disarmament. But the I.L.P. is
a party which calls itself Socialist. Therefore,
it would demand that a Socialist government in
England should set this example. Therefore, it
demands that the Socialist government of the
U.S.S.R. should set the example of disarma-
ment,

What sort of idiots does the ‘‘Daily Worker”’
think the British workers are, when it dares to
publish such articles! These articles, comrades,
are not mere funniosities, not rarities from the
museum of muddleheadedness, which fall outside
the sphere of class analysis. No, this is a line,
this is the tactic by which the British comrades
haope to win over the workers.

Is it possible to organise a united front with
the workers of the I.L.P. and the Labour Party
with such a tactical line?

I will pass on to the U.S.A. The sources of
the sectarian approach to the masses in the Com-
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munist Party of the U.S.A. are not the same as
in England. Sectarianism is explained here by
the fact that, up to the present, the majority of
the members, and especially the leading cadres
of the Party, have not been native-born American
workers, and a considerable proportion of the
cadres come from small industry, while a con-
siderable number of them are of petty-bourgeois
vrigin. The real nature of this sectarianism con-
sists in a right opportunist lagging behind the
mass movement..

In distinction to the British Communist Party,
the Communist Party of the U.S.A. has several
big strikes to its credit, which it led independ-
ently.

This experience shows that our Parties and
Red Trade Unions have wide possibilities of
leading independent economic fights. But this
possibility is utilised without any definite and
consistently applied plan, in a partisan manner,
from time to time, and case to case. Thercfore,
1t 1s not surprising that the strikes which are suc-
cesstully led by us do not leave any trace on our
Parties and our trade unions. Remember the
fumous strike of the textile workers in Gastonia,
which obtained the sympathy of the workers of
the south for us, and which gave us the possi-
bility of building up our Party organisation there.
And what have we now in Gastonia? Not a
single Party member. Take last year’s strike in
Illinois and Ohio. After the strike, our union
did not grow stronger there, but weakened.

The C.P.U.S.A. has recently led several big
strikes and big revolutionary unemployed
actions, but it is quite obvious that strong sec-
tarian tendencies, especially on the question of
the attitude to partial demands, lie at the basis
of this lack of plan and partisan attitude in the
sphere of the leadership of economic fights by
the C.P.U.S.A.

Comrade Bedacht states that in a number of
cases he found, that when our comrades spoke
in the election campaign, they apologised for the
fact that the Party put forward partial demands.
They stated, that, of course, they knew that the
solution of all problems is revolution, but that
the workers do not know this, and therefore we
put forward partial demands, although they have
absolutely no meaning (laughter). At one meet-
ing where Comrade Bedacht spoke on the ques-
tion of social insurance, the workers in the hall
told him that other Party speakers had informed
them that our campaign for social insurance was
not serious, that we did not expect to get any-
thing out of it, and we were not worrying much
about it, because any concessions would objec-
tively patch up the capitalist system, the workers
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would be satisfied, and would not want a revelu-
tion.

Sectarian tendencies in the C.P.U.S.A. are the
chief hindrance to carrying out the tactic of the
united front.

Here is one example, of many, showing how
this tactic is operated.

There was a strike of 25,000 textile workers
in Lawrence. At the meetings of .the strikers,
which were held by the United Textile Workers’
Union (affiliated to the A.F. of L.), there were
usually 3,000 to 8,000 persons. We held meet-
ings on the outskirts, and 300 to g5oo people
came to us. Thus we were isolated from the
basic masses of strikers. When the reformists
called a meeting for the last time, and
thousands of workers came to it, there was
no one to speak at this meeting, because the
reformists had already decided to end the strike,
and they left the meeting unattended to.  But
our comrades did not know about this meeting,
as they took very little interest in any of the
meetings called by the reformists. The strike
was broken.

One American comrade describes the attitude
of the Party to the strike as follows : They look
on the struggle led by the revolutionary trade
unions as the struggle of ‘‘our workers,”” and on
the strikes led by the A.F. of L. as the struggle
of ‘“‘workers who are not ours.”’

Here is another American witness, Comrade
Bedacht, who stated at the July session of the
Polit Bureau : ‘“‘Our comrades divide the working
class into two categories—our friends and our
enemies.”’

“‘Our workers,”” and ‘‘not our workers’’—that
is the united front, American style! However,
this sectarian position not only fails to hinder,
but is the basis for deeply opportunist ‘‘gentle-
men’s agreements’’ with the reformists, for the
‘‘/division of spheres of influence,” as was the
case in Illinois.

Work among the unemployed, on the admis-
sion of the American comrades themselves
(statement of Comrade Newton), ‘‘is still
carried out on a narrow basis and has a sec-
tarian character.”” Therefore, it is not surpris-
ing that it is weakening and narrowing. In the
first quarter of 1932, there were 30,000 registered
in the unemployed organisations, and in the
second quarter, there were 13,000.

One of the biggest mass political actions, in
which the Party played a prominent réle, was the
movement of the veterans.* I must stop to
analyse the line of the Party in this movement,
in view of the fact that such mass movements,

y

*See ‘‘Communist International,”” No. 16 (1932).
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which extend to the petty-bourgeoisie, as well as
" the workers, are becoming more widespread in
the U.S.A., and the question of the winning over
of these masses by our Party becomes exception-
ally important.

In the leadership of the Party, with regard to
the veterans’ movement, there were a number of
vacillations, the chief source of which was the
doctrinaire sectarian approach to the masses. At
first the Polburo made a decision : ‘‘Convert the
march of the veterans into the sending of a mass
delegation elected by ex-soldiers in Chicago,
Cleveland, Detroit, Pittsburgh, Philadelphia and
New York.”

As further events showed, this decision was
absolutely incorrect, and, in essence, was likely
to demobilise the masses and stifle their initiative.

The movement developed widely, and could have
become still wider, if the Party had not taken a
completely incorrect line from the very start.

But even when the movement had become very
wide, and 25,000 veterans had gathered in
Washington, the Polburo was still unable to give
up its doctrinaire sectarian approach to it, and
made the following decision : ‘‘Our comrades must
take the line of carrying out the sharpest class
differentiation in the camp of the veterans.’’

Instead of trying to extend the influence of the
Workers’ Ex-Servicemen’s League, which had
been organised by us, and taking the leadership
of the movement as a whole, the League was to
isolate itself from the overwhelming majority of
the veterans, from the petty-bourgeois sections,
and hand them over to the fascist, Captain
Waters, to Norman Thomas of the A.F. of L.,
and to the Reverend Cox, the founder of the Blue
Shirt fascist organisation.

What is the use of such a policy? It is not
a line for winning over the masses. It is the line
of running away from the masses.

The tendency to hide from the masses led to
strong vacillations on the question of the organi-
sation and leadership of the struggle of those
hundreds of thousands of working families, who
are at the same time the owners of small houses,
against the government and the banks which are
taking these houses away from these workers, for
non-payment of taxes, or interest on mortgages.
Such a movement, you see, is not a pure class
movement, because in this struggle the working
class is not counter-posed to the capitalists !

The same doctrinaire tendency causes doubts
among the leadership on the question of the
organisation of the struggle of the workers and
the petty-bourgeois strata against the automobile
tax, which bears with equal weight on the poor
little Ford, which is essential for the farmer or
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the worker, and the luxurious automobile of the
millionaire.

In the U.S.A. there are enormous possibilities
of mobilising and organising the masses. Take
only the movement of the railwaymen for a pen-
sion. This movement fell into the hands of the
democratic politicians who introduced a Pension
Bill into Congress. At the same time they formed
a Pension Bill Club which has over 250,000 mem-
bers (according to the figures of these politicians),
and publishes a newspaper with a circulation of
over 400,000.

The T.U.U.L.* paid no attention to this move-
ment for over a year, in spite of the fact that mass
meetings, for the popularisation of this Bill, were
taking place everywhere. It was only a year
later that it intervened, and then only very

undecidedly.
At the present time, in the North-Western
states, there is developing a peculiar wide

“‘strike’’ movement of farmers, directed towards
raising prices. The farmers have organised
many pickets, with the aim of raising prices, and
they refuse to allow food to be taken into the
towns.

According to telegrams, the A.F.L. is already
making attempts to wreck this movement by all
kinds of manoeuvres. The pickets have already
had big conflicts with the police; and what is our
Party doing? The telegrams do not say any-
thing.. Evidently it is not doing anything and is
occupied with wavering and doubting.

These doubts and waverings, caused by the
doctrinaire sectarian approach to the mass move-
ment, must be very great in the present case,
because this movement of the farmers is directed
towards increasing the prices on food, which is
plainly not advantageous to the workers as con-
sumers.

I must examine this case in more detail
Higher prices on necessities are not advantageous
to the workers.  Therefore, it might be said,
that, in this case, the workers should act against
the farmers.

Such a line of reasoning is absolutely incorrect.
Such a tactical line would be a fatal political mis-
take, because objectively it would lead to our
Party coming out against the farmers and in
alliance with the bankers, the exploiting farmers,
and the police, who are beating up the farmers’
pickets. _

It would also be the grossest political mistake
for the Party to declare itself neutral with regard
to this movement on the grounds that, on the one
hand, this movement is objectively revolutionary
as it is directed against the capitalist system, but,
on the other hand, it is antagonistic to the inter-

*Trade Union Unity League.
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ests of the workers. Our Party can never win
over the masses if it keeps neutral and neglects
such objectively revolutionary movements.

The Party must call on the workers to support
the movement of the ruined farmers for higher
prices and for the annulment of mortgages, and
for reduced rents, at the same time organising the
workers for the struggle against wage-cuts, and
for higher wages. The Party must explain to
the workers and poor farmers the decisive import-
ance of their joint struggle against the capitalist
system, the necessity of the development and
strengthening of their alliance in this struggle,
the necessity of mutual aid in this struggle.

The deepening of the economic crisis, the eand
of capitalist stabilisation, and the revolutionary
upsurge are bringing with them tremendous mass
movements, fighting actions of all the oppressed
and exploited, with the most varied and frequently
contradictory demands. If we get confused in
these contradictions, if we hide from them, if
we are content with friendly neutrality towards
the petty bourgeois masses who are entering the
fight against capitalism under reactionary slogans,
we shall display the completest failure to under-
stand how a popular revolution takes place, and
what must be our attitude to mass movements.

Here is what Lenin wrote in connection with the
question of the Irish Rebellion in 1916 :—

‘““To imagine that a social revolution could
possibly take place without the revolt of the
little nations in the colonies and in Europe,
without revolutionary outbursts on the part of
the petty-bourgeoisie with all their prejudices,
without the movement of the non-class-
conscious proletarian and semi-proletarian
masses against the oppression of the landlords,
the church, the monarchy, the national bour-
geoisie, etc.—to think this means to abandon
social revolution. It would mean to draw up
troops in one place and say: ‘We are for
socialism’ ; and, in another place, and say : ‘We
are for imperialism,’ and this will be the social
revolution . ., . The socialist revolution in
Europe cannot be anything else but an outburst
of the mass struggle of all the oppressed and
discontented. = Some of the petty-bourgeoisie
and the backward workers will inevitably take
part in it—without this participation it is
impossible to have a mass struggle and impos-
sible to have any revolution, and it is equally
inevitable that they will bring into the move-
ment their prejudices, their reactionary fan-
tasies, their weaknesses and mistakes. But,
objectively, they will attack capital, and the
conscious vanguard of the revolution, the
advanced proletariat, expressing this objective
truth of the varied, many-voiced, diverse mass

679

struggle, can unite and direct it, win the power,
seize the banks, expropriate the trusts which
are hated by all (although for different causes),
and carry out other methods of dictatorship
which, on the whole, will bring about the over-
throw of the bourgeoisie and the victory of
socialism, which is not immediately ‘cleansed’
from petty-bourgeois dross’’ (Lenin : ‘‘Results
of the Discussion on Self-Determination’’).

The decisive elimination of the doctrinaire sec-
tarian approach to mass movements which dooms
the Party to right opportunist backwardness, such
is the central and all-deciding task of the British
and American sections of the C.I. Without such
an elimination, without a radical change in the
approach to the masses, these Parties will be
fated to a position in which the masses will pass
by them, and, at the best, they will sometimes,
and in individual cases, be able to take charge of
separate mass actions in a partisan manner, as
was the case in Burnley and in Illinois ; they will
not be able to consolidate their influence on the
masses firmly.

What are the basic conditions which are neces-
sary to bring about this decisive change in the
approach to the masses?  There are two con-
ditions—the reorganisation of the Party on the
basis of inner-Party democracy, and the forma-
tion of new cadres.

III.—INNER-PARTY DEMOCRACY — THE FIRST
FUNDAMENTAL CONDITION FOR THE WINNING
OF THE MASSES.

I do not intend to speak of formal democracy,
of the democracy which is preached by the social-
democrats, and on the basis of which, they have
built up their Party. I wish to talk about real
Bolshevik democracy. What is Bolshevik demo-
cracy? It consists in drawing all of the members
of the Party into the political life of the Party,
into the everyday work and struggle of the Party,
into the collective work of preparing and leading
mass struggles, into energetic comradely work
on the basis of iron inner-Party discipline, because
Bolshevik democracy does not exclude, but pre-
supposes iron Party discipline.

‘““We understand democracy as the raising of
the activity and class-consciousness of the Party
masses, as the systematic attraction of the Party
masses in practice, not only into the discussion of
questions, but into the leadership of the work’’
(Stalin).

There is still far too little of such genuine
Bolshevik democracy in many sections of the C.I.,
and this is the first and basic cause why these
sections cannot turn towards the broad masses.

I shall use chiefly American material for illus-
trating the question of ,inner-Party democracy,
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but such, if not all, that I shall say about the
shortcomings in the development of Bolshevik
democracy in the American Party, applies also to
other sections.

In practice, the Party members, the Party cells
are not drawn into. political life. Politics is for
the leading organs, or, at best, for the activists.
It never gets lower than the activists.

‘“The American comrades are afraid of political
discussion ; they have not organised any discus-
sion for the study of the decisions of the 13th
Plenum, and are not organising any discussion
for the study of the decisions of the 14th Plenum
now. In the cells only organisational and tech-
nical questions are discussed, and the collection
of money is the chief work” (From the report
of the instructor of the C.I.).

Sometimes general Party meetings are called,
but they are only for show. The speaker gives
his speech, replies to questions, and at the end
there is no discussion, no consideration whatever.

Can there be any question of initiative among
the Party members and the lower Party organisa-
tions under such conditions?

With regard to the attitude towards the new
Party members, here is a typical example from the
C.P.U.S.A.

“‘During the last fights of the unemployed in
New Connington, about 150 workers joined the
Party. They received Party cards, and maybe
were invited two or three times to the meetings
of the Party organisation, but only 30 out of 150
appeared at these meetings. Therefore, the others
were put down as ‘hopeless,” and no attempts
were made to visit them at home, to consult them,
to make them into active Party members, etc.
Within a few weeks 120 of them were again lost
for the Party’’ (From the letter of the instructor).

The workers have to overcome tremendous diffi-
culties to get into our Party.

Here is the attitude to new members in Great
Britain :

““In Eccles we have a group of new comrades,
and amongst them, one old comrade who has been
in the Party since 1923. Some of the new com-
rades were previously in the I.L.P. At first they
all worked well, together with the old comrade,
but when they began to develop, and after they
had studied the resolutions of the E.C.C.I., dis-
agreed with the old comrade on a few questions,
he began to tell them that they were not in the
I.L.P. now, etc.” (Minutes of the P.B., July oth,
1932). )

I could give many facts showing that efforts
to keep and to make the best use of Party workers
are hindered by a formal bureaucratic understand-
ing of Party discipline.

Here is still another .example of exceptionally
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abnormal relations between the leaders and mem-
bers of the organisation. I am speaking of the
Pittsburgh City organisation. Over 70 per cent.
of the population of Pittsburgh consists of steel
smelters and metal workers. Our organisation
had 66 members, of whom only two were workers
in the steel industry.

The relations between the secretary of the
District Committee and the members of the city
organisation were completely abnormal.  The
Secretariat of the District Committee looked on
the whole city organisation as a hive of oppor-
tunists who did not want to work, but wanted
to be quiet, etc. The workers of the Party, and
the trade unions, did not take any part in the
everyday work of the city organisation. To carry
out this work, people were sent to Pittsburgh
from New York and other Party organisations.
All this still further deepened the impression of
the members of the city organisation that they
were not considered as full members of the Party,
and they were not recognised by the District Com-
mittee.  The result of this unhealthy situation
very soon made itself felt at the end of the strike.
Oppositional feelings arose. The Secretariat of
the District Committee reacted to this, describing
the comrades as opportunists, slackers, demoral-
ised elements, etc.

At the present time the Pittsburgh organisation
has become healthier ; it has grown and strength-
ened. Almost all the old Party members are

actively working. :

Something similar to the events in Pittsburgh
took place at Cleveland also.

The shortcomings of inner-Party democracy in
the U.S.A. stand out with increasing prominence
in the attitude taken up towards mass organisa-
tions.  They are looked on, and treated as a
source of money.

In a mass organisation under our control, the
International Workers’ Order, we take $2 a
month membership dues from the workers. As
a result, in the course of the first quarter of this
year alone, 1,800 members of this organisation
were expelled for non-payment of membership
dues.

This is the destruetion, and not the strengthen-
ing of mass organisations, the mass basis of the
Party.

The financial policy of the American Party con-
tains anti-democratic, purely business features.
The mass organisations have repeatedly protested
against the free way in which the Party organisa-
tions deal with their money. The tremendous
difference between the salaries of the lower and
higher functionaries cannot in any way fit in with
inner-Party democracy. = Tremendous amounts
of money are spent, without any necessity, on
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travelling expenses, which are very high in the
U.S.A., and there is no money for the newspaper
in the south, ‘““The Southern Worker’’ (a mere
$120 a week), and this paper, which had already
become popular among the negroes, has been dis-
continued.

As you see, comrades, the financial policy of
the Party plays an extremely big political role,
both in the matter of winning over the masses,
and in the development of inner-Party democracy,
and in the organisation of the press.

Is it possible for a Party which suffers from
big defects in the sphere of inner-Party demo-
cracy, such as the absence of political life in the
cells, a formal and bureaucratic attitude to the
question of securing new members for the Party,
absolutely insufficient collective work in the lead-
ing organs, an impermissible attitude to mass
organisations, an anti-democratic financial policy
—is it possible for a Party with such defects to
cope with the tasks which face it at the present
time—the task of firmly attaching to itself those
broad masses who are being roused to the struggle
by the crisis; and securing them for the Com-
munist Party? No, it is impossible. It is pre-
cisely these shortcomings which explain the tre-
mendous fluctuations in the Party membership.

A sharp change is necessary, a decisive change
in the inner Party régime. Unless this takes
place, the Party cannot become a mass Party.
Unless this takes place, its numerical growth and
the extension of its political influence will lag
more and more behind the mass upsurge, and the
Party will not eliminate its sectarianism, its
separation from the basic strata of the native-
born American workers.

This decisive change in the inner-Party régime,
this democratisation of the Party, cannot be
carried out unless new cadres are formed in the
Party and the old ones strengthened.

IV.—THE RENEWAL AND STRENGTHENING OF CADRES
AS THE SECOND BASIC LINK FOR THE WINNING OVER
OF THE MASSES.

The tremendous importance of drawing in new
cadres, the renewal of cadres, and the strengthen-
ing of these, evidently remains foreign to the
American and English Parties up to the present
time. They do not understand that new cadres
form the future of the Party, and they stubbornly
cling to the old cadres.

‘““We get the impression,’’ writes the instruc-
tor, ‘‘that the Party does not want to have new
cadres at all. Some of the cadres, who have
completely failed dozens of times in the districts,
are again sent. to other districts.”

Listen to what Comrade D. said at a meeting
of the Pol-Buro: “‘I think it a very characteristic
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fact that in the 13th year of our Party’s existence
there is not a single district with a leadership
composed of workers from that district, of par-
ticipators in the struggle of this district.” ,

This shows, best of all, that a policy of secur-
ing new cadres is not carried on. The work is
conducted with one and the same cadre, shifting
them from one district to another, and, further-
more, they are chiefly New York cadres.

Here is what the instructor writes in connec-
tion with this question in the Pittsburgh organ-
isation :

**Simple workers were considered to be insuffi-
ciently trained to be accepted into the Party.
Throughout the whole strike of the miners the
city organisation did not recruit a single mem-
ber. There were undoubted symptoms of white
chauvinism as well.”’ ’

Take further the composition of the students
at the International Party Schools. Experience
has shown during the last year that the leaders
of the American Communist Party approached
the question of selecting the students with a
casualness bordering on the criminal. The com-
position of the students was unsatisfactory, and
the directors of the School had to devote a tre-
mendous amount of energy to the struggle
against deviations, against white chauvinism,
anti-semitism, and factious groupings which
arose in the American group.

The British Communist Party was instructed by
the C.I. to select 250 comrades and put them
through a school, in the course of six months.
Recently we received a report on the carrying out
of the resolution of the C.I., and we noted definite
achievements on every task, except the task of
forming new cadres. Instead of 250, only a few
dozen persons were put through the schools.

It must be remembered that the basic cadres
of the English and American Communist Parties
have not been changed for several years. These
cadres grew up in the sectarian period of the
existence of the Parties. Many of these com-
rades cannot get rid of their sectarian tendencies.
It is precisely this part of the cadres which forms
the chief hindrance to eliminating sectarianism.

With regard to the U.S.A., I should especially
add that a' certain part of the cadres grew up in
conditions of unprincipled factional struggle, in
other words, that this part of the cadres did not
come forward because they were completely suit-
able*for responsible political and organisational
work. However, there are many facts showing
that new cadres of leaders have arisen among
the working masses, who have made themselves
prominent in strikes in Britain, U.S.A., Belgium,
etc., and that these new cadres are genuine mass
workers, and incomparably more strongly con-
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nected with the masses than a large part of the
old cadres, who are incapable of abandoning
their sectarian tendencies. = They have already
been tested in experience, in Party work in
Britain, where a visible improvement of our work
in the factories, and the turn towards the masses
is connected precisely with the entrance of these
new cadres into the Party. They were tested by
experience in the Party organisation of Chicago.
In those sections of Chicago in which new
cadres were secured, the work improved, accord-
ing to the testimony of Comrade Gebert, but in
the sections where there are no new cadres, it is
in as deep a decline as it was before.

By enlarging our cadres, by bringing in new
forces which have been thrown up by the masses
in the ever-widening struggle, by drawing new
cadres into the Party and ideologically training
them, we shall link ourselves firmly, with the
masses, renew and strengthen the Party cadres
and put aside those who resist the drawing in of
cadres, removing the fossilised sectarian elements
from the leadership—this is our task. Unless
this task is decisively carried out, there cannot
be any turn away from sectarian isolation and
towards the masses.

The British and American Parties are faced at
present with four fundamental tasks:

(1) To direct the basic strategic blows against
Social-Democracy, to win the masses away from
it, to isolate it from the masses;

(2) To win over the majority of the proletariat
and the poor farmers, to train them in a’ series of
fights and to convert them into our political
army ;
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(3) To organise our Party into a mass Party
on the basis of Bolshevik inner-Party Democracy
based on iron discipline, into a revolutionary
staff of this political army ;

(4) To enlarge, strengthen and renew our
Party General Staff.

In ‘1925 Comrade Stalin described the revolu-
tionary outlook as follows :

‘““The world revolutionary movement at the
present moment has entered the zone of the ebb
of revolution, but this ebb must give place to a
flow which may end in the victory of the prole-
tariat, but also may not end in this victory, but
be replaced by a fresh ebb which, in turn, will
give place to a new flow of the revolution.”
(Stalin : Questions of Leninism),

The prophecy of Comrade Stalin was justified.
We have now a new flow of revolution, and this
flow may end in victory. But for England and
the U.S.A. this victory is only possible if these
four fundamental tasks are carried out: the de-
struction of Social-Democracy, the destruction of
Social-Fascism, the formation of a mass political
army, the conversion of the Party into the fight-
ing staff of this army, and the formation of a
strong general staff.

If they are able to carry out these tasks, then
victory will be obtained in the second round of
revolutions and wars.

But, however things may end in Britain and
the U.S.A., it is quite clear that the basis of the
world revolution, the U.S.S.R., will emerge from
the second round of revolutions and wars larger
and stronger.
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CLOSING REMARKS BY GOTTWALDT:

N the discussion on the speeches of the

Czecho-Slovakian delegation—on the speeches
of Guttmann, Schwermann and my co-report—
there were various differences of opinion and mis-
understandings. It is therefore necessary, in my
closing remarks, to touch once again on some
important problems, and to define our stand-
point more precisely.

The first question concerns the relation of the
Commaunists to the masses, in particular to the
working class.  The Communist Party is the
most class-conscious part of the working class,
its vanguard. The main task of the Communist
Parties in capitalist countries to-day, is to win
over and prepare the majority of the working
class for the revolutionary struggle for the dic-
tatorship of the proletariat. The way to this is
a decisive, self-sacrificing and consistent uphold-
ing and defence of their daily class interests.

Hitherto the situation has been such that the
majority of the working class had been under
the influence of the class enemy. This is not only
on account of terrorism, but also on account of
manifold ideological influences, and of different
social gradations within the working class itself.
The result of this is that there are many illusions,
prejudices and petty-bourgeois views prevalent
among the masses of the workers. Have we got
to reckon with these things? Undoubtedly we
have! We must be well acquainted with the
state of feeling and the views of the masses, and
must study them to determine the tactics and
methods of our approach to the masses in each
concrete case. Anyone who attempts to approach
the masses without regard to the concrete state
of feeling prevalent among them, will always be
wide of the mark. Does this mean that we
ought to adapt ourselves to the state of feeling
among the backward elements or associate our-
selves with their illusions? No! We must
associate ourselves with their necessities, with
their daily class interests. ~We must be
acquainted with the state of feeling among them
as it varies from time to time, not to adapt our-
selves to this state of feeling, but to overcome it,
by suitable means and methods, in so far as it is
the expression of the influence exercised by the
class enemy. And the best means for this pur-
pose is the self-experience of the masses. In my
speech I said that at the same time we must
learn from the masses. Is that correct? Cer-
tainly! For tremendous revolutionary energies
and revolutionary initiative lie vested in the
masses, which we must unchain and guide. Any-
one who regards the non-Communist workers as

a ‘‘reactionary mass,”’ is on the wrong track,
especially to-day, in the time of a revolutionary
upsurge which is penetrating all sections of the
working class. But does this statement of the
necessity of learning from the masses mean that
we must accept everything that the masses want,
and put it into practice, that the masses are
incapable of putting forward demands in contra-
diction to their general class interests? No! I
have expressly said that it often happens in
practice that the masses put forward objectively
counter-revolutionary demands, which we must
reject. I said, ‘‘Not all partial demands which
come from the masses themselves, are correct or
acceptable to us!”’

In another connection, in connection with a
concrete case of united action, I expressed myself
as follows :

‘It can, however, also happen that we fail
because the masses in question do not fully
understand us in a given sttuation, or because
we make clumsy proposals. In such cases,
especially when we are concerned with the work-
ing masses, we have to reckon with this fact,
subordinate ourselves, or to put it still better
—be elastic, make other proposals and use
other forms which the masses will accept.”’

How is this to be understood? I will make
this clear by giving an example. Let us say that
we want to organise ja struggle in a certain
factory against wage cuts. At a factory meet-
ing, we propose an immediate strike. The
majority of the workers reject this proposal.
What are we to do? Raise a hue and cry against
the workers? No! We have to reckon with the
rejection of our proposal, for without a majority
of the workers we can certainly not lead the
strike. But can we be content with this? No!
We must at once, on the very spot where our
proposal has been rejected, make other proposals,
let us say for a demonstration, or for a demon-
strative jstrike with a fixed time-limit, or for
other forms of struggle; meanwhile, of course,
we will not cease to carry on further propaganda
for the strike, to make preparations for it, and
do all we can to win over the entire body of
employees for the strike. It is in this sense that
the word ‘‘subordinate’’ is to be understood. Is
the procedure which I have described correct?
Yes! If, however, you have gathered the im-
pression from the word ‘‘subordinate,”” that we
are proposing to adapt and subordinate ourselves
to the state of feeling of the masses in general,
then I do not insist upon: this way of putting it.
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We must not press formulas too far, especially
when they can be wrongly interpreted.

" In this question, therefore, our logical con-
clusion is as follows: The Communists must
take the masses as they are with all their merits
and weaknesses. They must understand how to
work among the masses in all situations, to
develop their good qualities, and overcome their
weaknesses, and thus to win over the masses to
our side. This, however, cannot be done unless
we are exactly acquainted with the changing
moods of the masses and determine the concrete
forms, methods and tactics of our approach to
the masses accordingly. .

The second question concerns the vble of the
Communist Party as leader in the formation of a
united front. 1 emphasise in advance that in all
our speeches we have spoken of the united front
from below, and it goes without saying that we
reject the idea of replacing the united front from
below, by a policy of coalition with the Social-
Democrats, This, therefore, does not enter into
the discussion at all. What we must discuss, 1s
the question of how we can realise the rdle of the
Party, as leader in the united front from below.

In order to take over leadership in the united
front at all, the united front must first be created.
How is the united front to be created? By
associating ourselves with the daily necessities
of the masses, calling them to wage a common
struggle, mobilising them and organising the
struggle. The united front thus comes into being
in the process of struggle.  Without struggle
there can be no united front. Can we make our
leadership in the united front an a priori condi-
tion? No! How then are we to tackle the
problem of leadership? We must face this
question on the basis of proletarian democracy.
The workers themselves, all workers, must elect
their organs of leadership for an action, for a
strike, etc. And in these organs we must fight
for the leadership; through these organs we
must realise our leading rbéle. Is this practicable?
Yes it is! We can cite hundreds of examples,
and in those cases where we have taken the
initigtive in struggle, in those cases where the
masses actually, from the start, saw us at the
head, there our task was even comparatively
easy and simple, our tactical leadership was
accepted, nay welcomed, by the whole of the
masses as a matter of course. Take the miners’
strike in north-west Bohemia* as an example;
all the tactical measures in this strike were
decided upon in the Political Bureau.  But,
before they were put into execution they were
first mooted by the Communists in the democratic-
ally-elected organs, conferences and strike com-

*See No. 11/12, “‘Communist International’” (1932).
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mittees ; the Communists put the measures before
these organs, and the latter decided upon them, so
that they became measures taken by the whole
mass of workers. Thus, in this miners’ strike
we realised our leadership in actual fact,
although the Communists were in a minority on
the strike committees.  Or take another case:
We are leading an unemployed movement, in
which hundreds of thousands of unemployed par-
ticipate. In the spring, when this movement was
at its height, there were 15,000 action-commit-
tees of the unemployed, on which the Commun-
ists were in a minority. And despite this fact,
we, and we only, are leading this great united
front, which has involved great struggles and
which was also able to win great material and
political successes, = The Communist Party of
Czecho-Slovakia is the acknowledged leader of
the unemployed of Czecho-Slovakia. Everybody
knows this. The sparrows whistle it on the roof.
And how have we realised our leadership?
Through the democratically-elected organs of the

unemployed. Again, we have a great peasant
movement in the Carpathian Ukraine. Who is
leading this movement? We are. How?

Through the democratically-elected organs of the
peasantry, on which the Communists form an
infinitesimal minority. Did the masses know, in
the miners’ strike, in the unemployment move-
ment, in numerous other strikes and in the Car-
pathian Ukraine, that we, the Communists, were
the leaders? Yes, they did! And they showed
that they knew it too. Immediately after the
miners’ strike, municipal elections were held in
the important miners’ districts of north-west
Bohemia and Ostrau, and in these elections we
attained a smashing success. We are rapidly
winning votes at the municipal elections in the
Carpathian Ukraine. There are a large number
of places where we had almost nothing in 1929
and where we have now won a clear majority of
the votes. At the elections, in general, we are
winning on an average, 46 per cent., as com-
pared with 1929 in the Carpathian-Ukraine, 56
per cent. in Slovakia, and 34 per cent., on an
average, throughout the whole country. ~ That
is how the masses acknowledged our leadership
in their struggles. In addition to this, I can
yuote an eloquent passage from the bourgeois
press, in regard to the miners’ struggle of north-
west Bohemia. The bourgeois paper, the Briixer
Zeitung, published the following estimate of the
results of the struggle in a leading article written
on April 20, the day the struggle was broken off :
“This strike was not a Communist strike.

It originated in full-blooded unrest and indig-
nation, and was international and non-political.
A real genuine miners’ strike, for which the
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organisations also, had no decisive itnportance.

But the Communists are vigilant people, and

awaiting their opportunity. It would be child-

ish to close one’s eyes to the astounding
phenomena, which were apparent to anyone
who had eyes to see. The Communists were
fanning the flames, but the fire broke out with-
out their help. They were at the head, but
the whole district marched behind them. Twice
the workers entered Brix, and their militant
attitude has probably not yet been forgotten.
When their opportunity arrived, the Commun-
ists did not hesitate to take their place at the
head of the movement — a place which all
others were avoiding—and they maintained it to
the end. However, among those who followed
them, were many whose names are on the lists
of other trade unions, German and Czechish,

Marxist and National, many who will now have

to seriously reflect where their allegiance lies,

and of whom, it is uncertain under what banner

they will fight, if there is another strike . . .

It is, unfortunately, a fact that Communism,
which had greatly diminished, in importance,
in the mining district of north-west Bohemia,
has been unimaginably regenerated, and ex-
tended by this strike, and has once again be-
come a power. Communism is the real victor
in this struggle. This fact will make itself
felt, both politically, and perhaps also in other
respects.’’

It may perhaps be objected that in our leader-
ship of the united front through the democratic-
ally-elected organs of all militant workers, the
personality of the Party is too much obscured
and veiled, that it does not find clear expression.
Is this correct? No! The very facts which we
have quoted prove this. De we perhaps conceal
our revolutionary Communist views and prin-
ciples from the masses? Are we ashamed, so to
speak, to appear before the masses as Commun-
ists? No, on the contrary ! In the elected
organs of mass action we make proposals and
uphold them as Communists. We speak at their
meetings, gatherings and demonstrations as
Communists, We seek, by word and deed, to
convince the masses of the correctness of all our
views, up to and including the doctrine of the
armed struggle for power. To be sure, in our
concrete struggle, in our concrete proposals for
struggle and action, in individual cases of separ-
ate concrete action, we adjust ourselves to the
given concrete degree of maturity, which has
been reached by the masses, whom we want to
lead to concrete struggle. Is this procedure
correct? I hold—absolutely! One comrade
has stated here that the obscuring' of the face of
the Party found its expression in the fact that,
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during the strike in north-west Bohemia, and in
Briinn, recruiting for the Red trade unions and
the Party was avawedly forbidden by us, in order
not to split the united front. This is not true.
The fact is that we rejected a proposal that the
strike committees should be asked, at the begin-
ing of the strike, to recruit members for the
Party, and the Red trade unions. We may be
told that we were wrong to reject this proposal.
Besides this, we published an appeal at the united
conference which took place in Briix at the end
of the strike, in which the conference called upon
the miners to enter the Red miners’ union. And,
at this conference, we proposed and carried
through something else, namely the resolution
that all miners should take part, as a body, in the
Communist May Day Demonstration. - The
result was that the other May Day demonstra-
tions, of our opponents, either had to be called
off altogether, or came to nothing, whereas the
masses took part in our demonstration; this in-
cludes several Social-Democratic and Czechish
Socialist organisations which took part in a body
behind their banners. Recruiting was of course
carried on for the Party, and the trade unions.
In Briix we were able to enroll over a thousand
new members in the Red miners’ union, and as
many again in Ostrau (there being some 83,000
miners in the whole of Czecho-Slovakia).  Of
Party members we enrolled 705 in Briix during
April and May, 1932 (i.e., during and after the
strike), 411 in Ostrau, 256 in Kladno (where
there was also a strike) and 333 in Briinn. This
is, to be sure, a very small number, but that is
to be attributed to a neglect of recruiting as such
and belongs to another chapter.

Our conclusion in this matter must therefore
be : our actual leadership in the united front is
not to be forcibly foisted upon the masses, it will
not be attained by declamations, it must be
fought for, on the basis of proletarian democracy,
it must be attained by a stubborn, patient, self-
sacrificing upholding of the class interests of the
proletariat, in a concrete struggle for these
interests.

The third question is concerned with the
struggle in principle against Social-Democracy.
It has been said, during the course of the dis-
cussion, that our proposals have the effect of
weakening the struggle of principle against
Social-Democracy. This is, of course, far from
our thoughts, and represents a violent distortion
of our ideas. This assertion is based on various
formulations of ours, in regard to the question
of how one is to approach the Social-Democratic
workers in the formation of a united front. I
said, for example, that we could address Social-
Democratic workers as follows :
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‘‘Social-Democratic workers, we hold differ-
- ent views, but we are agreed on one point : that
the distress is intolerable, and that we must
fight against it. Let us unite on this common
issue, and fight together. And if you believe
that we are wrong in other questions, you will
be able to see if this view 1s correct, on the
basis of your experience.”’

We say to them further :

““You should not trust your leaders,”” . . .
but it does no harm if we say to them also:
“‘It is not necessary, nor do we demand it of
you, that you trust our word. View us not
according to what we say, but according to
what we do, and so you will convince your-
selves.”’

Does this mean that we refrain from criticising
the policy of Social-Democracy before Social-
Democratic workers? Does this mean that we
hush up our fundamental differences of opinion
with Social-Democracy, pbefore these workers?
By no means. And once again I will base my
remarks on our practice. Never before have we
carried on so many and such thorough discus-
sions, on the fundamental problems of the class
struggle, with the Social-Democratic workers, as
at this moment when we are approaching them
in the way described above and fighting shoulder
to shoulder with them in many struggles. These
workers come to us of their own accord; they
come to our meetings, to the conferences of
action committees, to united front conferences,
they write to us personally, or address letters to
our newspapers and ask questions themselves
about our views, on the r6le of the state, on the
revolution, on participation in bourgeois govern-
ments, on the Soviet Union, etc., etc. I repeat:
Never before have we approached the Social-
Democratic workers so closely; never before
have we carried on so much discussion with them.
We hold, for example, special study evenings
together with Social-Democratic workers and
their lower functionaries. Can this be described
as a weakening of the struggle in principle
against Social-Democracy? No, it is a strength-
ening of the struggle in close connection with a
bold use of the tactics of a united front from
below. = What is the artistry demanded for a
struggle against Social-Democracy ? Does it
consist of shouting ‘‘traitors!”’ from morning till
night? No, it consists in bringing the Social-
Democratic workers to the point where thev
themselves hurl the word ‘‘traitors,”” in the face
of their leaders. And this is the result which we
actually attained to a great extent in the miners’
strike at Brne. Have we in practice had weak-
nesses and opportunistic mistakes in this sphere?
Yes, cven very many of them. One important
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opportunistic mistake occurred, for example, in
Ostrau, before the strike, when our comrades, at
first, permitted themselves to be taken in tow by
the Social-Democrats. Do we criticise such mis-
takes, do we exert ourselves to eradicate them?
Certainly. The 1V Plenum of the C.C. of the
Communist Party of Czecho-Slovakia even
criticised the mistakes made at Ostrau, before
the strike began. In the resolution of the C.C.
we read :

“The C.C. notes that there have been
expressions of fundamentally incorrect views,
within the Party, on the character of ‘‘Left”
Social-Fascism, and its manceuvres. These
incorrect  views  estimate the  ‘‘Left”
manceuvres of Social-Fascism as an objective
underestimation of the process of radicalis-
ation going on among the masses. Such views
inevitably lead to serious mistakes in the tac-
tics of the united front—mistakes which have
been committed recently at Ostrau, in
particular. Though such mistakes as those
committed at Ostrau have been recognised
and corrected in good time, they yet
constitute a serious impediment to the pro-
cess of the Socialist workers’ transition, from
their Social-Fascist leaders to the revolution-
ary front and to Communism.”’

The Party leadership, of course, did not content
itself with making these remarks, but interfered
immediately on the spot, and in the very heat of
battle, during the preparations for the strike,
conducted an inner-Party campaign, right down to
the bottom, down to the individual members in the

factories. Furthermore, it must be known that
the workers in Ostrau did strike, even three
times in succession, despite the most rabid

terrorism; and in the third strike over one half
of the whole district was involved. And during
the strike, in Ostrau, we succeeded in dealing an
especially hard blow to the Fascist trade union.
This, then, is our attitude to the mistakes we
make. We see thein, and make serious ctlorts,
often with success, to correct them.

Our conclusion in this question is: Taking
the feelings and the jprejudices of the Social-
Democratic workers into aceount in our approach
to them does not mean a weakening of the
struggle in principle against Social-Democracy.
On the contrary. Not until we get into close
touch with the Social-Democratic workers, and
fight together with them, is it easy for us to
strike a blow at Social-Democracy.

The fourth question 1is concerned with the
revolutionising of the economic struggle, or the
uniting of the economic with the political
struggle. In my speech I said that this problem
cannot be solved, by mechanically attaching any
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palitical slogans to the economic demands. Was
I right in this? I think I was. For the problem
is a complicated one, and it consists, generally
speaking, in this, that we, first of all, know how
to put forward such political slogans during the
economic struggle as have immediate connection
with the conduct of the economic struggle;
secondly that we employ such political slogans
as are directly connected with the economic
struggle (e.g., in the present struggle in Ger-
many against the economic emergency decrees,
the slogan of the overthrow of the originator of
these emergency decrees, the Papen Govern-
ment). But the most important thing is the use
of revolutionary forms of struggle. 1 once
again base my remarks on our practice.  Take
the case of Freiwaldau. That was originally an
economic struggle of the workers, both employed
and unemployed. The state power opposed this
struggle. It forbade strikes and demonstrations.
The workers would not submit to this, they went
on strike and demonstrated under our leadership,
despite the prohibition. It came to shooting.
Eight workers, men and women, were shot by
the gendarmes. What was the answer? Political
mass strike throughout the whole district, lasting
for three days. The whole district stopped wark,
until the burial of the workers, who had been
shot. Throughout the country, there was a
wave of over 150 political protest strikes,
hundreds of demonstrations, thousands of pro-
tests and proclamations from all sections of the
working population. This happened under our
leadership, in response to our appeal, under our
slogans. And the result? A respite in the
terrorism, throughout the whole country, for a
certain period. Freiwaldau became an affair of
high political importance. Or take the case of
the Carpathian-Ukraine. This was originally an
economic movement of the working and peasant
masses—for bread, for corn, for work, for relicf,
against taxes, etc. At the same time there were
also national political and political slogans.
However, the economic demands preponderated.
How did we begin? We went about literally
from house to house, presented concrete demands
literally for every workers’ and peasants’ family,
collected more than a hundred thousand signa-
tures for these demands, and then formulated the
demands concretely for each individual village,
had them confirmed at village meetings, pre-
sented them to the local authorities, backed up
by the entire mass of village workers, united
several villages together, and brought the de-
mands before the district authorities at the head
of a thousands-strong- mass of villagers; waited
a little, until we had collected even greater masses
and then marched into the district centres.
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Meanwhile, we began chasing away the bailiff’s
officers from the villages; the people stopped
paying taxes, even if they did have a couple of
kronen left in their pockets, great masses of them
started going into the forests, and getting them-
selves wood, driving their cattle on to the land-
lords’ pasture lands, clearing the forest from the
meadows and pastures which had been enclosed,
etc., etc. All this could not be done with kid
gloves on, either by the state power; or by the
workers and peasants. Again and again, there
was shooting, and sometimes the military had to
be called in. At the same time, a great campaign
of protest and solidarity went on throughout the
whole country, accompanied by political protest
strikes and demonstrations, not only in the
Ukraine, and in Slovakia, but also in the Czechish
and German districts. And 'the results? A
temporary frustration of the attempt to pacify the
Carpathian-Ukraine with Pilsudski methods, an
actual cessation of distraints of property in indi-
vidual districts, the actual utilisation of the
forests, the actual non-payment of lease-rent and
debts, a certain amount of material relief, and a
46 per cent. rise in the votes cast for Commun-
ism. In all this we, the Party, were the leaders
from beginning to end, step by step, from one
stage to the next. I will not say any more about
north-west Bohemia. I have already told in my
speech how we there answered the terrorist
methods of the government step for step, blow
for blow, from beginning to end in conjunction
with the broad masses, from the first demonstra-
tions right up to the general strike in the whole
district, ending in a wave of actions of solidarity,
and protest throughout the whole country. It is.
thus, then, that we have led the economic
struggles, and combined them with the political
struggle. Anyone, who wants to, can call this-
‘‘economism.’’

Our conclusion in this question must therefore
be : It is not by mechanically foisting on political
slogans that we can revolutionise the economic
struggle, but by organically combining economic
and political questions, and above all by employ-
ing militant measures and militant methods, in
carrying through both political and economic
demands,

The fifth question is concerned with the con-
tent of our work in the reformist trade unions,
and the methods of this work. A directive of
our Red trade unions has been quoted here, in
which it was impressed upon the Red trade union
groups, that they must try to win over the
reformist trade union groups for their partici-
pation, en masse, in actions for various partial
demands of the workers. This directive has been
described as a mistake. Is this correct? I think



not. Let us consider the matter. First of all,
is ‘it possible to win over whole groups of the
reformist trade unions for the class struggle, and
for united front? Yes, it is. For, at the present
time, the process of radicalisation has penetrated
decply, not only into the ranks of the organised
reformist members, but also into the ranks of the
functionaries, Secondly, does this in any way
mean that we are ready to capitulate to the rotten
and incorrigible elements, who are working hand
in glove with the employers, and their lackeys,
and of whom there is no small inumber even
among the leaders of the various groups? No.
In the directive referred to above we read:
‘“The mobilisation of the broad masses of
workers in the various enterprises and locali-
ties, the comradely but clear criticism of the
failings and inhibitions in the procedure of the
reformist trade union groups, an open struggle
against the reformist leaders, and corrupt
worker—{unctionaries who represent the open
enemies of working class unity, these are the
basic principles in accordance with which we
must direct our whole procedure.’’

Thirdly, how can the workers organised in
reformist unions be best won over in order that
the reformist trade union groups may also be won
over? By defending the day-to-day class inter-
ests of these workers. But from this it follows
that the content of our work in the reformist
trade unions must consist precisely in this defence
of the interests of the workers organised in those
unions, the defence of their interests against the
employers, against the state, and of course also
against the trade union bureaucrats. The struggle
against these last forms an integral part of the
entire class struggle.

As regards the methods of our work in the
reformist trade unions, what has been said about
the united front, applies here also, in its essence,
mutatis mutandis : To take up all points, which
arouse dissatisfaction, among the workers in the
reformist trade unions; to utilise everything in
order to organise an opposition to the treacherous
leadership ; to be acquainted and take cognizance
of everything which goes on among the masses.

‘While preserving the greatest clarity in regard

to aims and principles, there is the greatest need
for elasticity here in the putting forward of con-
ccrete demands and slogans, as also in the employ-
‘ment of organisational methods.

One more point : Does the broad movement of
-opposition within the reformist trade unions form
an integral part of the Red trade union move-
ment? In so far as we lead this opposition, of
course it does! Does this need to be formally
declared, and is this the main point?
formal uniting of an opposition movement with

No, the
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the Red trade union movement, is first'and fore-
most, a question of the degree of revolutionary
maturity in one or another opposition movement.

Our conclusion in this question is therefore as
follows : The content of our work in the reform-
ist trade unions is the defence of the daily class
interests of the workers organised in those unions,
not only against the employers, but also against
the state, and the trade union bureaucrats. The
methods to be employed in this work are essen-
tially the same as we employ in the movement
for the united front in general. The aim of the
work is to win over a majority of the workers
organised in the reformist trade unions. With
or without subscriptions is a question of second-
ary importance. ‘

The sixth and last question is concerned with
the relation of the leadership of the Czecho-
Slovakian Party with the Communist Party of
Germany and its leadership.  We have taken
concrete examples from the practice of the Ger-
man Party, and subjected them to criticism. In
this, we want to say expressly that the line of
the German Party is correct, and we have
declared that, in agreement with the Comintern
and with all other Parties of the Communist
International, we are supporting the leadership
of the German Party with all our power.

We are not so naive, or frivolous, that we are
not able to see what tremendous difficulties the
German Party has to fight against, what great
obstacles it has to overcome. And we are of the
opinion, that, despite all these great difficulties,
the German Party is on the way to fulfilling its
great revolutionary tasks.

The sense of our criticism was to assist our
German comrades on this path. The merits of
the content of this criticism can, and ought to, be
discussed. We do not insist on any formulations
which may be bad or not free from reproach, or
which are subject to false interpretation.  This
applies in particular to two questions: to our
formulation on the character of the struggles
going on in Germany, and on the prospects for
the development of Fascism. It must be clearly
stated that: in Germany the economic struggles
are in a high degree interwoven with the politi-
cal mass struggle, that they influence one another
reciprocally, and assume ever higher forms.
However, it is impossible to skip over the stage
of economic Istruggle. Natianal Fascism will
break up in proportion, and with the same
rapidity, as we are able to lead the masses of the
working class in great mass strugygles. We should
not, however, reckon on an automatic collapse
of the National-Fascists. At any rate, we say :
We will fight most determinedly against any
attempt to misuse our criticism, as a weapon,
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against the line of the German Party, and the
leadership of the German Party.

Our conclusion in this question is therefore :
We are in solidarity with the German Party and
its leadership,

I conclude. Comrade Lozovsky has given
us two pieces of advice: Not to lose our
heads in the hour of success, not to get
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swollen-headed ; and to be always ready to learn.
Certainly! We are in pertect agrecment. And
that is what we are doing. We know our weak
points and are working consistently to overcome
them. And we are learning, too. =~ We have
proved that, and will prove it again in the future.

Our Party will lead the Czecho-Slovakian
proletariat to victory.

SPEECH BY COMRADE ERCOLI

E have reached the end of the work of the
plenary session of the Executive Commit-
tee ot the Communist International.

For three weeks we, who represent the Com-
munist Parties of the whole world, the representa-
tives of the vanguard of the world proletariat,
have thoroughly examined the situation which is
before us to-day. We have gathered in order to
examine the present objective situation of the
capitalist world, to examine the position of the
workers’ and peasants’ revolutionary movement
and the tasks which we have before us.

From the very first day, our discussions have
been full of the consciousness of the gravity of
the situation and the importance of the tasks
before us

The resolutions are full of the same conscious-
ness that the situation before us is not a period
of development of Pacifism, but of big struggles,
wars and revolutions. '

We started our work by the statement that the
relative stabilisation of capitalism was at an end.
We have analysed the significance of this defini-
tion and its results, which we have tried to set out
in our resolutions in the simplest and most popu-
lar way.

But, before we break up, it is perhaps neces-
sary for us to make an effort in order to get a
clear idea of what this end of relative capitalist
stabilisation, which wea have discussed at length,
actually is. May be this effort will enable us tn
acquire a concrete, life-like and precise notion of
our fundamental task, and its importance, a pre-
cise notion of the responsibility which rests on
us, of the spirit which we must put into the ful-
filment of our tasks and into our whole future
work.

The end of relative capitalist stabilisation means
that the whole capitalist world is suffering from
a new and profound upheaval.  The crisis is
deepening. The bourgeoisie is desperately seek-
ing for a way out by means of violence and war.

The contradictions between the imperialists are
becoming graver and graver while Socialist con-

struction in the U.S.S.R. is making progress.
The capitalist and proletarian worlds are opposed
to each other in the most irreconcilable fashion.

The end of capitalist stabilisation means that,
in order to face the situation, the bourgeoisie is
mobilising its forces for a war directed against
the Soviet Union, for its offensive against the
working class, for new reductions in wages, for
reductions in the living standard of the working
class, for depriving new scores of millions of
workers of bread, for still more increasing the
millions strong army of hungry unemployed in
the world.

The end of capitalist stabilisation means that
our class enemy, rent by ever graver contradic-
tions, is gathering his forces, it means the growth
of Fascism, the persecution of Communists in
all countries, accelerated preparations for imperial-
ist war, it means, at the same time, the continu-
ation of the revolutionary upsurge of the masses,
new hundreds of millions of workers, peasants,
unemployed, oppressed and colonial peoples, join-
ing the struggle to defend their bread, their life.

The end of capitalist stabilisation means the
victory of the red army in revolutionary China.

We have the strike movement, the revolution-
ary peasants’ movement in Spain. We have the
wave ot economic and political strikes in Poland,
accompanied by peasants’ revolts.

We have the wave of strikes in Czecho-
Slovakia, the impetuous gathering of millions of
workers in Germany, in the course of the class
struggile of our Party.

The end of capitalist stabilisation is seen 1n the
strike of 100,000 Belgian miners who have
revolted against their bosses, against their reform-
1st leaders.

The end of capitalist stabilisation is seen in the
mass movement which is arising more slowly but
surely and certainly in countries of Fascist dic-
tatorships.

‘The end of capitalist stabilisation is seen in
those great mass movements, those deep streams
of millions and millions of human beings,
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workers, peasants, colonial toilers who are
awaking to the daily struggle against the em-
ployers, against capitalist war, against imperial-
ism, in the deep stream of these muillions who are
gathering together, who are on the march, who
are marcning along the path of revolution.

Comrades, 1 the miast of these millions of
people, where do we stand? Where are the
Communists? Where is the revolutionary van-
guard? ls it at its battle post?

That is the problem which stands before us
to-day.

In the course of the work of our Plenum, we
have carefully examined the situation of our
movement. We have examined the achieve-
ments and weaknesses of our Parties, we have
marked a whole series of successes : the increase
in the number of our members, the development
of our influence among the working masses of
China and the successes of the red army, the pro-
giess achieved by the Chinese Soviet power. In
Poland, the fact that our Party has not only
doubled its forces in the struggle, but has placed
itself, to a greater extent, at the head of the
strike movement and the peasants’ movements.
In Germany, the fact that our Communist Party,
the largest Party of the International, that Party
which is an example to all parties of the Inter-
national in capitalist countries, is making a rapid
advance in the conquest of the majority of the
working class and is already succeeding in break-
ing through the walls of the Social-Democratic
organisations and in detaching groups of Social-
Democrat workers who have come under the in-
fluence of our ideology while members of Social-
Democratic organisations.

We have all heard to what experience of mass
work has led in Czecho-Slovakia, work for the
defence of the direct interests of the workers,
what experiences the comrades have communi-
cated to us.

This shows that the Communist vanguard is
already on the way to take up its proper place.

But we recognised at this Plenum and we must
frankly repeat, for it has been stated in the reso-
lutions, that those successes are not sufficient,
they show some advance but the greatest part of
the way still remains to be covered and we must
make it under new conditions. In the light of
the tasks which are before us, we are stating the
end of capitalist stabilisation and the transfer-
ence of the capitalist world to a new period of
wars and revolutions and in the light of those
tasks we are stating the backwardness of our
movement in all capitalist countries. The ques-
tion as to where we stand in the large plants,
where the decisive masses of the industrial pro-
letariat are assembled, is a most acute one.
Where are we in the big plants in Germany,
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France, England? Have we succeeded in trans-
forming the tactories, in accordance with the in-
structions of Lenin, into strongholds of Com-
munism? What is the state of our work among
the unemployed?

These, comrades, are the three items to which
we have given special care in all the discussions
of the Plenum and on which our Party must
dwell at the present moment and in the future.
There is a big upsurge of the masses, symptoms
of the end ot the capitalist system, are coming
from the factories, trom the mass of employed
workers, from the mass of unemployed and there-
fore from a mass which is still under the influence
of reformist ideology and still tied to the reform-
ist arganisations. L.

The prospect before us is that the rising mass
movement will break the cadres of the retormist
organisations, The prospect before us is a crisis
of Social-Democracy, but this crisis will not
achieve the result to which it must come without
action on our part. Our action must start in the
factories and develop itself in the widest manner
in the reformist trade union organisations., That
action will only succeed in destroying the basis
of the influence of Social-Democratic ideology
over the working masses, in breaking through
struggle the cadres of the Social-Democracy, and
breaking, in the struggle, the main enemy in the
ranks of the working class, in accomplishing our
basic revolutionary task, if we work in the
reformist trade unions, reinforce the revolutionary
trade union opposition and red trade unions, if
we work in the factories.

We must work among the unemployed, show
the mass of workers, by our daily work, that we
are the best fighters in the defence of the most
elementary claims of the working class, in defence
of its wages and for their increase, in defence of
the life of the working class.

Have we done everything in this respect since
the last meeting of the Plenum, have we made
any decisive progress? We have not made any
as yet, and, even at this moment, which is an
important one, our work lags behind our resolu-
tions, That deficiency must be eliminated.

That is the main task before us. That is the
basic condition for making a decisive advance in
the conquest of the majority of the working class,
for making the mass movement take a step for-
ward, so that we may place ourselves at the head
of the economic movement, the strike movement
and political movement, prepare the masses for
the development of economic and political move-
ments into decisive struggles for power, for the
dictatorship of the proletariat.

Comrades! the definition of the differing
character of the general objectives, which we
have given, implies a differentiation in the devel-
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opment of the capitalist crisis in various coun-
tries.

In Germany, we have a situation where re-
actionary and revolutionary forces are gathering
and. opposing each other in an extremely rapid
manner.

Our task is to raise the ideological capacity of
our Party, so as to be able to analyse with con-
tinuous attention and exactly understand, at
every moment, the nature of the situation which
we have before us and adapt our political line,
our tactics to this situation. Now, more than at
any other time, our ideological capacity must be
allied with the capacity to do practical work, with
the spirit of struggle, with the greatest develop-
ment of the initiative of each Party and each
Party organisation.

We speak of war, of revolutionary upsurge, of
revolution. We do not know what the situation
will be when the next session of the Communist
International assembles. We do not know, in
case of war, what connections we shall be able
to maintain between the Parties of the Commun-
ist International and the centre of the Commun-
ist International. We do not know, during the
development of the revolutionary struggle in each
country, where strikes are going to develop and
assume the character of mass political strikes;
we do not know what connections we shall be able
to have between the centre of our Party and the
basic organisations.

In these circumstances we cannot advance un-
less we succeed in developing, to the widest
extent, the initiative of our Party and of all the
organisations of our Party, from the highest lead-
ing organisations down to the factory cell.

We see a movement of the masses in our direc-
tion, coming partly from the unorganised masses,
partly from the workers organised in the reform-
ist trade unions.  That mass is seeking for a
revolutionary direction, part of that mass wishes
to join our ranks. Our task consists in succeed-
ing in directing it and, in order to achieve this
task, it is absolutely necessary for all Social-
Democratic traditions to be overcome in our
ranks. It is absolutely necessary, in order to
achieve this task, for each Party to work with
the greatest ideological and political steadiness.

We are advancing towards a period of great
struggles. What will be the reaction in our
ranks, in the ranks of the various parties in
capitalist countries with regard to these struggles?
Will there be elements which will weaken
just when it is necessary, on the contrary, to
show the greatest amount of strength? Can we
put aside such a prospect? No! We must have
that prospect here before us and we must learn
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to understand the importance for all the Parties
of the Communist International, under the pre-
sent conditions of struggle, of a Leninist ideo-
logy of revolutionary Marxism, against right
opportunism, which is the main danger, and
against deviations of the left wing.

All our Parties have not yet become real Bol-
shevist Parties. =~ They will become Bolshevist
Parties in the course of struggle, but, beside the
great ideological and political confusion of the
Parties of the Second International, we are an
International unified on the basis of a programme
which is a banner to the workers, to the oppressed
peoples of the whole world.

We are a world Party which draws its strength
from an ideology and tactics which we have been
taught by our great leaders, Marx, Engels,
Lenin, Stalin, which has been taught us by the
experience of three revolutions. All our Parties
are not yet Bolshevist Parties, they will become
so in the course of the struggle, but we have at
our head, at the head of the Communist Party of
the U.S.S.R., Lenin’s Party, the Party directed
by Comrade Stalin, the leader of the world pro-
letariat, which shows the whole International an
example of ideological steadfastness, of irrecon-
cilable struggle against opportunism, against
Social-Democratic and petty-bourgeois opportun-
ist deviations to the right and to the left, the way
of close alliance with the masses, obtained by
daily work in contact with the masses.

The victories of the Communist Party of the
Soviet Union, the victories of Socialist construc-
tion in the Soviet Union are a guarantee of vic-
tory for the whole world proletariat, for the whole
Communist International.

Strengthened by the experience of the Bol-
shevist Party, let us go back to our work, let us
try to bring into our work the same spirit of
struggle, the same practical spirit which we have
tried to put in our resolutions. No mere words.
Work! Let us try to overcome the gap which
exists between our decisions and our resolutions.
Let us take root in the factories, let us work
thoroughly in the reformist trade unions, let us
work among the mass of unemployed, let us pene-
trate into Fascist trade union organisations, into
the army, into the navy. Let us practice revolu-
tionary class struggle throughout the world, the
struggle for bread, for the workers’ freedom,
against war, against the régime of capitalist ex-
ploitation, for the dictatorship of the proletariat !

Long live the Communist International !

Long live the Bolshevist Party and its leader—
Stalin !

Long live the world revolution !
(Thunderous applause).
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