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erroneous view:* What ‘has beep termed the Toft-wing danger, is

merely the danger of mistakes that we are all,ligble’to make.
The danger of the right wing, on the other hand, ‘was and is
the-danger that the Communist Parties may be rendered stagnant
owing to the influence of the whdle of bourgeois sociely, and
influence which .can be understood in the light of our characteri-
zation of the preparatory epoch. In the rvenr 1919, when great
waves of dissatistaction were rising in all lands, and when the
whole of -political life was a reflection of this revolutionary move-
ment, the bourgeoisie was in a state of political disorganisation.
To-day, in comparafively tranquil times, when we have to strive
to enlist the sympathy of the workers even by putting forward
partial demands, there has arisen a situation in which the
capitalist world has once more great opportunities for establish-
ing its agencies even within the framework qof our own world-
wide revolutionary Party. It is therefore, not merely our right
to appeal to the revolutionary character of the epoch, but it is also
our duty to guicken up the pace. This will be doue by a thorough
purging of the Communist International, so that whex the Frfeat
moment of struggle comes our organmization may be perfectly
equipped and ready for battle.

The difficulties which the Western European Parties have
to overcome are incomparably greater than those which we had
to overcome in the Russian revolution, For instance, pacifist and
reformist illusions are far from being dispelled. In France a
blossoming period of Jmcifism aud reformism is inevitable, unless
the revolution should come sooner than now seems possible,
thanks to a concatenation of circimstances which at present elude
our ken. After the illusions of the war and of the intoxication
of victory, the petty-bourgeois illusions of pacifism and reformism
will win to power in the form of a coalition of the parties of the
left. To-da , too, there is considerable likelihood of Elarge sections
of the working class becoming infected with the same illusions.
It is, therefore, of the ulmost importance that the French Com-
munist Part{ should promptly rid itself of all those who might
act as the introducers of pacifist and reformist illusions into
our own ranks.

{
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"new period, wherein the working . class will be
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- . Similar considerations apply 1o’ Britain. 1 do not know yy:
the result of theBriﬁqlf;eleﬂ?ﬂnl‘ia' ng“to be. But if the cgy's
servatives-and the national liberals should return to power, {hejp |
reign will be short. “England ‘will inevitably experience the sub
stitution of a pacifist democratic' trend for a conservative (reyq |
Get this picture into your minds. Sufpoae that in France (her
is ‘‘le bloc des gauches ", a ‘coalition of ‘the left, forming a pacifigt
democratic government, and -suppose that in Britain

there 18 1
Labor Government allied with

. ) he independent liberals. \ypy
in Germany in' that case? ere: the social dep,,
crats will draw a deep breath. We shall see’a revival
Wilsonism on a broader basis. .

There is absolutely no safeguard against the coming of ,‘
stupefied apg 3
Since the cra

benumbed by pacifist and reformist - trends,
are irreconcilable, and sing-

revolutionary, since the oppositio
the internal contradittions of cafalism are so extensive, (b
epoch can be nothing niore than the last flickers of a candle thy]
is burning itself out. ‘ Imagine the  revolution postponed up}
this pacifist tide has risen to its heighf;-will not the French ap!
British workers, in the throes of an inténse psychological crisig, 4§
look arolind for a political party which has never tried to deceiye
‘them? - They will look for a- party which' has continued t, fell,
the truth,. the naked, brutal truth throughout this period ofd
{)acmst mendacity. The Communist Party must be able to answer’
o this description. : .

That is why, to-day more than ever, it behoves us to insped |
our ranks with the utmost care. Comrade Frossard said once;’
“Le Parti c’est la grande amiti€” (The Party is'a great friend.
shi‘f). The phrase has been often repeated. ‘It is a pretty" formuli;
and in a strictly limited sense I am prepared to accept it. Buf?
we must never forget that the Party can ouly become a great’
friendship after a thorough weeding out. The purgation mus:
be sedulous, and if hecessary even ‘drastic. In other words, ouly &
after a thorough purgation, can the Party become “a greaf|
friendship ¥, ;

.
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(omradeBordiga’s Report onFascisn

I will deal with the question raised by Comrade Radek
esterday as to the attitude of the Commnunist Party {owards
ascismni.

Our comrade critized the attitude of our Party on the
question of Fascism, which is the domunant political question in
Italy. He critized our point of view—our alleged poin: of view—
which is supposed to consist of a desire to have a small party
and to limit the cons.deration of all questons solely to the
aspect of Party o.ganization and their inuvediaie imporiance,
without going any far(her into the larger questions at issuc.

I will try {o be brief, on account of the time limit, \with
these few remarks 1 will start my report.

The Origin of the Fascist Movement.

The origin of the Fascist movement may be traced back
fo the years 1914—19i5, to the period which preceded the inter-
ventien of Italy in the world war, when the }oundatiou for this
mo.ciient was laid downr by the groups which supporfed inter-
vention. From a polifical point of view, thes: groups were made
up of several tendencies. There was a group of the right, led by
Salandra and the big industrialisis, which were intercsted in
the war and which gl{md even supporied the war against the
Entente before the decision to fight on the side of the Entente
On the other hand, there are also the tendencies of the left wing
of the bourgeoisie, the Italian radicals, i. e., the democrats of the
left, tLe republicans who had been by traditon in favour of
liberating Trieste and Trento. Finally,” the interventionist move-
ment included also certain elements of the proletarian movement:
revolutionary syndicalists and anarchists. From a point of view
of personalities, it is worth menfioning that the movement was
vined by the leader of the Lelt Wing of the Socialist Party,
fussolini —the manager of “ Avanti”.

) It may be stated approximately, that the Centre groups
did 1ot participate in the formation” of the fascist movement,
but returned to their traditional bourgeois political parties, The
only groups which remained were those of the extreme Right
and those of the extreme Left, i. e, the ex-anarchisis, the ex-
$yndicalists and former revolutionary syndicalists.

) These political groups which in May 1915 scored a big
Victury in forcing Italy into the war, against the will of the
Majurity of the country and even of parliament lost their in-

Utuce when the war was brought to a close. Already during
the war one could foresee the inevitable waning of the influence
of the interventionists. .

They had represented the war as a very easy enterprise,
and when the war became prolonged, they losi their popularity.
ndeed, one might doubt whether they were ever popular.

In the period that followed immediately after the war,
We saw (he influence os fhese groups reduced to a minimum.

From the end of 1918 to the first half of 1920, the period
demobilization and slump, this political fendency was' com-
the conseguences

of

the war,
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Neveriheless, front the viewpoint ol political orgamzatio.
we ma{v counect the origin of the movement which seemed s
insignil.cant at first with the formidable movement which wt
see {o-day.

The * fasci di cambattimznio ", did not disband. Mussolin
remained the ieader of the fascist movem:nt, and their papet
“1 Popolo d'lalia”, continued te be publishea.

At the elections in Milan in Oclober 1910, the Fascisn
were completely defeated, in spite of having their daily news
paper and their pol:tcal chief “They obtained a ridiculousiy low
number of vo.es; nevertheless, they continued their activities.

The praletarian revolutionary and socialist movement which
was considerably c(rengthened by the revolutonary enthusiasm
of the masses after the war, did not make full usc of the
favourable s.tuation, for reasons I need noi go into now.

The revolutionary tendencies lacked the backing of a revo-
lutionary organization and of a party that would lend them
permancice and stability, and thus the favourable psychological
and ob'ective circums ances were not utilized. 1 do not assert -
as Comrade Zinoviev accused me of saying that the Socialist
Party could bring about the revolution m HNaly, but at least it
ought to have been capable of solidly organizing the revolu-
tonary forces of the working masses. It proved unequal to
the task.

We have seen how the anti-war Socialist
lost tho porularity which it enjoyed in ltaly

To the extent that the Socialist movement failed to take
advantage of the situation and the crisis in social life in Italy,
the oprosite movement of fascism began to grow.

Fascisim benefited above all by the crisis which ensued
in the economic situation and the infuence of which was begun
o be fell in the labor organizations. _

Thus the fascist movemeng at a miost trying period found
support in the D’Annunzio expedition to Fiume. The Fiume
expedition in a sense gave to fascism its moral support, and
even the backing of ils organizalion and iis armed forces,
although the D’Annunzio movement and the fascist movement
were not the same thing.

We have spoken of the attitude ol the proletarian sociahst
novement; the International has repeatedly criticized its mistakes.
The consequence of these mistakes was a complete change in the
state of mind of the bourgeoisie and the other classes. The
proletariat became disorganized and demoralized. In view of
the Failure to win the victory that was within its grasp, the
state of mind of the working class changed considerably. One
might say that in 1619 and in the first half of 1920 the ltalian
bourgeoisie to a certain extent became resigned to the idea of
having to see the triumph of the revolution. The middle class
and the petty bourgeoisie were ready to play a passive part, not
in the wake of the big bourgeoisie, but in {he wake of the prole-
tariat which was to march on to victory.

tendency has
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Socialist Parly was unable to organize in such a manner as fo
gain the upper hand; and losing confidence in the proletarian
movemept, it turned to the opposite side. .

It was then that the capitalist offensive of the bourgeoisie
started. This offensive was to a certain exient the result of
capable exploitation of the state of mind of the middle class.
Fascilm by reason of.ifs helerogeneous characier offered a
solution of the problem, and for this reason it was chosen to lead
this o ensive of the bourgeoisie and of capitalism.

The Italian example is a classical one for the capitalist
oifensive. It represenis, as Comrade Radek told us ‘zesleuhy
from this platform, a complex phenomenon which should be cbu-
sidered not only from the standpoint of reduced wages and longer
_ hours, but also from the general standpoint of political and

militarv action of the bourgeoisie against the workiag class.
ialy durmg the period of the development of Facism
we .. ' .2 manifestations of the capitalist offeasive.
4+ Communist Party- from the moment of its inception,
consisiently criticised the situation and pointed out the mecessily
of united deiense against the bourgeois offensive. It advocated
a united proletarian plan of defence against this offensive.

To get a full view of the capitalist offensive, we must
examine the situation im ifs various aspects, in the industrial as

~ well as in the a; ian fi

fo the-industrial field the capitalist offensive in- the first
place exploits the direct effects of the ecomomic crisis. The
economic crisis caused the shutting down of a number of factories,
and the employers had the opportunity of discharging the more
exireme elemenis oi the organized workers: The industrial erisis.
furnished the employers with a good pretext for cutting down
wages and taking back the disciplinary’ and moral concessions
which they had been forced to make to factory workers.

At the beginning of this crisis we saw in Italy the forma-
tion of a General Confederation of Industry, am association of

- the employing class which took the lead in fight against the
workers and submitted every individual er to their dis-
cipline. In ihe large cities it is impossible io stari the fight
against the working class by the immediate use of violence.
workers of the cifies are generally organized in groups; they -
can easily gather in a large mass and put up a serious resisiance.
The employers therefore started by ovokin$ the proletariat into
actions that were bound to end unfavourably for them, because
the economic slruggle in the indusirial fi wgs {o transport
the activity of the movement from the trade unions to the revolu-
tionary domain, under the dictates of a political party which wag
really communist; but the Socialist Party was nothing of the sort.

Al the decisive moment of the situation the Socialist Party
ﬁ::)ved wcapable of givmﬂa revoluiionary lead to the action of

lialian proletarat e neriod of the great success of the

Italian labor orgnniuﬁon in the fight for the amelioration of
the workers’ conditions gave place to the new period in which the
strikes became defensive strikes on the part of the working class,
and delfeeals became the order of the day.

At the same time the rcvolutionary movement of the
agrarian classes and whal is os greal inxportiaece, the agricultural
labourers and other dp&san( elements which are not completely
proletarian, compelled the ruling classes to seek a way, a means
of combatting the influence acquired by the Red organizations in
the rural districts.

. _In a great of ltaly, the most important
disitricts of the valley, a state of afiairs preva which
closely resembled a local dicatorship of the prolefariat or of the
g:pp@ of agricultural labourers. Thg commumes, captured by the

ialist Party at the close of 1920 carried on a policy of imposing
Yocal taxes on themun vourgeoisie and the middle dlass. The
trade unions flouris important co-operative organizations
and numerous sections of the Socialist Party EIew up. Even in
those places where the movement was in the hands of men who
were reformists, by instinct; the working class movement in the
rural districis took a definite revolutionary trend. The employers
were even forced to deposit sums of money to gurantee the -
_ing out of the agreements imposed by the trade union strugg

, A -sifuation was reached where the nﬁ'ricullural bourgeoisie

could no longer live on their estates and had to seek refuge in the

Ceriain errors were commitied -by the Halian socialis
eslpecially on the question of occuﬁyin the vacated lands
the tendency of tne small farmers who aﬁcr the war began to buy
®p land in order 1o become big proprletors. .
The reformist organizations compelled these small farmers
fo remain somewhat the slaves of the movement of the agri-

ricultural

successiul counter-pffensive on the basis of the le economjc
sir of the laborers.| It 'was here thrat the Fasgisti beg.y (
zt: finding - support i (t’!l:emn?l" i urc‘l,ai armgd‘l

r s in and ex)lojt.
g e Siaparien crcalel ampoeg T SeBci bl Bt oot
by the blunders of the Socialigt the reformists. Fas gy

fiiciers disappointed in ‘their lot after ge glories of war.

All these elements were exploiled and: organized, and thys |
was the beginn of this movement of desiruction of the Req
organizations in the rural districts of Italy..

. The method cﬁﬂo&:l by Fascism is rather Culiar,
Having lﬂ“ tgg:thu‘ 1 dempbilised elements which coulq
ce

themselves in‘__pogt-wnr society, it made full ug

organizations, not m, the big indusirial qcies, but in those whi

niay be considered as the c:fihh of Italian agricultural regiony
like and Florence, thanks to support of the State autho.
rities of whom we will yet ‘later on. The Fascisis possessed

arms, means of tramsportation, assured immmumnity of the'law, and’

they jook advaniage of these fav condritions while they
were still less numerous than their revolutionary adversqries
The mode of action is somewhat as folows. They invade
the hesdquarters of

prole

little country .destroy the-
:nriu o:gmmwg:’yﬁme the mumicipal council -to Tesig

at the poini of the bayonet, they wonld assaplt or murder thos
who opposed them or, at best, force them toquit the district. The
local workers were * resist sitch a - eopcentration of
armed forces backed by the . The local fascist groups whick
could previously : themsel

forces have now become the masters of the siuation, because the

g

the
ré'luml:va(hcvg: ;l::euﬂlo‘:h t-of a_domigan
acism thus . conquest -of a t
i li ics-in a sort of ternitorial camnaign, wh?;
might be traced on a map, -
The Fascist

casion for a Fmt mobilisation of the red forces.
undlsev“.bmk by ocation from
co was en up by prov n Wi
fired af the beackrs necupint
by some agents vocateurs. ; . :
Thai was the first attack made by the Fascisti.
ttinﬁt‘:: tw‘c: :on prollet:::xn d;bs and Ireatin
g or . Clubs ma
mders. In their dastardly work enjoyed the full backiny of
the police and the :uﬁmri{iu. The terror sfarted at Bologna o
the . historic date of November 2], 1920, whep the Municipal
Council of Bologna was prevented by violence from 2csuminy is
From Bologna Fascism moved .

ut. Shots were

- a ro{nte which we

cannot outline here in detail, but we may say that it went in two]

chief geographical directions, on the one hand towards the in
dustrial triangle of the Nord-West; viz.
and on the other hand towards Toscana and the Centre of Itly,
in order to encircle and lay s:eﬁe to the Capital. It was clear
from the outset that the South of Italy could not give bjrth (o 1
Fascist movement any more than to a great socia. .. movenent

Fascism is so litle of a movement of the backwe J part
of the bourgeoisie ti.at it could mot make its first appearan - i
Southern Italy, but rather in those districts where the proletaras
movement was more developed and the class struggle was more
in evidence, . s

Having just described the
the Fascist movement? Is it purely a8

mo i in - the rural districts. ascisl
could mnot be oonsidered as t. movenest
of a siugle group of the bourgeoisie, as the organz

the industrial c-
Besides, Fascism has formed its palitical as well 2

military organization also in the large cities, even in those ro- ]

viuces where it had to copfine its violent-actions to the rurdl

districts. - . O s S
We have seem it in the lhliln;glinmt. where the

Fascists formed a-parliamentary faction ipitat

the parliamentary elections of "1921; which did ;ptqeqt e

ascisti. -

formation of au agrarian’ party indepéndently of the Fi

~
x

mula]

bt_:neﬁl:ndualso by t:wu enera ,situnuofn which daily increased the |
discon among ese groups of petty is and peity.
merchants, of .proprieforu and remwmﬁeo diers, of tx[q‘_ .

ascism began. to form its milnag 3

ves against the proletarian’
Fascist naeq.:ediﬁou night:

ign started out from Bologna, where it
September —October 1022 a socialist administration was the oo

incidents fook place: the meeting of the municipl)
by the bourgeois ‘minoritv, probably

reaction overran the oountry,’

ilan, Turin and Geno, §

primne elemets of Fascism, how
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Duriug. recent events we have seen that the industrial
employers have supported the Fascisti. A deciding factor in
the new sityation was furnished by a recent declaration of the
General Confederation of Industry in favour of entrusting to
Mussolini the formation of a new Cabinet.

But a more striking phenomenon in this respect is the
appearance of Fascist Syndicalism.

I'he Fascists have taken advantage of the fact, which we
alicady mentioned, that the socialists never had an agrarian
policy and that the inferests of certain elements of the country-
sile which are not purely proletarian are in opposition to those
of the socialists.

Fascism was an armed movement which employed all
mothods of the most brutal violence. It also knew how to employ
he most callous methods of demogogy. The Fascisti endeavoured
to torm class organizations among the peasan!s and even among
the agricultural labourers. In a certain sense it even opposed the
landlords; we have examples of the syndicalist sirupole, led b
Fuscisti, which resembled greatly the old methods of Red organi-
PRI E

We cannot consider thig Fascist syndicalism, which works
through the use of force and terror, as an anti-capitalist struggle,
but neither can we on the other hand draw the conclusion that
Fusvism, in an immediate sense is a movement of the agricultural
employers  The fact is that Fascism is a great united movement
of the dominant class, which is capable of using for its final
amns any and all means, martial interests, and the local anterests
of cerfain groups of employers, agricultural and industrial.

“The proletariat has not properly understood the necessity
ot 1orming a united 'single organization for the common strugﬁle‘
by sacrificing the immediale interests of small groups. It has
pot vet succeeded in solving this pfoblem, The ruling class
created an organization which should defend - Hs power; this
organization was completely in its hands and it followed dhe plan
of the capilalist nmi-proleéxrinn offensive. "

Fascism participated in unionism. Why?
fahe part in the class siruggle? Never! The Fascisti took part
in the union movement, saying all économic interests have the
right to orgarize; one can form associations of workers, peasants,
business men, capitalists, land owners, etc. They can organize
oh the same principle. But all organizations should, in their
activities  be subordinate to the national interest, national pro-
duction, national prestige, etc.

This is nothing but a class truce, and not a class slrugﬁ}e.
All interesis are directed towards a certain national unity. is
national unity—is nothing more than the counter revolutionary
conservation of the bourgeois state and its institutions. In the
make-up of Fascism, I believe that we can count three princi 1
factors: the state, the capitalist class, and the middle class. The
State is the prinzipal constituent of Fascism.

The news of the successive Fovernment crises in ltaly have
i one to believe that the ltalian capialist class possessed a
State apparatus which was so unstable that it could be made to
fall at one blow.

This is not at all the case. Just at the period when its
State apparatus was consolidated, the Italian bourgeoisie formed
the Fascist organization.

In the period immediately folowing the war, the Italian
Stale underwent a crisis. Demobilization was the obvious reason
for this crisis. Numbers of those who had taken part in the
war were suddenly thrown into' the Labor market, and at this
critical period, the State machine, which had previously been
organized to its highest pitch to resist the foreign enemy, now
had suddenly to transform itself into the defensive machinery
guardiig- gapitalist interests against internal revolution. This
15 a’ formidable -task for the bourgeoisie. They could not solve
this problem of the struggle against/the proletariat in a military
o1 technical manner; it Ehd,‘to be dene by political means.

Therefore we see the radical government of the post-war
period; that of Nitti and that of Gielitfi,

It was just the policy of fliese two politicians which
rendered the subsecuent victory of Fascism 1nevitable. They
started by making concessions to the working ‘class in the period
when the State mechanism had to be comsoFidated. Fascism
came afterwards; the Fascist criticism of this governmieat, which
they accuse of cowardice in the face of the revolutionaries, is
merely demogogic rheforic.

As a matter of fact, the Fascist victory has been possible“

precisely because of the first cabinets of the pre-war period.

Nitti and Giolitti made certain concessiqns to the working
class...They acceeded to certain demands of the Socialist Party:
demobilization,- a democratic regime and ampesty for deserters.
I'hey made these concessions in order.to gain time to re-establish
their State on a solid basis. It was Niiti Who.p;ganized-ths_
Royal Guard” an‘o;gwmgog_n%ﬁgqrejy of the police t ﬁei

e

of the new type, the militarists. of the’ great errofs” of

In order to

bat.
,u‘Q'

reformist socialists was in not having considered a fundamental
problem the question which they could even have presented on
constitutional grounds, the fact that the State was ‘orming an
auxiliary army. This point was not grasped by the socialists
who regarded Nitti as the man with wgom they could very well
coHaborate in a Left Government. This is one more proof of
the fundamental incapacity of this Party to understand the deve
topment of Italian politics. ’

~ Giolitti completed the labors of Nitti. It was Bonomi,
Minister of War in the Giolitti cabinet, who fustered (he bewin-
ning of Fascism; he placed at the disposal of ths young nove-
ment demobolised officers who, although re-cntered mio civil

life, were still in receipt of a large portion of their army
salaries. ’
He placed at the disposal of the bascisti the State machine
in as large a measure as possible.  He gave them every possible
facility for organizmg thewr fighting forces.
I'he government realized that it would be a tonmidable
error to engage in a real struggle n the perod when the

armed proletariat occupied the factories and the agricuiioral
proletariat showed signs of being about to seize the Crowi luids.

I'his government which had done the prelunmary oigani
zation work of that reactionary force with which they desired
one day to destroy the proletarian movement, was aided in its
strategy by the treacherous leaders of the General Federation
of Labor, who were then members of the Socialist Party. By
conceding the law of Workers’ Control, which has never been
applied or even voted, the governmen{ was able to retstabliih
the stabllity of the bourgeois State.

The proletariat was seizing the worksops and th. lanced
estates. The Social’'s' Party once more, failed to bring atoul
united action of the industrial proletariat and peasants.  Aurd i
18 precisely this inability to secure united action which cnabled
the master class to achieve counter-revolutionary unity and su
defeat the industrial workers on the one hand, and the agri
cultural-workers on the other.

As we see, the State has played the primary role m the
development of the Fagcist Movement.

After the Nitti, Giolliti aud Bonoun govermments, we rad
the Facta Cabinet. This was a type~of %_rmcrmnvm mntended o
cover up the complete liberty of action of 4'ascism n its expun-
sion over the whole country. During the strike-n Auguost [V22,
several conflicts took place between the workers and the Fasuisti,
which later were opeuly aided by the %ovcrmnem. One <an
gluote the example of Bari. During a whole week o fightng,
t

he Fascisti, in full force, were unable to defear the Bari
workers, who had retired into the working class guaricis of the
old city and who defended themselves by arn d force. lhe
Fascisti were forced to reterat leaving several of their number
on the field. But what did the Facta government do? During
the night they surrounded the old town with thousands of soldiers
and hundreds of carribweers of the Royal Guard. la the har-
bour, a torpedo boat trained its guns, armourcd cars aud

cannons. The workers were taken by surprise during i sicep,

the proletarian leaders were assaulted; labour headyuaiiers
were occupied. This was the case throughout the conntiy oW be:ever
Fascism had bien beaten back by the workers, the power of the
State intery-ned; workers who resisted were shot duwa; workers,
who were guilty of nothing but self-defence, were arrested and
sentenced; whi{c the magistrates systematically acquitied the
Fascisti who were generally known to have connuited
innummerable crimes.

Thus, the State is the main factor.

The second factor in the development of Iua-. -
I have already said, the greal capitalists of indusiry, linaice and
commerce, and also the large landed proprictors, who had an

abvious interest in the formation of a combalive oryanization
which would support their attack upon the workers.

Bi* a third factor has also had a very important mtluence
on the formation of the forces of Fascism.

In order to form an illegal reactionary organizaitou out-
side of the State, one 1s com lFed to recruit other elemen:s than
those belonging merely to the highest circles of the dominant
class. They gained the help of these elements by appealing to
those sections of the middle class of which we have spoken, and,

_in order to draw them into their ranks, endeavoured to express
“their interests. One must confess that Fascism has well under-
stogthhow to do this, and has well succeéded in so doing. They
gained ‘the assistance of elements belenging to sirata only just
q?oves the proletariat, and eyc_m_.qmoq% those suffering from the
effects ‘of the ‘war-—all those _p_ett{ ourgeais, semi-bourgcois,
tradesmen, -ahd obove, all' those intellectual elements of the bour-

geois “youth \whieh, “in ering to Fascism discovered in this
‘ s;ruggle‘;u%qiinh( the Mniaf, -a, new. eilergyr and - the exulfa-
tidn'"of " patriotisnt ‘asd Téa i iakism. ~'They “brought. to
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Fascism a considerable contribution, in supplying it with those
human clements necessary for its militaristic organization.

I hese are the three factors which have permitted our ad-
versaries to confront us with a movement of which we may de-
nounce ils ferocity and brutality but in which we must never-
theless recognize an orgamzational solidarity as well as the
political intelligence of its leaders. The Socialist Party never
understood the importance of this growing anfagonistic move-
ment. The “Avanti” never understood what the bourgeoisie
Wi preparinl.{ by profiting from the, criminal errors of the
working class leaders. They did not wish to denounce Mussolini,
fearing that by so doing they would be giving him publicity.

We uderstand then, that Fascism is not a ncw political
doctrine. It has, however, a strong political and mihtary organi-
zation, a considerable press conducted with a good deal of jour-
nalistic ability. But there is no semblance of a program; and now
that they have arrived at the control of the State, they find
themseives confrontel by concrete problems and are forced to
apply themselves {o wle organization of social economy. Now
that they have to pass from negative to positive activities, despite
the strength of their organization they commence to show their
weakness,

We have examined the historical and social factors influ-
encing the birth of the Fascist movement. We shall now discuss
the Fascist ideology and the program by which this movement,
has drawn to it the various adherents ioﬁ)wing it.

Our criticism leads us to the conclusion that in reality
Fascism has added nothing new to the ideology and traditional
program of the bourgeois politics. Its superority and orgi-
nality consist omnly in its organization, its discipﬁne and 1its
leadership.  Behind this formidable political and militarist appa-
ratus, there looms a ﬁrob]em which it cannot solve, namely the
economic crisis’ which will continually renew the reasons for
revolution. It is impossilbe for Fascism to reorganize the bour-
geois economic machine. They do not know how to find the way
out from the economic anarchy of the capitglist svstem. And
they endeavour to carry on another fight, which is the struggle
agawmst political anarchy, the anarchy of the organization of the
master class in political parties. The stratification of the Italian
master class has always thrown up certain political groups
which did not base themselves on soundly organized parties, a
which have been continually engaged m struggles among them-
selves  This was above all the political reflex of the private and
local terests, competition between professional politicians in the
field of parliamentary backstairs and intrigue. The bourgeois
counter-revolutionary offensive has dictated to the bourgeois
class the necessity of achieving unity of action in the social
struggle and the parliamentary %ield. Fascism is the realization
of this. Placing itself above ali the traditional bourgeois parties,
it s gradually s?jpping their membership, replacing them in
their tunctions and—thanks to the mistakes of the prolatarian
taqiovement—as mcluding in its political crusade - the - human ele-

= aments of the middle class. Bul it cannot canstruct an -ideology,”

wnor a concrete program of social reforms, ‘which shall surpass
that of the traditional bourpeois policies, which have been bank-
rupted a thousand times.

The critical part of Fascist doctrine has no great
value It is anti-socialist and also anti-democratic. So far as
anti-socialism 1s concerned, 1t is obvious that Fascism is the
movement of all anti-proletarian forces, and that it must there-
fore declare itsetf against all socialistic or semi-socialistic tenden-

cies, without being able to present any new justification of the
sg’slcm uf private ownership unless it be the well-used one of
the alleged failure of communism in Russia. But their criticism

of the lat‘mucralic regime—that it has not been able {o combat
revolutionary and anti-national tendencies--and that therefore it
should be replaced by the Fascist State, is nothing more than a
senseless phrase.

Fascism —is not a tendency of the Right wing bourgeoisie,
which, basmf; iself upon the aristocrats, the clergy, and the high
cavil and military functionaries, is to replace the democracy of a
constitutional monarchy by a monarchic despotism. In reality.
Fascism conducts its counter-revolutionary stru gle by means
of an alliance of all bourgeois elements, and for this reason it is
not absolutely necessary for it {o destroy democratic institutions.
From the Marxian point of view, this fact need by no means be
considered paradoxical, as we know well that the democratic
system is nothing more than a scaffolding of false guarantees
erected in order to hide the domination of the ruling class over
the proletariat.

At {he same lime, Fascism uses both reactionary violence
and those demagogic sophistries by which the liberal bourgeoisie
has always deceived the prolefariat while assuring the supre-
macy of capitalist interests. '

) When the Fascisti turned from fheir alleged criticism of
liberal Democracy to proclaim fo us {heir positive conception,

* where there is ihe Jeast amount of

ingpired by patriotic exultation and a conception of the histo: |,
mission o{ tE:;r country, they based it 't;gl an historical |m1l]:
which has no b‘ﬁ in fact, if one s the gravity of 1
economic crisis which exists in this Italy, fasely ct'ilged “the \. 1.
rious”. In their methods of influencing the mob, we see noili.,
more than an imitation of the classical atfitude of bourgeois ut
moracy: the cpnce{)(ion that all interests must be subordinaig
to that of national supremacy, which is nothing more than i,
collaboration of classes, and 18 a means of protecting boury..s
msfitution against the revolutionary attacks of the proletaria:
_ A new feature which Fascism has revealed, is the orgai .,.
tion of the bourgeois governmenial machine. Recent Ital,,
Parliamentary development would make-us believe that one wa.
fhe presence of such a crisis in the evolution of the bourg.;
State machine that one more blow would have shattered it. Iy
reality we were onl(y faced by a critical:periad of change in bour.
geois governmental matters, due to importance of the Id
political groupings and of the traditional Italian politicians i
conducting the counter-revolutionary struggle in a profoundly
dnslurblé_ng situation.
ascism has constructed the or; capable of fulfilling ths
role, if placed at the head of the sutge.m €
. But when the Fascisti wish to place, side by side with thur
negative anti-proletarian campaign, a positive program and
concrele proposals for the reorganisation of the economic life of
the country and the administration of the State, they were ouly
able {o repeat the banal platitudes of traditional democravy
and even of social-democracy. They have furnished us with no
trace of an orignal and co-ordinatex prograni.
For example, they have always said that the Fascist pro
ram advocates a reduction of the State bureaucracy, starting
rom above, with a reduclion in the number of ministers, and ex-
tending into all the branches of the administration. Now it is
true that Mussolini has withdrawn the special train usually alloted
to the Premier, but on the other hand he has augmented ihe
number of cabinet ministers and of the assistant secretaries ob the
State, m order {o give jobs to his legionaries.
) Fascism, after having temporarily adopted republicauism
finally rallied to the striclest monarchist loyalism; and after
having loudly and constantly cried out e:fainst parliamentary cor.
ruptien, it has now completely accepted conventional parliamen-
tary procedure.
They departed so far from the tendencies of pure reaction,
that they even made use of syndicalism. In their-congress at
Rome in 1921, where they made almost ridiculous attempis at
formulting their doctrines, they endeavoured to explain Fascist
syndicalism theoretically as being the supremacy of the move
ment of the more intellectual categories among the workers. But
even this theory has been fully demied by their practice, which
bases their trade union organization upon the use of physical
violence and- the “closed shop” sanetioned by the employers, with
the objeet- of bne&mE up the revolutionary - unions. Fas-
i o soyictes) nprea: om0
ica ialization of
labor which facilitates the contrel of -the job. Their methods
have had some success among agricultural workers and certain
sections of the less skilled city workers, such as for example, the
dock workers, without having attained success in the more ad-
vanced and intelligent sections of the proletariat. It has not even
given a new impulse {o the orgamizalion of office workers

and metal workers. There is po substantial theory of
Fascist syndicalism. The Fascist program is a Confused
mixture of ideas and of bourgeois and peity bourgeois. de-

mands; and the systematic use of violence against the proletariat
does not prevent them from ntaking useé of the opportunist methods
of social democracy.

One proof o¥ this is contained in the attitude of the Italian
reformists, whose policy, during a certain time, appeared to te
dominated by an anti-Fascist principle and by the illusion of form-
ing a bourgeois-proletarian coalilion government against the
Fascisti, but who at present have rallied to the support of
triumphant Fascism. This combination is not paradoxical; it
has bgen.Jaroduceq by a series of events, and {here were many
early incidents which made it easy to foresee this alliance. One
may mention for instance, the d’Annunzio movement, which on the
one side is rclated {o Fascism, and on the other, endeavours 10
attract to ifself working class organizations on the basis of the
program of Vienna which claimed to have a labor, or even
socialistic, basis.

I have still to deal with the recent events in Italy on which
the Congress expects {o be thoroughly informed.

Recent events. Our delegation left Italy before the last
events fook place, and up till now has ner received proper infor-
mation about them.

~ Last night a comrade delegated the Central Commiitee,
arrived here and gave us the necessary information. 1 vouch for
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the bona fide character of the news which we received, and I will
put them before you.

As previously etated the Facta Government enabled the
Fascisti to out their policy on a very large scale. | will
only give one i lustration of this: viz—the fact that the popular
[talian Catholic Peasant’s Party which was strongly represented
in the Cabinets that followed each other in rapid succession did
pot prevent the Fascisti irom continuing a struggle against the
organizations the members and the institutions of this Party.
The existing government was only a sham government which did
pohing to prevent the advance of Fascism towards power, an
advance which we have defined as purely territorial and
geoyraphical.. )

n fact the government was preparing the ground. How-
ever, the situation was developing. Another ministerial crisis
arose. Facta’s resignation was demanded. The last elections had
resulted in a Parliamentary gituation which made it impossible to
secure a working majority the old methods of the traditional
bourgeois parties. It was always said that the “Giant Liberal
Party” was in power in Italy. [t was nota Party in the true sense
of the word, and it never existed as an actual Party; it had no

rty organisations and was only a conglomeration of cliques
grouped around certain politicians, of the North or of the South,
or o{’ecliques of the industrial or agricultural bourgeoisie in the
hands of professional politicians. The ensemble of these parlia-
mentarians was in fact the centre of all the parliamentary com-
binations.

Well, the time had come when Fascism had to choose be-
tween puiting an end fo the situation or experiencing a very serious
internal crisis. The question of organization had also to be con-
sidered. Means had to be found to provide for the needs of the
Fascist movement and to keep it up financially. These means were
to a great extent provided by the employing class, and as it seems,
also by foreign governmeants. France has given mouney to the
Mussolini group. At a secret session of the French Chamber a
budget was considered which comprised considerable sums of
money handed over to Mussolini in 1915. Documents of that kind
came to the notice of the Socialist Party, which did not care to
take any notice of them at the time, sayng that Mussolini was
a beaten man.

The Italian Government has facilitated the task of the Fas-
cisti, for instance, by allowing its bands to use the railways free
of charge. Nevertheless, the enormous expense in connection with
the Fascist movement compelled its leaders to assume power as the
real government of the country. They could not wait for new elec-
tions in spite of the certainty of success.

The Fascisti have already a strong political orgarization.
They number 300.000, and claim even larger numbers. They
could have conquered through “democracy”, if they had not been
obliged to accelerate the process.

On October 24 th, a National Fascist Council was held in
Naples. Everyone knows at present that this event, which was
advertised in the entire bourgecis press, was only a manceuvre to
divert the general attention irom the “Coup d’Etat”. At a given
moment the parliamentarians were told: “Cut short your debate’:?,
there are more important things to do, every man to his post !
This was the beginning of the Fascist mobilization. It was Oc-
fober 26th, and everything was still quiet in the Capital.

Facta had announced his determination not o resign before
at least another meeting of the Chamber, in order not to offend
against the traditional procedure. However, in spite of this de-
claration, he handed in his resignation to the King.

Negotiations were started for the purpose of forming a
new Cabinet. The Fascisti were marching on Rome, the centre
of their activity. They were o:apeciall¥l active in the centre, in
Tuscany. They were not interfered with.

alandra was summoned to form a new Cabinet. In order
to countenance Fascism he was expected to refuse to form a
Government. . .

At this time it was quite possible that the Fascist armies
would have behaved like.bri and would have pillaged and
destroyed everything in the towns as well as in the rural districts
even against the will of their chiefs, if satisfaction had not been
given them by calling Mussolini to power.

Then there came a period when ic opinion was rather

rtubed. The Facta 00vp:rrnmem deupc;letzih to proclaim Martial
Ew. Martial law was proclaimed, and a collision between the
forces of the State and the Fascist forces was expected to take
place. For a whole day, public opinion awaited developments.
Our comrades were very sceptical about such a possibility.

The Fascisli did not meet which any serious resistance
anywhere, but there was a cerfain feeling in the army which
gn inimical to them. The soldiers were ready to fire at

e Fascisti while most of the officers were for them.

The King refused to sign the proclamation of martial law,
which was taniamount ta accepting the condiuons of the lascistt
who wrote in the “Populo D’ltalia”: In order to obtain a legal
solution it is only necessary to ask Mussolini to form a new
Cabinet”. If this is not done, we shall march on Rome”. A
few hours after the declaration of martial law was revoked, it
was known that Mussolini was on the way to Rome. The
military defences were already prepared, advance forces were
concentrated and the town was surrounded with barbed wire

entanglements. However, an agreement was arrived at, and on
Oclober 31st the Fascisti entered Rome {riumphamly and
peacefully.

Mussolini formed the new Cabinet, whose coniposition you
know. The Fascist Party which had only 34 seats in Parliament,
had an absolute majority in this Government.

Mussolini reserved for himself the position of President of
the Council and the portofolios of the Ministry of the Interior and
of Foreign Affairs.

The other important portfolios were divided among the
members of the Fascist Party,

In the other Minisiries the
portant posts.

However, as the severance from the traditional parties was
not complefe, the Cabinet comprised also two representatives of
the Social Democracy, viz. Left bourgeois elements and also
liberals of the Right and one adherent of Giolitti. During the
war, we had General Diaz, Admiral Thaon de Revel at the
Admiralty, both of them representatives of the monarchy.

The Populist Party which carried greal weight in the
Chamber, was very clever in its compromise with Mussolini.
Under the pretext that the official organs of the Party could not
meet in Rome, it depuled to a semi-official assembly of some of
the Party’s parliamentarians, the responsibility to accept Musso-
lini’s offers.

Some concessions were at least obtained from the latter,
and the press of the Populist Party was able to announce that the
new Government had not produced many changes in the electoral
system and in parliamentary representation. ’

The compromise was extended to the Social Democrats. At
one time it was thought that the reformist socialist Baldazi would
join the Cabinet. ussolini was clever enough to approach him
through one of his lieutenants, and after Baldazi had declared that
he would be very pleased fto occupy such a post, Mussolini
represented the whole affair as a personal demarche of one of his
friends, for which he would not take any responsibility. This is
how it came about that Baldazi did not enter the Cabinet.

If Mussolini had not accepled a representalive of the
reformist General Federation of Labor, it is princina'lv because
the Right elements in the Cabinet are opposed to it. But Mussolini
thinks that he must eventually have a representative of this
organization_ in his “great National Coalition” now that he has
become independant of all revolutionary political parties.

We can see in those events a compromise between the
{raditional »olitical cliques and various sections of the ruling
class, landed proprietors, financial and industrial capitalists, who
are rallying to the new State regime, which has been established
by the Fascisti, and assured of the support of the petty
bourgeoisie.

We believe that Fascism is, to some exient, a method of
ensuring, by every resource at the disposal of the ruling class,
their maintenance of power, even by the utilization of the lessons
of the first Proletarian revolution,—the Russian Revolution. When
there is a crisis in the economic structure, the State is not
sufficient to preserve the power of the master class. There must
also be a uniled party, a unit of counter-revolutionary organization.
The Fascist Party is, in relation t8sthe bourgeoisie, somewhat like
the Russian Commumnist Party in ifs relation to the proletariat—
an organ of the direction and control of the State machine, solidly
organized and disciplined. The Fascist Parly in Italy has placed
its political agents in ever{1 important branch of the State. It
is the bourgeois organ for the control of the Stale during the period
of capitalist decadence. This is, from my point of view, a
sufficient historical interpretation of Fascism and the recent
happenings in Ialy.

The first measures for the new government demonstrate
that it is not going to change the bases of lfalian traditional
institutions.

Naturally, I do not say that the present situation is a
favourable situation for the proletarian and socialist movement,
when [ predict that Fascism will be liberal and democratic.
Democratic governments have never given the working class
anything but proclamations and promises. For example the
Mussolini Government has assured us that it will respect the
libertv of the press, but it hag been careful to add that the press
must deserve this liberty. But what does this mean? It means

Fascisti  occupied 1m-
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that, while declaring itself for the liberty of the press, the govern-
ment will permit the militarist Fasdst_, Qrganization . to procéed
against the Commynist papers, when it is convenient- for it to
sippress them, as has already been done. One must siate that
the Fascist governmeat- makes same concessions to cerfain
bourgeois liberals; and even if we capnot have much confidence
w1 Mussolini's dssurances that he will transform his militarist
organization inio an athletic association, or something of ihat sort,
we have not heard of dozens of Fascisti being arrested because
of thewr refusal to obey the demobilization order issued by
Mussolini

What has been the effect of these events upon the pro-
le.ariat? The lat'cr has been recently in such a position that it has
net been able to play such an important part in the struggle but
has been compelled to remain almost passive,

So far as the Commumist Party is concerned, it has al-
ways well understood that the victory of Fascism ieans the
deieat of the revolutionary mavement. We are now cenfronted
with the question: have the tactics of the Communist Party been
guch as are capable of realising the maximum resuls
in the defence of the Italian proletariat. For we have never
hidden the Party’s impotence to asswme an actual offensive
against Fascist reaction. If, instead of n comgromisc beiween the
bourgeoisie and ihe Fascisti, a military canflict or civil war had
resulied, the proletariat might have bcen able to play a certain
role, reconsiructing a united front for the general strike, and
thus it might have been: victorious. But in the present situation,
the proletariat has hardly participated in the melee. If the im-
portance of recenl events i1s very great, one must at the same
time realize that the change in the political scene has been less
sudden tha) one would judge; there having been a daily accu-
mulation of events leading up to the fiial coup of the Fascisti.

['he only example of the struggle against the power of the
State and the Fascisti was the battle at Cremona, in which there
were six killed. The workers onty fought in Rome. The revo-
lutionary working class forces hurled themselves against the
I'ascisti; many were wounded. The following day the Royal
Guard iuvaded the working class T‘mrters and deprived them
of all means of defence, permitting the Fascisti to fallow and -to
shoot down the workers mn cold blood. This is a most striking
episode of this struggle.

the General Federation of Lakor disarnied the Communist
Party byy lproposin ‘a general sirike and b g'm% the proletariat
not to follow the dangerous path indicated by the revolutionary
group. At a moment when our press was prevented from appea-
ring, they even published the news {hat-the Communist Partv
was on the point of dissolving.

‘[he most striking incident concerning our Party in Rome,
was the invasion by the Fascisti ot the edilorial offices of the
»Communista®. On the 31st of Oclober, while the city was occ-
pied hy 100,000 Fascisti, the printing plant was entered by a
band of Fascisti just when the paper was to come out. \&ith
the exception of comrade Toghatti, our editor in chief, all the
stafi were able to evade the Eascisti by emergency exits, Com-
rade Togliatti was .in his office when the Fascisti enfered. Our
comiade’s attitude was truly heroic. Boldly he declared that he
was the chief editor of the "Comunista”., He was steod u
against the wall to be shot, while the Fascisti were holding hacE
the crowd fo proceed with the execution, and our comrade was
only able to escape from them because the Fascisti, who were
mformed that the other editors were escaping over the roofs,
started in their pursuit. This did not prevent our comrade from
speaking {o a meeting in Turin for the anniversary of the
Russian Revolution a few days later. '

_ But this example of which | wished to inform you, is
uite isolated. The organization of our party is in good condi-
fion. I the publication of the ,Comimunista® is suspended it
is nol because the printers refuse to publish it. We have publis-
hed 1t illegally in another printing plant. The difficulties in
fublishing it were not of a technical nafure, but economic.

They seized the building of the "Ordine Nuovo” in Turin
and confiscated the arms which had been kept on the premises
for its defence. But we are publishing the paper elsewhere,

In Trieste the police also took poescssion of the rinting
plant of our paper, but we are still publishing it illegally. The
possibilities of legal work still exist for our Party and our situ-
ation is not very fragic. But it is hard to foresee fufure develop-
ments and it is for this reason that I must make certain reserya-
tions with regard fo the future situation of our party and the
progress of our work.

The comrade who has just arrived is a working man in
charge of an imporlant local organization of our -party, and. he
expresscs the interesting opinion, which is shared b nu;ny mili-
tanfs, that one can work better now than eviously, I do not
regard this as an established faet. But the eomrade who has

—_—

said- this is a militant working among the masses is s
-met h;ghWCight. Pk '4 '.‘g g .‘., “d his State.
) ave already told you ‘that the oppesition press
lished flie false news of theydissoluticm' of sgmrly.-p S: M‘\“
confradicted this. - Our central- political organ, -our ilegal un],c
tary “centre, our trade union centre, -are working at fu?l speed,
and connectiouns with the country distriets have been almos, ‘“,n,'
pletely rcestablished. We shall perhaps suffer an organizaiioy;|
crisis. But our camrades in Italy did not for a single mujjey,
lose their heads, and they are now making all necessary arr.jy..
ments  The “Avanti” was almost-destroyed by the Fascisi, fnd
it took several days to secure the republication ‘of the paper. |y,
official headquariers of the Socialist Party in Rome werc .‘.};L,
pletely destroyed by fire. With regard to, the attitude o the
Maximalist Parly and with regard {o the argument betwee, .
Communist Party aud. the General Federaion of Labor, we have

uo statement to make.

As far as the reformists are concerned, it is obvious. |,
the language of their publications, that they will ally themisclys
wiih the new government.

Regarding the trade union question, comrade Ranni.
our trade union committee thinks ﬂlat this work will be ahl.
con.inue

_ This is the latest information which has come to us, .ud
w.°h dates up to the oth of November. =~ ,

I shall not touch upon the question .of the attiude
of our party during the wholeperiod of the developien
of Fascism, while reserving my right o do so at s
other slage in the Congress. With regard {0 the prosjecs
of the fulure, we believe that Fasciam will have fo coun
with the discontent provoked by, its governmental policies.

At the same time we realize that, when one has bes s
the State, the control of a military organization it is easic: '
triumph over manifesations of discontent and unfavourable ..
nomic conditions, .

In the case of the dictatorship of the proletariat, the atoyve
lias been true in a much broader sense, because the historial
development is in our favour. TFhe Fascisti are very well org.i.
zed and have a certain measure of solidarity. Under thesc cir-
cumctances one may conclude that the situation of the Fas sy
Governnent is by no means insecure.

You have noted that I have not exaggerated the conditious
under -which our Party has been fighting. This is no place to
be sentimental.

. The Italian Communist Party has commitfed certain errrs
which we are entitled to criticise; "but 1 belicve that the attiiude
of our comrades at present is proof that we have really woihed
towards the orﬁamzation of a revolutionary party of the prole.
}:lnr;at which will form the base of working class revolution

aly. .

‘Although one may consider certain steps which they have
taken as being incorrect, the Italian communists are well entitled
to feel that they have done nothing with which to reprouach
themselves before the revolutionary movement and the Com-
munist International.

Smeral:
{Czecho-Slovakia.)

. Comrades, in my opinion, we are now entering in Czecho-
Slovakia upon a period which will lead shortly to a form uf
government akin in character {o the International fascist move-
ment. At present we are in Czecho-Slovakia in the midst of .n
economic amd political’ crisis. This crisis’ is so acute as
affect the very roots of the bourgeois state, leaving no other wuy
out than an attempt on the part of the bourgeoisie to infrodu e
fascist methods inio the government apparatus.

I will endeavour to characterize briefly both the politic.l
and the economic crisis, and to give an idea of our tactics and
pohclv in this connection.

As to the economic crisis, 1 have already outlined 13
characteristic features at the session of the Enlarged Executie
last summer. The State is over industrialized, It has the indu>-
trial machinery, the ah)paratus and the labor power for the
.sug)ply of 60 to 70 million consumers. It has only 14 million
inhabitants. Owing to the dismemberment of Central and Easfern
Europe, the depreciation of the German mark and the political
and technical comsmercial preponderance of the great Allied
States, it has no opportunity for export. This is the crux of the
economic crisis. Already last summer I stated here in my reporf
that the capitalist offensive which must arise out of this crisis
is bound to result in the Czecho-Slovakian ‘bourgeéoisie ¢arrying
out its well laid plan to reduce the wages of the workers throu-
ghout the States by 50%. Such was the positiont last summer in

connection with the capitalist offensive, - Since then. four months
have elapsed and ‘we now have an enfirely newstate of things
[
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confronti lT’ It is no.-more a,guqstiqn of reducing wages.
The o-Slovak capitalists are determined to do away with
a2 large part of the industry. Three, months ago we wiinessed
the Eimomenon of a rapid upward movement in the value of
the Czecho-Slovakian krone.. In Zurich the value of the Czech
krone rose- from 8—9 to 18—20 centimes. This was due to an
artifical manipulation by the Czecho-Slovakian Banks. Now,
what was the aim of this artificial rise of the Czecho-Slevakian
rate of Exchange? The aim was to make export absolutely
impossible. -In the conference held by the Czecho-Slovakian
Chambers of Commerce and banks it openly stated that the
(zecho-Slovakian government wat deliberately encouraging the
artificial rise of the exchange rate, in order to make it impossible
for the entire small and middle indusiry to carry on their
production and export.

All small factories were to be destroyed. They were not
only to be closed for the transition period, but were to be
definitely excluded ,from the complex of the Czecho-Slovakian
State. 4his is a similar method to that used by the American
planters during the periodical crises in the pre-war peciod.- This
method consisted in destroying, dy(jn% periods oI too abundant
harvesis, a_past-of -the-cr ?be it coifee or corn), in order to
keep up prices. It is a further development of the tactics
practiced by the Border states, which are artificially preventing
the growth of industry, so as to have no proletariat. We have
in Czecho-Slovakia a situation in which the industrialists
together with the capitalist political organizations not only shut
down temporarily but are positively destroying their well
equipped industrical undertakings, in order to gain a breathing
spell. This is a very serious economic crisis through which the
Czecho-Slovakian State is passing. ] wish to draw your attention
to the fact that there are symptoms that this reduction of industry
may ease the present intolerable situation, but not for long.
The factories are destroyed, but the population remains. The
workers who were concentrated in the industrial districts will
remain even after the factories have disappeared. It can be easily
imagined what the temper of these workers will be; this des-
truction of the industriegs is being carried out as a Flan of
restoring the inner equilibrium of the national State. rom a
nationalist point of view this is equivalent to a lost war resulting
in the loss of territory. 1 venture {o say that this is even worse.
1f Czecho-Slovakia were to lose one third of its territory, it would
also lose the population living in this territory. If however,
Czecho-Slovakia does not decrease horizontally, but vertieally, in
its industrial construction, it will lose the factories and with
them the ibility of feeding the population, while the population
itself will remain. Under such circumstances the government
crisis will get beyond solution.

Then, there is the political crisis. The peculiarity of the
structure of the Czecho-Slovakian State consists in the fact that a
third of the population (the State is composed of Czechs, Slovaks,
(iermans, Poles, Hungarians and Ukrainians) is in opposition
o the government on principle. All parliamentary authorities
must be based upon the Czecho-Slovak two thirds majority of the
population, In this porfion of the podpulation, the Communists
forming a mass party must be included. Since the inaugura-
tion of the Communist Par!ly no_political elections have taken
place in Czecho-Slovakia. he Communal elections (the first
political elections since the establishment of our Party) were to
take place this spring according to the law but they were post-
pone(F for a year on the strength of a new law which was
passed for fear of a Comumuanist victory.

It will be difficult to postpone the elections for another
year, and this election will probably furnish statistical proof
of the fact that the Czecho-Slovak bourgeois social democratic
parly no longer exists. The new born bourgeois nationalist
State: wil be in a position in which bourgeois parliamentfarism
will not be of mucﬁ use to it. The crisis of bourgeois democ-
racy is so serious that it is putting, just as the industrial crisis
does, the very existence of the State in its bourgeois form into
jeopardy.

Comrades, there is still another point to be considered in
this connection. At the parting of the ways, before the economic
and parliamentary crises resolve themselves in the formation
of a new type of government, we shall have to pass through a
long phase of national strifé. The impression is being created
among the wide strata of the non-communist population that
national independence is in peril, It is'quite possible that the
irredentist nationalists among the German and Hungarian ‘bour-
geoisie and petty bourgeoisie, will want to take advantage of this
siluation. is' propability is making matters more complicated
as far as’ the .temper and the consciousness of the magses are
concerned. Under 'C:&ita'liét government the small- nations are
either hammer or anvil. “Such

a Wiy”e_-of,u,a',tiena'liam_.mgy have
n inflyerice ‘over fhie masses which the ‘bourgeois world” might

use in the interests of their -fascist aims and against the class
struggle of the working class. Thus we have three imporiant
phenomena before us: an immediate. economic crisis, a crisis of
parliamentary government which is undermining the foundations
of the state owing to the impossibility of a arliamentary- solu-
tion, and the panicky fear in national circles with regard to
national independence. The Communisis are blamed for ali
this. The Czecho-Slovakian bourgeoisie has already used up
its best forces in the government of the couniry. When Masaryk,
Benes, and Sochla are played out, the Czech bourgcoisie will have
no one authoritive emough to replace them. There will be no

other way out for the government than to throw over “the -

c!enloqahc form, and to say that \he maintainence of the national
State is the paramount necessity. The ideology will in my

opinion, lead in the near future to"the formation of a governmept .

which will not rest on the parliamentary institutions, bat on the
white guard organizations, the Sokgl;,;ﬁe-%ibcf'iéns, Legionaires
and other organizations of #Hrs” Kind which already exist within
the working masses and enjoy a great deal of popularity among
the non-communist portions of the population.

Comrades, considering that our entire party views the
situation in the light which I have just put before you, surely
no one will imagine that we are so aoo!is and so dense as not
to take account of the weakening of the class struggle and of
the methods of this struggle. Under such circumstances is there
anyone who will imagine that a tendency might arise in Czecho-
Slovakia which would be inclined to copy blindly the Furopean
forms of Communism? Such a thing is not IilZely to happen,
and is not at all true. We are fully aware that in this very
complicated situation, the Communist Party must expect to be
the object of fierce attacks. Our Young Communist Leagues
have allread been forced underground. In the New Year the
present par{iamenlary majorily will probably want fo put on
the statute books a Defense of the Republic Acl. The bourgeois
counter-revolutionary organizations, the Sokols, the legionaries
and others are subsidised by the State and systematically en-
couraged in the Press. '1iie legal centres of the bourgeois counter
revolution are wide awake and are prepared to create a hostile
atmosphere against us by means of national watchwerds and
lies. We must take council here about the ways and means
to ward off this peril. I shall not deal here with the recent
hases of the siruggle. Everyone knows what these phases are:
Pife and death struggle for the prolearian dictatorship. It is a

uestion of what our attitude is to be during the first phase.
uring that phase our factics and watchwords must be such
as to draw away the masses from the counter-revolution and
to bring them over fo our side. The greater our influence over
the masses, the better we will be able to paralyse the. counter-
revolutionary attacks. We shall have to choose suitable slogans
and watchwords when discussing the question of tactics.

If we advance during the first period, partial watchwords
suitable to the development of events, which we ourselves do not
look upon as a doggga and as something final, we must neverthe-
less present them ifi such a way as to make the masses realise
that they are our watchwords, even though they be for us a
manoeuvre and a means to bring the masses into motion leadin
them forward in the process of application. When in Marc
and April of 1917 Lenin came forward with the demand for
socialization of banks and of big industrial organizations, of
the abolition of commercial secrets and of the organization
of the consumers, he did not tell Kerensky and the world that
it was a swindle and a lie and only a matter and manoeuvre
as far as we were concerned.

On the contrary, he said: “we will fight for these slogans
which we hold as being within reach of possibilities at present”.
Because the watchwords were brought before the masses in this
form, they carried them away and leds them info the stuggle.
During tﬁe subsequent phases they learned from their own
expericnces that one must go beyond these watchwords. As
to the tactics of the gathering of forces, 1 venture to say
- that we must be still more cunning and circumspect about thent
because our bourgeoisie has carefully studied the Russian
Bolshevist tactics before the  assumption of power. It knows
the dialectical side of our tactics. It knows that the watch-
word which we considered excellent yesterday, can be totally
unsuitable today, and vice versa. For this reason we mus!
know how to manoceuvre. However, in order to be able fo
manoeuvre, the party must be consolidated from within; con-
fidence, authority, and discipline must reign within it, for without
themr we will not be able to cope with ‘the bourgeoisie.

We will be reduced to mere dogmatic declamations, and will
make the defeat of the bourgeoisie more difficult, if we allow
ourselves to be- influenced-by the -fear of being defeated by a
comrade in'a factional strife. Freedom and elasticity of tactic$

in' the  various phases ' of ~dévelopment - of events i “ab% -
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solutely mnecessary. 1f the leaders of the Communist party
do no¥ have they coniidence of the International, the general
staff of our revolutionaa struggle, we can safely uzf that such
leaders must be removed. However, if the leaders of the party
have the confidence of the International, this partv is entitled
1o manoeuvre, without any interferance and mistrust on the part
of the International, so as to be able to bring the masses over
o our side. My time is too short to deal in greater detail
with the tactics of the transition period in Czecho-Slovakia.
} want merely to state that the workers government is not a
dogma for us during the present stage, and not a definite
sooﬁnion of all evils, %ut a watchword by means of which we
want to mobilize the masses. We want to enlist the sympathies
of the nationalist socialist workers who might play a very im-
portant role under an Orgesch or Frascist government.

. By means of this watchword we wish to draw away as
much as possible all the proletarian elements Irom coalition
with the bourgeoisie and from the influence of the Pacifist
circles. Moreover, we want to make use of these watchwords
for the establishment of independent proletarian class organs,
and in order 1o penetrate into the army. For £ropag‘anda_ in the
army alongside of our endeavour to_bring the proletarians to
our side, is the second barricade which we must erect agaimst
the 2dvance of the Fascist movement.

Puliman:

(America)

Comrades. 1he imperialist war has disturbed the normal
equilibrium and the imter-dependence -of the mnational sections,
o? world capitalist economy. America, the least affected by the
war went through similar experience, The Capitalist class of
America, powerful and.conscious, took advantage of the industrial
depression and launched a violent attack upon the workers’
organizations which succeeded during the war in. strenghtening
considerably their position. Under pretext of the restriction
of war orders a general curtailment of industry took plage.
The shutting down of faclories created am immense army of
unemployed, at one time exceeding six millions. : For the purpose
of dealing a death blow to organized labor,” a manufacturers
association was organized with a-capita] of over fifteen ‘million
dollars. The attack started under “Open Sh slogan and
the maintenance of the socalled ‘‘rights” of the workers unrestric-
tedly. ’

Unorganized labor was the first victim. The shops where
the unorganized workers were employed were the first to close.
When they reo&med only a fraction of the formerly employed
were taken back and at reduced wages. In some cases the
reduction exceeded 60%. The next to feel the shock of the attack
were the insufficiently organized craits, and finally the atfack
was turned against the strong unions.

As a result.of the italist - offensive, the working class

My finds its-ecenontic -basis shattered and its ranks disrupted, i
During this period there was a considerable decrease im the

s t0

- the .werkers ‘interests, improvements ed by the
workers during the war hamem umed y the union |
Samuel Gompers, |

number of organized workers. The American Federation of
Labor alone has lost over one million. The working day has
been lengthened, wages reduced, shop conditions made much
worse, seniority and promotion rights taken away.

In the metal trades the number of organized workers has
been reduced from 800,000 to 275,000. Wages have been cut from
25% to 40% and the working day increased from 8 hours to 9
and 10 hours.

it the steel industry, which at the time of the last strike
bad over 350,000 organized workers is now practically withont
any organization. Here wages have been reduced from 22%
to 40%; the steel barons persisted in maintaining the 12-hour
day, and a 24 hour day during the change of shifis.

In the packipg industry, not over 10,000 remained of the
200,000 formerly organised. Here wages were reduced from
25% 10 35% and the 8 hour work day was increased to 10 hours.

In .the needle trades industry the number of organized
workers decreased about 80,000. Wages were reduced from 15%
to 25%. -

In the oil fields and metal mining industry there is practically
no organization, and whife terror reigns supreme.

In the automobile industrie the labour force has been
reduced in Ppropor!ion to the increased efficiency of the aining
workers. For instance, the Willis Overland Company previously

employed 14,000 men producing 550 cars per day, lafer the force
had been reduced to 7,000 men who produced 500 cars. This
year over 650,000 miners were on sirike for a period of five
A temporary agreememt reachéd with the operators

months,

——

phovides for the continuatian of 41 conditiond till March 193
us the sacrifices and heroism of ‘the workers acconiplished po
fangible results although they partially succeeded in thecking fhe
capitalist offensive. ‘ P AR

The railroad strike was also defeated due 4o the interfereqce
of the government as well as the. treachery of usion' eaucracy
The railroad men were forced o accept wage reductions of oyer
15%. In the beginning of. the strike the govemnment remained
passive, and apparently neuiral but as the workers’ resistace
gLreew stronger, .the government openly came to the .support of
the railroad magnates. As u rule in all industrial contilicts the
Government rushes to-the assistance of the capifalists by throw.
ing on their side the entire force of the.judiciary and military
machine. This was ially exemplified in the Coronady
decision of the Supreme Court, announcing that the upiong were
responsible for damages caused by, sfrikes. The most striking
instance of Government interference was. provided in  West
Virginia where gocernment troops guelled the strike. In‘Herrin,
11, the persecution was financed and instigated by the Illinoig
Chamber of Commerce.

In the railroad strike ‘the attorney : Emenl:‘ Douﬁ'herty
obtained am injunction against the unions which Cﬁ:{: Y pa-
taining

ralysed and made ille,
the injuction Doaghcrty openly stated that the Government
would support the drive 'for the “Open Shop”.

Then, following on the -heels of the list offensive
came the rauds on the Communist Party and the Left Wing move.
meat in the-irade unions. The arrests and departations of the
active members of trade unions became.an ‘everyday occurence,
on a par with lynching, tar-and-feathering, and torture of
political prisoners. Constitutional rights are denied even to (he
yellow socialists. The labor boards and compulsory industrial
arbitration courts are used to crush the workers. In'many states
a state constabulary has been estabished which assist fhe
raislroad; steel and mining magnates to maintain the white terror.

About the Fascisti organisation in America: We ‘have the
American Legion which ‘was orgamised by a gruga“oi -officers
and ‘drew into its ranks a larde number of war veterans under
the pretext of gaining a few ecopomic demands such as pensiors;
bo;m and ﬁnc:ll i!r‘t?am’! for ‘fround:?e mqrs. The
ca s maip 80 2 la army of - priv. ive agen-
sies, .and facjory .guards. :‘:ecnt ‘orgamisation in  America
known as’ the. Ku-Klux-Klan plays an important role in the capi
talist offensive. 1t is especia kom in ‘the South, but it
extends its activities also in the North. It terrorizes the N
compelling them to do compulsory work at reduced ‘wages an
under legal guise assists plantation .owners in maintaiding a
practical system of elpeonu"l‘fe. At the time of the electiont
the .polls are ‘heavily g ed and Negroes prevented from
exercising their formal Tights.

i3 '1!% ZW' m‘ w 2 a7 Rm- : m‘ mﬂ‘ \‘
{ance but, .cn-the: mﬁa{k -became -passive and ﬂgp

+all strike activities. en

cherou

bureaucrats practically . withont a struggle. e
head of the American Federation of , at the present time
is aclive in establishing cordial relations and joint committees
with the American Legion while, on the other hand, Gompers
fought against the Communists and Left Wing elements in the
trade unions.

In the miners’ union the bureaucrats have betrayed th¢
nviners at a fime when the strike was all but won.

During the railway strike, E. F. Grable the head of th¢
International Brotherhood, of maintenance-of-way emFloyecs
and railroad shop labourers, held back his organisation of
400,000 men, notwithstanding the fact that an overwhelming
majorily of them had voied to join the strike. It is due fo this
treachery that the defeat of the railroad union may be largely
attributed.

In the political field, the union bureaucrats while ee;v_iu%
as {ools in the ruling capitalist parties, orpose the polifica
actions of the workers and the formation ol a bonafide Labor
Party. Great handicap lies in the defective form of labor
organizations which permits the capitalists to lead their attack
against the workers and prevent their consolidation.

The Parly has reacted against s:e capitalist offensive
and tried to do its best notwithstanding the fact that within the
Communist Party during the last year internal friction exisfed.
It made a number of attempts {o rally the workers against the
capitalist offensive. Several efforis have been made io organrze
the unemployed; due to this fact however, that at that time thé
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party did not bave copnections with the trade unions our efforts
were not successful as ective conditions warranted. The

Party concentrated its atfention on the peneiration of the trade
gpions and took an acfive part in the formation of the Left Wing
movement. Under guidance of the Party, a Left. Wing
poveent has. been organized. in the trade unions wuich has
gained a strong. influence. For the purpose of establishing close
contact with the workers and developing a str::g mass organi-
zation a legal political parly was organized and whenever the
workers were engaged in a struggle the party attempted to
apply the United Front tactic.

American capifalism having reached the highest state of
its development. having created the most efficient system of
roduction has been forced to find an outlet in two directions: —
rirst. the emigration of finance—capital to the industrial backward
tountries, and secondly, the expansion of foreign markets.
American capifalism has thus become involved in a desperate
competitive struggle with European capitalism. American capi-
talists will thus bring to bear an additional pressure upon the
working class of America. However, in future, the struggle of
workers particularly in the mefal trade struggle and the mining

industry, will change its isolated character. The achieveme
coordinated and jgfnt. action of Ameri and Euro mﬁnte::
and metal workers will enable the workers to take the offensive.
The present moment finds the workers deeply. dissatisfied. Never
before has the government so clearly exposed its class chara- ¢
to the workers, And we may e the industrial conflict that
will break out in the immediate future will assume a more revolu-
tionary and political character.

) The party must be ready for this struggle, it must develo
its membership, it must win lh{e confidence o gt& masses by con‘:
solidating an (_!evglopt:f the gtrengih of the workers in their
struggle for their immediate dcman(fa.

The Party must intensify the activity of its members in the
trade unions and take an active par{ in the daily stru gles, ia
their fight against the union bureaucracy and prepare %hem for
political action. The party should establish its nucleus in ev
plant, mine uné workshop and atiracting into its ranks
militant elements gain the leadership of the revolutionary
struggles.

These we believe are the most important tasks facing the
Communist Party in America.

The Tasks of the Communists

- in the Trade Unions
(By Comrade Lozovsky)

The Communist International, having determined to wage
a decisive and bitler struggle againet. all shades of reformism,
could not fromn the very beginning of the struggle but come into
conflict -with, the most imporfant bulwark of reformism, — the
Modera Trade Unions. Hence in its first declarations the Com-
wunist  International: defined ifs aliilude lowards the reformist
unions and {o the Internatiodal Labor movement. Second
.~ egs.of the Comintern outlined the policy of the Communists
in the Trade Usmion movement, repudiating the ,split and smash
{he unions“ theory which was bred by mmpatience and nuscon-
ception of the fundamental tasks of the Commnunist. policy.

The Third Congress again dealt wiith the Trade Union
gl:testiou. This is not surprising, for the Trade Unions had become
e last refuge. of the world bourgeoisie and the chiet foundation
nm.whidn capitalist rule is resting, In ils exhaustive theses the
(Third Congress of the Comintern discussed the most vital ques-
tions of world’s Trade Umion movement and especially
emphasized -the pecessity of making the most of the struggle
_algainst the reformis(s, conducted for the purpose of capturing

tade Unions. Finally, the last meefing of the enlarged Executive
Committee of the Comintern found. it necessary to sharply con-
demn the tendency prevailing in some Commumist circles to liqui-
date the Profintern. It was quite' clear that thig liguidation
fendency, though often based on very high motives, was in reality
a result of weakness and inability to rally the forces for the
struggle against reformism.

The Fourth Congress must make a further step forward.
The general principles for carrying on Communist work in the
Labor Unions have been formulated. The next task is to develop
the problems in a concrete form and emphasize once more the

uestions which have been brought to the front by the practical
International clasg-struggle. In order to present these questions
‘tn their px(éﬂer light, we must first of all study the circumsiances
under which the strugﬁ‘l:l of the Communisis for the revolu-
tionizing of the Labor Unions s proceeding at the present time.

A cursory glance at the International Trade Union move-
ment will show that it is experiencing a severe crisis. The crisis
s caused, on the one hand, by the powerful capitalist offensive,
and, on the other, by the bnnz:uptcy of the theory and practice
of the leading elements of the world Trade Union movement.
‘ activities of the capitalisis in their offensive took definite
8hape towards the end of 1920, and assumed a well-planned and
organized character, as a campaign directed fowards reducing
the cost of production under any circumstances, by cheapening
the Labor power. The bourgeoisi¢-hoped fo solve its post-war
Miffioulties by exerting pressure on the working class, The sharper

years has been setting up

the crisis developed, the more ferociously did the bourgeoisie
coniuct itg aggressive ign. The bourgegisie was delerarined
to continue fo obtain by all possible means the monsirous profits
to which it had become accustom:d during the war. The forms

‘of the offensive varied, assumring a different aspect in coumdries

having a high currency to that in countries with a low currency.
Taken as a whole, however, tLe atlack was centered on the eighi-
hour day; the scale of wa, was sysfematically reduced; and a
campaign was started against the very existence of the Umions.
(The ,open shop campaign in America.) In addition to the
purely econontic olfensive, the bourgeoisie during the last two
special organizalions for the
destruction of the labor unions. A classical illustration of the
new bonrgeois tactics is furmished by lialy where recently a
arushing blow was dealt to the enfire communist movement.
Italy has now the deplorable honor of taking the lead of all
»Civilized” coumiries as far as the smashing up and destruction
of Laber organizations is concerned. The enlire Fascisti move-
ment and analogous movemenis in other countrieg are neither
more nor less than preventative ocounter-revolution. The Italian
workers are forced to endure all the disadvanta~es and hardshing
of counter-revolution without reaping the benefits of revolution.

This universal capitalist offensive encountered an extremely weak
resistance on the world Labor Union movement. The Amster-
damers, who never missed an opporturily for boasting of their

eat victories over the capitalists, and of the great benefits which
ﬁ:e International Labor Bureau of the League of Nations will
bestow upon humanity, assumed from the lirst moment of the
offensive the policy of watchful waiting. Not once during this
pericd did they have the courage to take the initiative in a serious
struggle, at best making a few steps forward only under the
lash of the indigpation ol the working masses. A typical case in
point was the recent lockout in England, the miners’ strike in
America, the metal workers’ strike in l‘Jrance and a series of
strikes in Germany and liag. Everywhere the Amsterdamers
gay& a passive role, they always sirove {o bring the conilict

a speedy end and merely hampered the struggle ol the working
class by 'quaniziu_f end demoralizing its ranks. The failure
on the part of the Trade Unions to offer effective resistan
of the leaders 1o lead the massm? of the workers t;) battll;, catspec
deep disappointment broad masses of workers wi
thepresulhpl;? withdraiual,oi entire groups of workers from the
unions. The orowth of the trade umion movement during
19211922 was not oaly checked, but the membership was even
rapidly declining. H eds of thousands of workers are leaving
the unions which, due to this shrinking, become weak and unable
to resist the capitalist offensive. The General Confederation of
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el at the beginning of 1920 pumbering. above two
}f]iltionolitei:trl?)cmrg: has nov?elg ethegr with the United Confederation
only 600.000 members. In y the membershxf 9! the Tra,ge
Unlons - decreased from’ 2.000.600 {o 700.600. 'In ‘England bt e
trade unions. lost one million three hundred thousand mem re}s
and in {he United States the uwions fost nearly a rmlhor_ll and a half
members. A similar downward trend is observed ‘in Czecho-
Slovakia, Sweden, Norway, Holland, .Denmark, etc. Onlx in
Germany and Austria has the membership of the unions remained
approximately conslant. Ihis should not be aftributed to the
excessive revolufionary spirit of the leaders of ihe labor union
movement of these countries, but to the tragic condition of the
Austro-German prolefariat and to its greater susceptibily to
priyhemin ot finst s

Besiaes the numerical loss entailed by the unions, we
observe among them a general instabilily and lack of self
confidence. Ihe Amsterdamers, who during several years were
making the world resound with their declaraiions of the glorious
relorms which the International Labor Bureau was about to
bes.ow upon the suffering masses, now remain silent. The
glorious days have passed. They have even {hemselves lost faith
an the social creative force of their organizations. They continue
to participate in the International Labor Bureau at the League of
Nations for no other reason than the fact that they are chained
to it like galley-slaves, and they will share the fate of this in-all-
resyects-remarkable institution. They cannot renounce the co-
operation of classes, because all their actions are based upon this
principle. Moreover, this co-operdtion is growing closer every
day. because the rupture of elass co-operation between the unions
and the tourgeoisie would not only sound the death knell of the
bourgeoisie, gm also of the Amsterdamers.

While ihe leaders of the Amsterdam Iniernational were
reuarkably modest and extremely inactive in resisting the capi-
falist offensive, ihey Lecame extremely insolent, aggresive and
encigetic whenever the issue was to tight against the revolulionary
workers. 1he period between the 111 Conoress and the IV e
marked by an intense struggle of the Amsterdam leaders against
the revolutiorary wing of the labor movement. The Amsterdamers
are determmed never to be incthe minority: they prefer rather
to split 'the organizations than to turn into the hands of the
Ccenununists the leadership of the trade unions. Such is the slogan
of the Amsterdam International. This policy is the logical deduc-
t'on from the Amsiedam position: lor any other policy would
wake it difficult for them fo save (he capitalist system. In France
the Amsterdamers succeeded in splitting the trade union moveinent
an- there we now have two Confederations of Labor. No sooner
did the Communisis begin to threaten the fat jobs of the Czecho-
Slovakian Amsterdamers than the latter respeated the manoeuvre
o. their French colleagues and split_the entire trade union
movement of that country. In Spain the reformist General
Workers’ Union, split its largest miners’ organization as soon
as the communists and the syndicalisls secured a majority in it.
In Germany a systematic campaign of persecution against the
communrsis s conducted in the unions of the building trade, of
railwaymen and transport workers. The German method consists
in the expulsion of communists elecied ‘o any union office and
the rcfusa{ to recognize their elected candidates, thus cutling off the
revolutionaiy leaders from the revolutionary masses. I his line
of policy 1. adhercd to by the German Amsterdamers most
persistently and stubtornly 1n their untiring efforts o force the
est mihtant elements out of the trade unions.

wihe enemy is on the left. The ranks mast be purged 1o
keep strong* such is the cymcal declaraiion of the central
organ of the General Federation of lrade Uniong in CGrermany,
the | horrespondenz Blatt“, in an arficle entitled ,» Fhe Enemy
1s on the Lefi. |,Get out of the unions" such is the slogan
ol the Ansterdamers who draw from it practical deduciions. And
the siionger the communist menace, the clearer the revolutionary
cousziousiess of the masses, the clearer beconié the efforts of the
Amsiecanmers o split the un ons. Revolutionary unions are ol
no use o them.  They prefer catholic and yellow unions to the
revolut.ona.y unions. There is more than sufficient evidence to
€0, 0 owuic this fact. Thug ihe reformist Miners’ Union of
Gernany giadly concludes an agrcement with the Catholic Union
and he naonalist Polish Union, emphaticall refusing {0 have
any deiling . with the Union of Hand and érain Workers, on
the pretexi that its members are unorganized. This latfer union
ig a revoluuonary organization under the leadership of com-
nunisis. The honorable gentlimen of the Miners’ Union, however,
prefer Catholics to Communists.

The Amstedam affack n the trade unions is not limited
fo nationa! toundaries. The Amsterdam Iiernational at its last
Congress in Rome, at a conference held jointly with the repre-
senfatives of the Infernational Industrial Secretarials again adop-

—

ted a resolution to. the effect that ‘m_‘mqluﬁom_?ﬁ uRions 1y
have no place in the imerhational secrefariafs.: This jresoly o,
18 carried out with the ngutd.ny they. always. display \in fighting
the revolutionary unions. During the last year the Russian wnong
were either expelled or relusgg admission o “the Iternaiiong
Industrial Organizations of the followin -indusries:  Meyg
workers, Miners; Woodworkers, Buliders, Texfile workers, Agri.
cultural workeis, Post and Telegraph employees, Leather workers,
Transport workers, etc. The formal motive for ex;;luleion was that
these unions are conneeted with the Profintern through the \)).
Russian Central Council of Labor Unions. The real reason s
however, that they brought about a - revolution, that they ue
connected with the Soviel Gevernment, that they are pernic e
with the spirit of communism and consfitute the basis oi e
Soviet State and of the Dictatorship of the Proelariat. The lu:,.
national Secretariafs afliliated with- the Amsterdam Internatic |
would gladly admit ceunler-revolulionary uniops, .bwt for re..,.
lutionary unions the. doors are shut, for their . admission Hiay
sjoil the peaceful life and the digestion of the gentlemen of 1o
Secretariats, =

What does the attack on the revolutionary -unions siginfy.
It is essentiallv nothing else but a reflex of the Internalio:
capitalist offensive against the working -class. M is the rci.x
of the social batiles. waged belween the tourgeoisie and ihe
proletariat. The Amsterdam International, standing cn the oiher
side of the barricade, is bombarding the Iternational lair
movement with all the guns it has at present in its possessi .
The modern trade union leaders realise quite clearf;othaz the
labor movement, while it remaing united, is progressing slowl,
but surely, to the left, and that, as soon as the communis's capluce
the labor union movement, the fate not only of the bourgeois.e
but of reformism as well will be sealed. It is preeisely for tius
reason that they consciously apply the factic of splitting the
unions and expelling the revolufionary elements, Their aim s
to sirip the working class of all power, to render it incapalile
of capturing the state power, and fo disorganize and demoral e
it_so that it could not seize the nieans of producion and
distribution.  The Amserdam International is employing all
conceivable means and methods to save modern »Civilization®,

The Amsterdamerg do not stand alone in their strugle
against the communists; the anarchists are their allies. During
the last two years we saw the struggle of the anarchists against
commuuism becoming more and more acule. Ever since 1920
the hostile aititude of the anarchists assumed a virulent character,
not differing at all of late from that of the reformisis. It is {rue
their arguments are differe..t. In their atfack they are carrying
different banners, but the political meaning of their atiack is the
same. The anarchists are doing their uimost to hamper the work
of the communisis within the trade unions, vilifying this wo:k,
and even denying the comununists the right {o work in the trade
union movement. Such atlacks were within the last year coming
from the American Industrial Workers of the World (LwW.w.),
frem the Italian Syndicalist Union, from the Anarcho-Syndicalisis
and from several Syndicalist groups in France. All these
campaigns were carried on under the slogan of ,The strugygie
against politics putting up {he Trade ﬁon Idernational n
oppesition to.the Commumst. International and the Commumnist
Parties. It ¥s a well-known fact that polifics, the party and the
State are represented by the anarchisls in the of an
apocalyptic s, and 1t is all tlie same to them what kind of
politics, parties and Stale the question is about. In their
franscendental reasoning they lump all things together, having
become accus(omed to reason in terms of the etemaf and absolule.
Their aftitude is one of blunt and categorical denial of any kind
of J)oliiical action and of any relations whatever between the
trade unions and the Commumist Parties. Their abstract doctrin-s
go by the name of independencc, under which banner, thy
demoustraied last year against the Comintern and the Profinier .
I'he trade unions all (o themselves, and the Party all o itself—such
was the meaning of these demoustrations. In a number of
anarchist resolulions and manifestos this primitive idea wus
chewed over and over again, its pure and simple trade union
garb failing of course to make it eilher more clear or moie
rcvolutionary,

The anarchists did not rest content with a mere coutio-
versial struggle against the communis's. A number of things
occurred during the last year showing that the anarchists were
anxious to emulate Amsterdam. Some of ‘the anarchist organiza-
tions have begun to expel those of their members who sfand
for the Profintern and for the bond between both revolutionary
Indernationals. Such expulsions took place in the Halian Sydicalist
Un‘on. The Dulch syndicalisis are also threatening the coin-
munists with f{errible ishment, and their example is being
lollowed hy e anarcho-syndicalist groups of other countries.
All these altacks have for their purpose the severing of {he trade
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urion movement ‘from the political movement, the defaching of
the revolutionary trade unions from the Profintern and {he
eslablishing iof 2 aerara(e transmundane little International. It is
in this sense’that all the anarchist groups are ftrying to carry ont
fhe instructions of the International Anarchist Conference of
December 1921, which decided (o establish a new independent
aulonomous | revolutionary-syndicalist International. An aftempt
jo put this imo practice was made in June of the present year
when the initialors succeeded in bringing together the repre-
sentatives of a few organizations. To give a proper idea of the
pature of this new Imernational, it is sufficient (o say that the
German localists—those typical Tolstoyans and polifical vege-
farians—are playing a leadin~ part -in” it. What is the reason
joi (his increased virulence of the struggle against the Profintern
on the part of the anarchists? It is important to recall the fact
that the anarcho-syndicalist grouns even joined the Comintern in
the lirst periods after the October Revolution. The Spanish
Natonal Confederation of Labor, the Italian Syndicalist Union
ete., adhered to the Comintern. What is the explanation of the witl-
drawal of these groups not only from.the Comintern but even
from the Profiniern? The allacI{s of the anarchisls against the
Comintern, the Profintern and the Russian Revolution in general
find their explanation in the general state of the world labor
movement, and the anarchist attacks are a reflection of the attacks
of Internafional capitalism and of the Amsterdamers. It is a link
in the same chain. The anarchists, notwithstanding their revo-
Juiionary phraseolagy, have always been the bearers of petty
bourgeois ideas. nsequently, when the whole of bourgeois
society gathered its forces for the offensive on commumism, When
a uniledg front was crealed of all the resources of the bourgeois
Stte to combat the conmmunist peril, it was only natural that the
anarch:sts should occupy their proper place in this anti-conununist
front. The anarchists, i{ is true, frequently explained their at{acks
upon the Comintern and the Prosintern by the -attilude of Soviet
Russia toward their comrades and by their general opposition
o any Stale and any dictalorship. However, we are not infe-
rested in what the anarchists say, but in what they do. And
what they do is this: In {he most difficult period of the com-
munist movement, when the entire State apparatus and the
coercive power of international capitalism are launched against
it when the powerful apparatus of the old tarde unions is being
directed against communism and the communist movement, the
anarchists come forward with their anti-communist program and
with their fight for the would-be independence of the trade
union movement.  An anarcho-reformist front was established
which linked up with the bourgeois front. The anti-communist
liont is crowned by the anarchist petty bourgeois demagogy.
Thus the communist movement is obliged to carry on a struggle,

. ot oyly against capifalism, but also against reformism and

anarchism which have forimed a bloc against the communist peril.
As usual, anarchism showed itself to be the ally of reformism.
This ts not at all surprising, as they are the two sides of one
and the same nelty bourgeois medal.

Anarchists and revolutionary syndicalists are particulary
lond of emphasizing the neutrality of the trade unmions towards
the polifical parties. This they claim as a special merit and a
disanguishing feature of the revolutionary syndicalist movement.
At the same time they use the ferm independence instead of neu-
trality, but in substance it amounts to the same tiing. -

What is neutrality? Neutrality is a current within the
trade union movement which advocates the slogan of an identical
altitude fo all the political parties, or of complete and absolute
iicpendence of trade unionism from politics. It is a known
lact that politics is a ,béle noire“ to (he anarchists and anarcho
svificalists, while at the same time they confcund politics with
r:uiiamentarism and political activity, political struggle with par-
amentary elections and the game of elec(ioueering. leutrality is,
on the one hand, the cry os the exireme reformists and, on the
(.‘Ihcl‘I of the anmarchists and anarclo-syndicalists. One of the mast
prominent leaders of the American Labor movement, John Mitchell,
n his book ,Organized Labor*, lays stress wiih particular
tlearness on this neutrality and advances the idea that the present
sceial order is made up of three elements: Capital, Labor, and
the Public. It is hard to guess what this distinguished leader
undersiood by ,,Public Apparently it refers to those sooial-
"brmers with whom he ‘held counsel at various leagues and
associations for the purpose of talking about social legislation
ad the amelioration of the lot of the working class. The extent
of this gentleman’s independence and neutrality can be gauged
from the fact that after his death he left a legacy of net less than
hai a milkion dollars. All this money was earned by him as a

der of the American frade union movement! b

This neutrality is the worst form of bourgeois influence
over the ?roletarint and the ideological subordination of pro-
ketarian inferests fo the ruling classes. o :

, At bottom the theory of independence is built on the very
same principles.

It is true that the latter professes aims which are in
opposition to those of the neutralist politicians, Independence as
preached by anarchists and anarcho-syndicalists is a theory of the
exclusiveness of the trade union movement and of its hegemony
over all other forms of the labor movenient, denying to the politi-

cal parties not only \he right of leadership but even the very right
of existence. '

_ The ideology of independence  was mamifested with
particular clearness during the past year in the polemics of the
anarcho— syndicalists of aﬁ shades against the Profintern. The
French, MNalian, Dutch, Swedish and American syndicalists,
whose claims are in inverse ratio o their importance in the
labor movement, persistently put themselves in opposition
to the Conmmunist Parties, anJ declare that the irade unions alone
will make the revolution and rcap the fruits of its viclories. To
this theory the communists can give the answer: “ By all nie
Fo ahead and demonstrate by facts the correctness of your theory.”
n this period of serious siruggle we have a particular right (o
demand from the leaders of the Lakor movement not only
declarations, not only promises to bring about the revolution, but
the actual realization of these.promises. The best theory is the
one that is vindicated by facts. Our Communist theory has been
confirmed not only by l{ussian, but also by the other revolutions.
On the other hand the theory of the anarchists and syndicalisis has
obtained no such confirmation. On the contrary, anarchism, to the
extent that it manifested itself in practice during the Russian
Revolution, was essentially the expression of petty bourgeois anti-
prolelarian ideology. The Makhno movement was the militant
anarchism, demonstrating that anarchism in

1 ; h action is an
clmentary anti-proletarian petty bourgeois force.

It is for this reason that we treat the anti~ommunist theory
of independence not only with scepticism and mistrust, but also
consider this theory extremely harmful and highly dangerous to the
labor movement of the country where i gains power and
predominance. The division of politics and ecopomics into two
parallel independent parts is tfantamount to breaking up the
proletarian Labor movement into {wo. The Labor movement
may manifest itself in different forms according to the conditions
of time and place and the political environment and co-relation of
forces, making certain forms and methods of struggte more ac-
ceptable than others. But one thing is perfectly clear. The
moment we draw a line between the political and the economic
labor movement, especially when we opose one to the other, we
weaken the labor movement, tearing apart that which is
organically welded together in the very process of the struggle,
and by weakening the proletariat we reduce the ver possibility
of a successful fight against the splendidly organized and united
enemy of our class. '?he bourgeoisie does not indulge in such
theories, it does not seperate polilics from economics; it knows
well how to make use of everylhirﬁa which has been created by
the apparatus of the bourgeoisie. e power of State, lileralure,
scienze, art and the Church, the economimic organizations of the
employers -all these represent one solid block which is ever in
opposition to the Prulelarian struggle for emancipation from the
capitalist yoke. ‘' Politics”—says the program of the Russian
Communist Party-“is nothing "if not concentrated economics.”
I believe that this is the most brilliant and the most exact formula
of the relation tetween politics and economics. By politics, we
communists understand the movement of the worlz'ing class for
its emaucipation, the opposition of the working class o the eniire
bourgeois society. The activity which has for its purpose the
achievement of the goal, the esfablishing of regular relations bet-
ween the masses, is what we call politics Only people with limited
mentality can confuse political struggle with parliamentarianism,

* which is only oue of the many varieties of the political activity of

the prolctariat. In this opposition of politics and economics, in
veutrality, in the theary of independence, one can only see a desire
of the anarchists and anarcho-syndicalists to sow discord between
the Communist Party and the Trade-Unions, to wage a ﬁ'ght
against communism; because communism is not a fleshless spirit,
it cannot exist oufside of fime and space and a definite organi-
zation. It exists to the extent that it has physical embodiment. Of
course the working class as a whole is such an embodiment of the
Communist ideal, but the working masses, when they have
communist instincls, crystalize their communist consciousness
around a definite organization, and that is the Communist Party.
Therelore, the - opposition of trade unions to the Compmunist
Parties, {he desire to sow discord between them, under the guise
of independence, is directed, not only against the Party as such,

but also against communism, against the working class and against
the social revolution. ‘

. In their fight against “ politics ” the Anarcho-Syndicalisis
place syndicalism against communism. What is syndicalism?
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First of all, by syndicalism is
as a whole, i.ye. ):he totality of labor ugions in any given country.
Under such circumstances the opposition of syndicalism
communism loses its meaning, for {o the extent that trade unions
embrace the organized, th%: the same time embrace the Com-
munist section of the wor Therefore the opposition of the
trade unions to the communist party is tantamout to placing the
communist workers against themselves.

_om this it is evedent that syndicalism signifies something
else as well. In fact under syndicalism is conceived also a certain,
definite, ideological tendency within the labor movement, and
within _ the trade umions. The chstinguishing feature of the
ideological tendency is the fact that it is pre-eminently based
upon the trade unions. What then are the underlying characteristic
traits of syndicalism? Syndicalism, in the form in which it has
crystallized itself in the course of the last two decades, is the theory
of the priority of the trade union movement over the ather forms
of the lgbor movement, As we see, at its basis, syndicalism has an
anarchist, anti-Party, and anti-political tendency.

Syndicalism asserts that the working class creates its
vanguard in the form of trade unions and will realise its aims
through the trade unions.

Ip this connection it is extremely interesting fo note the

discussions carried on in Framce between the Syndicalists and
the Communists in connecion with the resolution adopted at the
Marseilles Congress of the Communist Party with reference {o the
trade union movement. The opinion cautiously expressed bg the
Marseills Congress to the effect that the Communist Party
is the vanguard of the proletariat, was sharply opposed by the
$yndicalists.
: Syndicalism as a tendency within the trade unions strives
to elaborate its own program, its own tactics, its own forms and
methods of siruggle and to weld the workl%omnsseq together in
their class action. This is also the aim of Communism,

Therefore it is evident, that, in the countries where there is
4 syndicalist movement, we have not the opposition of the trade
upions to the party (no matter how often syndicalists of various
shades reiterate this) but we have already the opposition of one

arty to amother, and the one party is called Communist—while
he other—Syndicalist.

Of course the Syndicalists will be hqgrified at the very idea
that they in fact represent a patty, for a party and in this respect
the syndicalists are the successors of the anarchists) is something
¢xtremely offensive from their point of view. This negative idea
of a party is created in these countires by corrupt parliamentary
morals and extreme elasticity of the conscience and backbone not
only of the bourgeois leaders in the West European countries but
also of so-called Socialist leaders of the movement.

On the basis of this relormist practice and parliameniary

’ idiocy, political action js confounded with electioneering. The
trouble of the syndicalists is that they fail to see the roots of their
own theory and therefore, for them, syndicalism is something that
rises organically out of the mass labor movement, while com-
munism is something foreign originating from “ suspicious
politicians ”” obviously dangerous fo the working class.

Syndicalism taken as an ideological fendency in its soundest
and most realistic form in many respects approaches communism,
inasmuch as it not only aime at the same goal of the overthrow
| of capitalism, elc., but also puts forward the same underlyin

methods of the dictatorship ol the proletariat. What then shoul

be the relations between the syndicalists and communists? First

of all , Syndicalism, as 1 have already stated, does not present
| a single movement-There are various tendencies in the syndicalist
? movement. There (in the syndicalist movement) wé have first of
| all anarcho-syndicalists, scarcely differing from the anarchists;
‘ then there are revolutionary syndicalists who have already succeeded
in drawing a certain line of demarkation between themselves and
anarchism, and finally we have syndicalist communists who closely
approach to communism. Syndicalism, therefore, does not present
itself as something final, as something cast into a definite form but
is a combination of a number of ideological tendencies which
' vacillate between anarchism and communism.
E Therefore, the problems of the Communists in those
i couniries where there is a revolutionary-syndicalist trade union
movement should be clear. /

The first fask of the Communists is to take the initiative in
uniting the left wing of the labor movement. Syndicalist-Com-
munist are nearest to us. Of all the modern types of syndicalism
these have really learned most from the war and the Russian
Revolution. They understand the significance of the dictatorship of
the proletariat and how necessary and inevitable it is during the
transition period. They regard question, not from the point
of view of abstract anarchist theory concerning the problems of

v,‘ o

) —
the revolution, but, from the point of view of actual experienc,
from the poist of view of men, who desire 10 leara from Lite iise

_. This element it typified by ﬂwgrom‘kn;o n: as the “ Woy,
kers’ Life ” in France, which may be ized as & group of
non-partisan communists. In its very natuve this is a communig
group. There are very many .members oi’tg;Communist party
in its ranks but it's practices extend beyond the parly lines. | herq

is however, nothing. ising in that, so Jar as France
concerned. The Comml.m’ Rarty: of France is not an Ql'mizalic:
that could command political authority for ail revolutionary won
kers of the couniry. The. party is Still in process of fomati
not yet uniform in its ideology, and mot syfticiently united ag
welded together fo be able o master the mass mavement of
France, notwithstanding the fact that objectively the ‘situatioy
is very faborable for a serious Communist Party. )

There is not the slightest doubt that Comwmunism an
S{ndical-ism present two very diverse theories, different ‘methods
ol approaching the problems. of the labor movement, and io tin
methods of solving the problems confroating 'the wo:kmg clasy

And, on all points on which there are serious diflerencey
with the representatives of syndicalism, . the:commmumnists should
carry on a firm ideological struggle: against all anli.communig
tendencies of syndicalism. - Conununists -can in na way folera
any doctrine or practice which leads to the tion of politica)

rties, nﬁc.) matter by wh;)m this theory is a%d aied or defended,

ence, the necessity of a: systematic. organized" campai
against all those amardhistic ideas and fendencies which
a r at the time in the labor movement. This; howeves,
should not in the least interfere with practical and cose coo
ation between the Communists and the Syudi in  theg
struggle not only against capital which is on the. offensive bdt'
also against reformism. How can we achieve this result? By
revolutionary activity only. Syndicalism is strouﬁ- and mort
aggressive inst commurism i the measure as Commumgt
Party is and pokitically helpless. ‘ - .

Wherever the Communist Party {akes the lead, in all eventy
in which it takes the initiative at the proper time, wherever it is
capable to discern the weakest spots of our class enemies and
1o strike at them in good time, there.the syndicalists, even if they
are sirong,—are compelled to follow the communisis’ lead, Bu
wihenever there is constant internal strife within the y, and
uncertainty as {o the quality of their commwmist convietions, ther:
is hesitation in taking the initiative, and normal. relations
between syndicalists communists cannot be established. For
the Communists, to justify their own lack of initiative and
iucapacily o master the labor movement, themselves begin i
advance the theory of independence, thus making a virtue d

necessity.

P’or Communists, the problem of the mutual relationship
between the trade unions and the iticdl party does not exisk
The aim of the communists is {o in a single eommunist spiri
and a single communist will into all working class tions.
Only when following a definite plan and systematically acconr

lishing this task can the Communist Party have any meaning

nly sucht a party is a real Communist Party, which in practio
as well as theory works for the conquest of the trade unions
Therefore at the Fourth Congress very little aifention: need by
raid to the theoretical aspects of this question; which has been seif
ed long ago. H, none.the less, we have fo discuss the question on
more, it is not in order fo establish any new principles, bit
in order to see how our good old principles are being: applied
And we must frankly say that they are being very badly applied
by many commmmists. . ,
To begin with, the mutual relationships between the partié
and the irade unions wil necessarily vary from ocountry 1
country. Although a theoretical unity has raeen secured by @
in this matter, it is perfectly clear that great differences arise i
the field of practice.
trade umions vary with the character of the workin

and social environment, with traditions, with the pa

communism, to permeate- them with the cqmmunisf spirit, a
{o induce them to adopt communist tactics—it does not mean !

we can realize our-aims all in a moment, and still less that w¢

can do it by using the same methods in different countries.
Consider Brifain, for insiance. Here we have a count

with a gigantic trade union mevement, old anti-political aw
15ist traditions, and with a very small Communist Parl
{ Asthtar p:( Bﬁ}:;nl hl:

to s of relationships between the a
peak sens of the word 1’9 almost
The tirade unions are hostile to the Parlf
a couniry, we must speak not of relationshipd

anti-soci
numberir(xf a couple ol
concérned,

trade unions,
meaningless.
In suc ]
between the Party and the trade umions in general, bul

thousand members.
in the full

The relations between the party and ib
g class

movement, with special circumstances, with the whol 'F}?“‘iz
al

socialis{ parties play in a given counry and so on. If we hawe
correcily set it as our aim to win over all the trade unions fo

-

>

:ﬂk?tﬁng its influence, gut i:.ﬂ‘:]:ence in the working

is: secured neither resolutio ©oertain successul
decisions of the Central I{xcuh Stk g =y

done by ocommumisis in their

aunirol of the activities of the League, for such tatk leads
fo a_mechanical control, or rather to an attempt at mechanical
interference in work which by its very mature, the party can
aeither carry on mnor accomplish.

‘I&d!.
-of-all cseate. a_stroagl

‘We umst-attract 4o “the -ranks of our organisation the larges

rumble ‘mumnber of ‘warkers from the various branches of the

&mmunist
third of the membership of the Amster. tra
if you try to stimate our forces there in point of organiza-
b
a wel i i

Petween ); M together, that there is no proper cohesion
and that the work of crystallising our goliﬁcal successes into a
Proper organisation is lagging behind.

Tapid growth of our poliical influence and the extremel
Process of making the spreading revolutionary ideas solid in an

dequate organisation is a very dangerous feaiure of the German
Wornkj fre

m
mﬁdgnt organisational centres 1o concentrafe the whole revo-

Tuany the most acut
h ‘all); cute phase of the
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relationships between the Party and that part of the revoluti
unio wfi?cb is growing n the soilp:?the developinhoglfsg
war. In this respect in edch country the practical problem is a
ditferent one. As far as Britain is concerned, we see clearly
fhat it would be disastrous if the Party were content to organise
its forces only within its little Party nuclei. The aim here must
be lo create a more numerous opposition trade umion movement.
Our aim must be that our Comunumist groups should act as a
point of crystallization d which the tion elements will
concentrate. ' The aim muist be to create, to' marshall, to imegrate
fhe opposition forces, ‘and the Communist Party will itself grow
concurrently with the growth of the opposition. There must
be established a relationship between the Party organization and
the opposition which by its very nature is heterogénous,—in such
s manner that the Cox ists could not be charged with striving
to mechanically dominate the entire opposition mevement. This
goal, i. e. the goal of winning the working masses for Gommunism
we must work for under these circumstances with the utmost care,
definiteness and staying power. ‘ |
The task in the United States is of much the same character.
Here we have a small Commnunist Parly and a fairly Jarge oppo-
sition trade ‘umion movement, its forces being orgamized in the
Trade Union ' Educational League. What is the task of the
communisis in the States? They must work withia the trade
union movement upon the platform of the Trade Union Educatio-
:a] League. What it the League’s program? Simply the program
f the RLL.U. Of course it is less rounded up, fess clear than
the ‘Fw;m of the Communist International. The ogram of
the Union Educational League of America is ofp;ome less
dear, less definite, less sga:.\hc than the program of the Com-
munist Party of America. But it cannot have this precise draracter
inasmuch as it aims at umiting all the opposition elements, Our
sk in America is {o_assemble the forces of the entire anti-
Gompers ‘opposition. The Parj{ must show the greatest per-
sistence in aiding in the work of the , seeing that within
a very ‘briel period .the League has been able 10-develop tremen-
dous energy in ils: orgamisatiomal work. Our {ask in America
fs torhelp the League 1o rally s forces o induce sympathisers
with communism ‘to give therr active support 10 the League, to
sirive .by: all dvailable means 1o assist it an the stngg‘le,qgtgnst
Gompersjsm, which i§ corrupting the American labour movement,
Of course the Party jras to consider the question of method in
ing class move-

ive Committee, but by the work
e labour isations.

respectiv orgamisa
We must, therefore, speak less or, if you will, not at all, about
s only

The problem .of comumunist influence in the trade unions
al matter of the Party. We. must

y welded aud a_serious political party.
t

bour “movement, we ‘must weld our own membership together

by inner discipline, then our influence in the trade umions will

ow, without stop. The influence of the Parly in the trade
lons is _directly .proportional {o its work among the masses,

fo ifs political resonance. The aim then, must be 10 make that
political influence solid by organisatiomal means. We have to
flomt out that our t:)rgamsatioml work in the trade unions is

ways lagging behind our political work.
; Germany offers a good example of thie. In Germany there
a very large comunumist movement, and in round figures the

rly exercises influence u approximately one
ge umions. But,

once find that this

huge mass is

these masses marching behind our banner
his contrast between the
slow

class movement. The result may be that at a given

oment of fierce political struggle the Parly may be lacking

oniary energy and fo lead it with the utmost efficiency.
Of course, in Germany, the problem of the relationships

H_'fWeeu the Par?' and the trade unions has assumed and assumes

rent forms irom.those of Britain and the United States. In
omty conoerns more

the relationships between the ly:r and the Upion of

Hand and Brain Workers. I is well

union was originally founded known ~ that this

orig h the initiative of the -
cll:s organisation. The Commumist Parly has subseiﬁgtla.
changed its tactics towards the trade unions. This union with {"
n;embcrshap of 150,000 workers is regarded all the tigne by man
of the trade union communiss of Germany as an obstacle to the
communist movement. There -seems to be a cerfain abstract
;up:)r:ladn to the practical question and a misunderstanding of
. thogan ?f the conquest of: the trade unions. ‘“‘If our tactics
it o?ﬁ of not splitting but conquering the unions, then if
o ‘st r}: the Union of Hand and rainK\Vorkers has no righ
thiexls —that is the way some communists are reasoning. gug
S reasoning is purely metaphysical. The Union does in fact
exist, and in the concrete circumstances now prevailing in Ger.
many, it will continue to exist for some years {o come. In as mucl;
z;? it exists, it naturally endeavours 1o increase its membership.
mo orlg‘samggz:“ j?;n th;exg,lqmumut bo&em(inuing to enroll new
embers, nion ma 1 '
last man, due to their natural death. $Retls membencito thq

. The Party must compel:its members to pursue a comumun;
policy. The entire controversy aneat this ‘g::stiou, the 133'1','&?3
dispute of the last few months, should have been conducted on
just this level. But instead of lasisting on the principle that th
members of the Communist Party must pursue a uuis?

licy, the question was prq ted as to tf: relationship’ of the

arty to the Union, and thereby the matter grew more com-
plicated, and involved. Fortunately, at the 'last cougress the
pooblem of the Union of Hand and Brain Workers was
more or less settled. The wrong approach to the subject is due
tt:eﬁ‘;eu::dt%nz lao‘wo.rk.:lz)xiljllxml'x:g within the old unions and to

way wi i 1zadi

i ;nyl cilrcums!a{:ces. of independent organizationg
) o ltaly the Trade Union movement and the political Par-
ties are clogely alied. The example of the Syndﬁ;!ist Unil:;;r
oves nothing, as this orgamisation has no influence upon -the
ur movement. The General Confederation of Labour and the
Communist Party vepresent the strongeést force in the 'labour
mevement. In reference to Ialy discussion on the infer-
relationship between .the Party and Trade Unions is unnessary

and pu(;})oseleas.

a peculiar character is, the problem of the relationshi
between the Party and the Trade Unions in France. Herehlvg:
have an old syndicalist union amd a young Communist Party
itself is just as keen in defending the autonomy and interest of
the Trade Union movement, as are the syndicalists themselves.
It is known that the French syndicalisis have atiacked with
particular vehemence the resolution adopted at the First Congress
of the R.LL.U. when an alliance was formed between the two
Internationals (the Comintern and fhe R.IL.U.) and a resolution
was adopted that in every country the revolutionary unions and
the Communist Parties shauld wark er in all attacks and
defensive 'acts. The most. remar is-that the resolution
was opposed not from the rasks of the syndicalists, but also
from these of the unist Party. Members of the C.P. in-
sisted with particular emphasis on the need for in
and autonomy, referring particularly to the traditions of the
French working class movement. 1 we are to talk about tradi-
tions, we must say that this tradition is a very bad one. It
flourished upon the opportunist soil of the French Socialist
Party, and it was natural and reasonable during that period.
When the Socialist Party was a reformist Party the independence
from the Socialist Parly meant independence from opportunism
and reformism. Every communisi must fight for' independence
of such a kind. But where we have to do with a Communist
Party, which ought to be free from the ailments of its socialist
predecessors, .this theory loses its significance. We have here
nothmq- at all to do with historical fradition.

he Amiens Charter was appropriate in 1906 when it
was necessary fo resist the opportunist party inflicted by Parlia-
mentary cretinism. Then it was in accordance with the demands
of the time. But when one attempts now to apply the Aniiens
rogram to all countries, when one attempis to make of it an
international program, ignoring the tremendous change wrought
by the Russian Revolution and the Communist International, then
one inevitably congeals in formulae, one does not see life and one
runs the risk of -spending one’s life in these formulae. In this
respect France is a country of wonders on independence from
their party and, jointly with syndicalists, they get the Ad-
ministrative Commission of the United Confederation of Labour
to adopt resolutions to the effect that the expulsion from the
quty of a leader of a labour union will be regarded as an un-
riendly act towards the United Confederation of Labour.
In France we have mall{v two Pagties—pot {wo Communist
Parties—the Party of the Left and the Parly of the Centre, but
two Parties of whiclr one is the French Communist Section of the
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Comintern while {he other is called the Syndicalist Rarty. We would show that i( i

conceal the real state of aHairs: the Syndicalists re-
:)lnl':::.gi?lparly, which does not call itself a party. Int e.Fr:tch,
Communist Party we find approximately four different tﬁn th—
cies; in the Syndicalist Party there are four or five such ten-
dencies. o o . o
" When we tell the Aparcho-Syndicalists that they are a
Party they become fiercely enraged and express the utmo_stksur-
prise. We, a Party? We should say not; we are only workers.
According to the notion of the syndicalists a political party con-
sists of elemen(s outside the working class, whereas their party
has grown organically within the organised labour body.

¢ .. 33
What distinguishes the French Commupist Party an
articular its attitude towards the Trade Union movement? For
Nlustration we shall cite a few insiances.

But first of all what is it that characterises the Commu-
nist Party in general? It is the fact tha every one of its mem-
bers recognises the necessity to work within the proletariat, ye};
cognises the necessity for an organic connection of the pariy wit
the working class and recognises the fact that the party- repre-
sents the vanguard of the labour movement. Let the syndicalists
think about it whatever they please, but o be in the party means
precisely to strive for this purpose and no other. .

On the eve of the Paris Congress of the French Commu-
nist Party a very inferesting debate arose on the theses presented
by Comrade Rosmer. .

Against {hese -theses -a-bloe was.ef{ected between some of
our -frier%ds" ai{iliated {o the (‘qn{mmmt- Interiiafional -and the
Anarcho-Syndicalists- who~ were also opposed te these theses.

-« WAnnevera blac is -effected between cammunists and people stand-

this must be recognised as a
symptom of-a disease which must be cured at all costs. Some
comrades, menmbers of the French Communist Party, were so
jrightened by these theses that when they were r’ejected b)"‘ the
central comniliee of (he Party, the “Internationale’ wrote: “The
Central Committec saved the party, for the theses contained some
very dangerous things». . ‘

After {he Congress the “Bulletin Communist” published
an arficle by Comrade Sufiff, administrative secretary of the
Party, who relales the hisiory of these theses in wor whth
deserve (o be reproduced here:

“Ihe Lelt presented to the Central Committee a_resolution
which offers an eufirely unacceptable Trade Union pollcg. This
resolution stales thaf t{ne Communist Party holds that the parly
expresses more exactly the aspirations of the .wo,fkmg class and
is the most capable of achieving its emancipation™.

A communist, who is the administrative secrefary of the
French Communist f’ar.y, is protesting against a resolution affir-
ming that the Communist Party expresses best the aspirations of
the working class. Syndicalisis may protest it as their right. We
may argue with them, but we are entirely at a loss to comprehend
the profest of the Communist Party, and still more, of its seere-
tary. If the part{l does not express the aspirations of the work-
ing class then what are its purposes? Is it to be engaged in
parliamentarism and in writing pewspaper aclicles? The Co-
mintern understands the lasks of the parly quite differently.

Every member of the Party should be deeply convinced
that his parly expresses betler than any other the aspirations
of the working class. Without this conviction we shall never be
able to do anything and will be all the time compelled {o remain
passive. A party which is lacking such a deep conviction is not
a Communist Party. And when even the secrefary of the party is
scared by such an idea, it shows clearly {hat the party is af
slicted with disease.

Sutiff writes further: “Especially important is the fact that
the theses propose to organise within the United General Gon-
federation of Labour something in the nature of a_Communist
General Confederation of Labour”. This is untrue. This resolu-
tion states that the Communists should unite not only on . the
territorial basis, i. e. by sections and districts, but also by
federations, etc.

There are such members of the French Communist Parly
who, as soon as they begin to work in the trade unions, leave
their membership cards outside the hal. When they join a trade
union, they forget that they are communists. Being communists
at parly’ meefings, they reserve the right to do anything they
please oufside the party meetings and often they figure as-the
most zealous cxponents of the independerice and ‘autonomy. of the
trade union movement il T .

* - The Comimlern does ‘not desire {o "subordinaie the trade
tmions. A Comnmuinist Party, which would declarethat it woild

\

ing outside the communist party,

like to submit.to itself the trade unions, wou o
lacking an_eleméstary undersianding of the faclics 31
mintern.  But fhe. Communist Parly fust see fo it that every
communist who is.a member of the Party should remain a com.
munist everywhere. We must’strive o have the frade union moye.
ment permeated by communist spirit and, insist that the meniers
of the Parfy who are at the same time members of trade uniops
should continue to.remain members of the Party at all iy
The Communist Party is not created through mebilisation. No.
body joins the Party by a decree, and, therefore, if you jour (¢
Party voluntarily, you take upon your.2l: volunfary, bul ai the
same time strict ogligalions. It is altogether inadmissible i
members of the Party should say: We are entirely independecii
our trade union tactics. )

Let us cite one more example. The last number of the [,
Lutte des Classes” ‘contains an article or, more’ correctly, a de.
claration signed by Comrades Monat, Schenbellion, Orlicauue,
Charbit, etc. Of these six comirades, only Monat .is not a mem.
ber of the Communist Party. In "this declaration we yvad;
“Among us some are memibers of ilie Party and Sone’are ng,

the Co.

but we are all revolutionary syndicalists, i. e. we atiribute o 1he

trade union the basic role in the revo]pﬁonary struggle for the
emancipation of the letariat and agsign.to the Party only ag
auxiliary and not a leading part.” " .
We must ask why these revolutiohiry syndicalisty are
members of the Parfy.. -We~ire entirely-unable to under .ud
why a member OF the Party, who knows the reasons of lis-

- ~loiging te the Party and cannol be suspecied of endeavouriiy

become a depuly in Parliament, remains in_the Party if L us
cribes to it only a secondary imnoriance. This question cun be
explained historically. The Communist Parly of France i5 nol
homogenous in its makeup. It is constituted of diiferent idc.lo.
gical elements. The old ideology of every component part entered
along with it into the Parly and took root in it.

“The theses preseated to the Fourth Congress of the Ce
mintern contain a paragraph sifting: If, in a country wherea
really revolutionary syndica-list movement exists, there is a Com-
munist Party which is lacking sufficient strength and influcnce
in the trade union movement, there it is evident that the inter-rela-
onship between the_parties and the trade unions should be defer-
mined according to the relative strength of the orgamisations..
Svech an inter-relationship must be established 'because, withoul
the co-operation of the

be crushed by the onslaught of capitalism.

However, we have in France on the one hand a Comumunist |

Party, which itself is in favor of autonomy and indepen.enc
of trade union movement, and, on the other, the’ labour uuions
which are insisting still more on autonomy and independence of
trade union movement. The Communist International is. o
course, cerfain that the assurances of the Anarcho-Syqdmhsts
that the trade unions alone will achieve the social revolution have
no serious foundafion. We also doubt the feasability of the
slogan “All power fo the trade unions.” But every country has
such relationships between the political party and the trade
unions as its own Communist Party deserves. The realitics of
the struggle, the growing contradictions in France, the fierct
offensive of the bourgeoisie, all this will force the French wor
kers—the communists no less that the syndicalists—to change
their views with regard to mutual relationship between the l‘:u‘lﬁ
and the irade unions. Let them “autonomously” esfahls
their mutual relations as best they may, and as they wish. Life
will teach them its lessons showing that the victory is not
to those who preach “the autonomy” and “the independunce
of the trade union movement”, but fo those who endeavour 10
sacure that every form of the working class” movemeut 1§
permeated with a single communist spirit and with a single conr
munist will. .

The more acute the struggle between the revolutionany

workers and the bourgeoisie, the more conspicutous is the allianct
and unity between the reformists and contemporary bouryeols

society.

It was pointed out above that the attack of the Amster
rown fiercer con-;

damers on the revolutionary unions hag e! 8
currently with the development of the capitalist offensive. 'l i
alliance” is especially conspicuous in relation to the unity
the trade union movement, a matter which interests not ®
alone who know 'that the tride union move ¢
though slowly, come to understand the necessity of struggle wniﬁ
the rule of capitdl, and that the c_nrtahst offensive can onlf
have a successiul issue when the trade 1 ve

comipletely destroyed, or’ else broken up info war
The salvation "of "the ‘bolrgeoisie s in the disorg

Zahion

ed Trade Union Intermtipnaf and the
Communist International, the revolutionary labour miovement wil

Attention {o applying in fult the factics of United Front.
ﬂune obvious tha{ v

the most elémentary conquest of the working class.
funists must make clear :

surelf. - 5
ement - must, sur among the “unions,

g)‘ Joint
‘clion. for-the Conuntni : i
thould by ‘{!';lﬂcgmumat Party itself. In_such cases no attention

unions "have either beet
n'gb groupg-(,
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{he working ¢lass movement, imits disintegration, in the breaking  zealous anarctio- icali

. v 1, 1n : syndicalists, ) i
up of the orﬁamzaﬁong created' by the workers in the course great persistence a};nd exertion ':35 :1‘1’12‘: sOis( C?;’(l'm u,? ‘s‘? - With
of the struggle. Thus' the unity of the trade ymion movement Syslematically carry out

is a menace 10 the rule of capitalism, for the pressure of
capital forces “these huge reformist organizations to move o
{he left, and in proportion as they move to the left, the werking
class has a better chance of victory. Perfectly natural, therefore,
is (he desire of the bourgeoisie ‘to split the frade unions, to
break themt up into fragments, and then crush the warring fac-
ticns one after another. It must be noted that in this matter the
Amsterdamers do what they are told by their masters. During
the last year ‘the expulsions of the revolutionary unions were
especially numerous. It is known for example, that the split
in the French General Confederation of Labour was developing
under the open ‘“ideological” influence of the French bourgeoisie
and its agents. It is a no less familiar fact that the disruptive
activities of the Czecho-Slovakian Amsierdamers coineided with
a severe economic- depression and with a capitalist cffensive
against the working class. The worse the position of the
workers in Germany, the more loudly do the Amsterdamers
vociferate that the danger is from the left and it is plainly
proposed to free themselves from' this danger by ridding the
ranks of their revolutionary elements.

Unjortunatply this question of a split in the world’s trade
union movement is now put on the order of {he day . That does
not depend on us. It was not we communists who causedl
the split. During the recent years we were striving to carry
on a struggle within the_trade unions, to switch the movemesnt
on o new tra'cks, the labour organizations, but we are all the
tim: systematically defending our slogan of conquest of the
frade unions, not their destruction. It is not ,owing to us that a
split_became the issue. What ought we to do? What is our
fask?  What must the communist do in view of this greatest
menace to all the gains of the working class? The communists
must redouble their efforts and mobilize alt means at their
disposal (o offer. resistante to a split. The communists’ slogan
must be “We will not permit a split!” No split! Because it
will weaken the labour movement in each country. There must
be no split, for a split would throw back the working class by
many years, would weaken ifs powers of resistance, would give
the employers a new weapon against the workin class, a new
possibility of strengthening their rule. We will not permit a
split!  But {his must be something more than a mere slogan.
H must be our starting point in all our practical activities. Every
step taken by the communists in the trade unmions must have
in view the establishment and strengthening of unity in our
organizations. Where a split has already occurred, where, despite
our efforts and against our will, parallel organizations have
already been created, there the communisis myst carry on an
earnest - and systematic slrggg]e to reunife the separate parts.
The siruggle has fo be waged on two fronts. I has to be waged
aganst the reformists, the agents of the bourgeoisie, who wish
by all means in {heir power fo split the workers’ movement in
order to weaken if, and it must a'so be waged with equal zeal
igainst those so-called left wing elements which seek salvation
for the working clase in the splitting of the trade unions. This
k;fllsm'haa nothing in common with our revolutionary Marxist
viewpoint. There are leftists of this type in France who
willingly walk into the {raps of the reformists’ provocations. They
tre anxious {o be left all to themselves as soon as possible.

¢ have such leftists in €zecho-Slovakia who imagine that the
best thing for the workers’ organizations is to isolate themselves
from the other workers’ organizations. Such is the viewpoint
of the leaders of the Union of Agriculiural Workers who only
& year ago did everything in their power to remain outside the
general trade union movement of é)zecho-S)avnkia. “A united
frade union movement”, this is our slogan, and that js why
the communists must not withdraw their members from the
reformist {rade umions. If they do so and these communists are
lmnsjened to the revolutionary unions, we shall not be in a
Position to expect the neeessary’ influence on the reformist orga-
mzalions and to induce these to umite with the revolufionary
Organizations,
In these circumstances the communists must pay seriats

It is
- ) without an agreement between parallel unions,
will be impossible to beat down the capitalist onslaught upon
The com-
fo the masses the need for agreement
i€ "1 the need for a joint struggle to keep up
ges, 10’ raise the sfandard of life, etc. In such cases we must
mpel the leaders of the parallel unions to enfer into agreements
action.’ This must the program of praciical

o the atlicks of the reformisis, of unreasonably

this policy which in. action, if applied acti ill le
reunion of the parallel and rival g?ga:uizl:tigfs. & Wl Gl

The struggle far unity of the trade union movemen is the

niost mlrorlam task of the Communist Parties of all couniries. We
kglo.w why the reformists want to split the trade union movement,
Not only do the wish to rid themselves of confiouous criticism
qu of the revo utionary ferment, but they want by means of a
split to make the social revolution itseli impossible. 'Having made
up their minds flever (0 rumain in a minority the Amsterdamers
had to arrive logically at the conclusion o split the world-wide
trade union movement. This is all the more necessary for them since
.. the confidence of the workers to their re‘ormistic promises 18
sfeadily vamishing day by day. Every day the capialist offensive
drives new nails mto the coifin of iniernational reformism, for (he
strength of reformism lay in the concessions of the bou;geoisie.
Itis true that the bourgeoisie made concessious only because it was
afraid of the revolutionary movement; but in any case immediately
after the war the reformists, in their role of infermediaries, cou'd
show the workers that the reformist tactics wese having a certain
measure of success. The rank and file worker failed to see that the
reforms were not the outcome of . reformistic factics but were
grantcd in spite of such tactics, he failed to notice that the zeal
of the bourgeoisie for reform ran parallel with {he growth of
rcvoluummry digcontent and reonufiouary uprisings.  When
the revolufionary wave subsided, the bourgeois tactics,
changed from defence to aftack. At present it is plain
fo evrery rank and  file  worker I{mt reformism g
bankrupt; reformism proved helpless to refain what it claims to,
have secured during the first years after the war., The Inter
national Labour Bureau, the League of Nations, all the loudly
proclaimed promises of the Versailles Treaty—all (his is exposed
now in its nakedness and frue colours. Reformism, on its last
!egs,, scenting its imminent death, endeavours by any means in
its power, to disorganise the ranks of the working class, sa that
the proletariat may be rendered unable (o replace the tumbliin
bourgeoisie. In answer to. the systematic splitting of the trad
umon movement, we communists must declare all together and
each Communist Party separately, that, cos{ what it may, we
will prevent the spht.
~To ~Erevem a split becomnes every day more and more
diffrcull. The Amsterdamers, having decided .to rid themselves
of the revolutionary workers, fake steps accordingly. The ex-
pulsion of Communists has become a normal inciden{ of current
e, The Communist International as well as the separafg
Communist Parties are confronted with the problem of struggling
against these eiﬂ)]ulsions. What do the Amsterdamers hope to
gain by them? They want to isolate the communist leaders from
the sympathisers with communism among the masces of the
workers. They want to detach the most advanced revolutionary
elements from the working masses in order to confinue their own
influnce upon the members of the trade unions in point of
organization and ideal. I is evident that the Communist luter
national cannot tolerate these factics of isolating communists from
the working class movement. The communis's are in favor of
unily, but they cannot sacrifice communism to this unity. The
task of the rmmediafe future is to carefully estimate the practical
value of a series of mesures to counteract this epidemic of
expulsions. It is known that the expulsions affect, first of al
the leaders. In Germany there has been introduced a systein of
expelling elected communists. In Czecho-Slovakia it is done in a
simpler manncr. There the Executive decided to expel the Union
of Chemical Workers and the Union of Woodworkers 110,000
workers in all.

Every country has its special method of dealing with the
communists. This is why the Communist Party in each country
must also have its own methods of fighting against tHe
destruction of trade unions by reformists. Still %here are cerfain
general questions which apply to all countries. First of
all it is necessary to point out that Communist Parties are not
making suflicient use of the possibilities for fighting against the
expulsions, according fo the rules contained in the constitutions
of the various unions, The constitutions of all the unions provide
that members may be expclled for specific offenses. But, as far
as | know, the rules do not provide for the expulsion of com-
munists simply because they are communists. None the less, there
nave been numerous expulsions, and refusals to recognise the
validity of elections, simply on this ground. Is it possible to
carry on the fight upon the battleground afforded by the trade
union rules and reﬁugct)ions? I think this could be done in a great
many countries. The trade union rules afford ample opportunities
for such a fight. If we merely insist on our formal rights, this
will make no impression on the Amsterdamers. It would be
extremely naive of us-to entertain any doubt upon this-even for a
moment. - lit is not with such a thought in our minds that we
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ilizath statu ts assured fo every treasury, and ou the books an account is fo be kept of the amountg
ﬁ&&lﬁﬁllmfn&% i‘.‘wumm\n payable to hea mrtutinmnghnq&wuhthgnnu,bmu.qe
itation and propaganda among the members of the trade. amounts are not over until the dispute is settled. Is thig
:lgionS' it is essential that we should raise the question of the. a universal method of siruggle? - Of course not. In special
expulsions at every geseral meeting, in every fes' assembly circumslances, ynder definile condifions, it may become one o
P indeed wherever workers of the indusiry are affecled by the methods and means of {he struggle. In by itself, this
s o In some countries our comrades struggle can y give definife ts if it assumes a magy

i have mergly
ulsions. : ‘
efx lished one or two articles in the newspapers, and that lﬁ'
Eeen the end of the matier. Instaed the expulsion of only
one communist from a trade union ought to be made the occasion
for persistent political agitation among the members of the union,
and the reinstatument of the expelled members should be insis .
on. There should be an exiensive campaign against the expul-
sions carried on in mills and factories. The question of ex-
u's'ons can be raised at any time. Especially just now, gl this
Eour of the capitalist offensive, which is extrcmel‘ietnu for
the working class, every worker understands that expulsxof:l
are nothing short of treason. To expose the hidden reasons for
the expulsions, to make their real causes Clear to every warker—
this must be the task of communist agitation and propogandl.
Such facts should not be allowed to ‘Eeass with impunity for the
{rade union bureaucrats. Only when they know- that every icident
of the kind will serve as materal for their exposure for years to
comé and not merely for a day or two, will think twice and
then think again before they dare to expel or drive communists
from the trade unions, Furthermore, some local union elects
its own officals. 1he Central Executive refuses to ratify the
election. Such cases have occur ed inGgrmanxl._ The question arises
—what is there to do? Have new elections? They are sure to give
the same political result as regards the complexion of the lgal
Execufive, Usually the refusal to ratify the election has been
accompartied by the expulsion of the elected persons. What is to
be done? Should we content ourselves in such cases with mere
agitation, or should we take further steps? It would obviously
be wrong to rest content with a mere protest. Since local unions
have elected communists, and have done so with due observance
of the rules, the expulsion or the refusal to ratify the elected
persons is a sha violation of the most elementary de-
i mocralic rights of the members of the upions. If the bond
| belween the membcnmngfng!he mxgn‘:n and tu;lle .oommd_t tﬁ:
they have elected is ing more a casual one, if th
rarS( and file have deliberately elected communists because hey
are communists, {ken the local organisations, for the sake of
saving the union and for the sake of eaervm%etyhe integrity of
the working class movement, should refuse to obey the orders of
the Central Executive. = : " tUbbo -

Something must be done to put an end to the s roness
and the usurl;gd power of the Amsferdamers. Of course, a
serious conflict is ible. The representatives of the Central
Executive could expel the entire local organization for insub-
ordination. But no local o ization need comply with the de-
mands of 'the Central Executive when these are an infringement
of the rules. We do not want a split, but this by no means
signities that we can_allow the reformists to do exactly what
they like about the unions.

However much we fight against a agit, we shall all the
time have fo face aggressive acls of the reformisis against our-
selves. Hence the chief task of the communists is to allow the
elements expelled from the trage unions to remain scatfered for
a single moment. The question how {o unite the expelled is one
ol exfreme importance. Among the communisis there are some
comrades who make such a felish of unity that they think the
mere assembling and uniting of the expelled involves an atiack
on the unity of ﬁlﬁ trade union movement. This is utterly untrue,
and is an extremely dangerous viewpoint. Whoever brings the
expelled {ogether, whoever assembles the elements that have been
dispersed by the reforimist policy, is in fact working for" the re-
establishment of the lost unity; he is creating the Xre uisites
for the re-uniting of the split and scattered s. According to
the conditions of the struggle, according to the special features of
of a union a variety of organisations are possible. In Germany
for example, in some cases, certain elements can unite to form
unions of the expelled; others join the Union of Manua] and
Intellectual Workers. There is no single form or method for {he
struggle against the policy of eplitting the unions. It is necessary
1o estimate every practical slep separately and according to
circumstances, ai::fxt the one practical measure or the other. We
must bear in mind that in certain definite condititions it may be
fossible and permissible to withold the é):)umt of dues to
he central executive. If the Central Executive has expelled the

. elected executive of a local organisation, thefi pending the decision
of the matter, the local organisation is justifed and in some cases
obliged to refuse payment of dues'fo the centre. -This does not
mean that it is necessary to preach non-payment of dues io the
local union ifself. By no means. Every member of the union
‘continues to' pay his dues:' These sums remain in: the loeal

£)
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characier, Of course every communist must individually do all
in/his power o prevent such expulsion. But in this matter it iy
essential {o involve in the campaign of prplest all sympathsing
organisations, whether local or national. ' What should be the
forms the protest movement of those sympathising with the
led should asswme? Here again it is exiremely difficult 1o
defermine the forms of the ‘protest. There can, however, be ab.
golutely no doubt that such a protest is necessary, that united
action is absolutely indispes fo put an end to the orgy of
expulsions. Whether these organisations will adopt, the organi.
sational form of prolest, the nmcxal or any other form—ig
agaiu a ooacrete question. Undoubledly each country will ﬁng,.
in accordance with local conditions, hundreds of means
rotest against the exmaiom. The imporiant point-is that the
arties &uld not limit themselves to resolufions,. tﬁx_at they
should realise that, unless.they succeed in checking this flood
of expulsions, unless ' { can beat down the Amsierdamery
onslaught, the Internati labotr movement will be rent asunder,
and the hour of the viclory over the bourgeoisie will be put off

Let us remember that the epidemic of expulsiom
increased after the Second and the Two and a Half Internationaly
united and that it hag affected not only vingle countries but also
the international organisations of tarious industries. Thu,
during the past year, quile a number of reyolutionary unions have
heen expelled or refused admission by the international secrelariats
of their respective industries. A number of Russian trade unions
were. refused admission, such as the metal workers, leather wor-
kers, textile workers, commmunal service employees, wood workers,
transport workers, postal tdegr?ﬁx‘: employees efc. The only
Russian trade union accepted by the international féderation was
that of the provision workers ﬂle{ too were accepted only condi-
tionally. ﬁ: all countries the reyolutionary unions are confronted
with tf‘;e question how the revolutionary umions are to be brought

. Hitherto we have had  international industrial prop-
fzmh commitiees. These systematic expulsions of entire unions
rom. the international federations may compel the revolutionary
unions io pass beyond &o commitiees and to found 2
bureau for the organisation ol mew internationals. This is not
a problem of the distant future, it is a malter of the preseat
moment. What t the communists {o do in this ? W
have to call the atfention to the fact that even those few com
munists who participate in'the iniernational industirial commitiets
show too little concern a the expulsion of theéir revolutionary
comrades. This shows first of all that not all those who call thei-
selves communists are really communists. Within the near future
the revolutionary unions of all countries will be compelied fo
unife by industries in order to struggle by their combined force
for the creation of a single infernational in each industry. Here
100, the communists must render all ible assistance fo those
organisations which are doing on an international scale the work
wlﬁ.dx the revolutionary workers are carrying on in each couniry.

However difficult may be the siruggle of the communisis
in the trade union moveinent and no matter how the reformist may
be provoking us 1o a split, we nevertheless shail continue to baltle
for the slogan which was already adoptet by the Second Congress
of the Communist lntcrmtiomg “The Conquest of the Trade
Unions, not their Destruction.” The iwo years that have ela
since then have shown the soundness of these tactics. The theory
that the trade unions must be destroyed had its birth in the mpr
tience of many of {he communists, and frequently also in the la t
of strength necessary for the struggle agnmst the reformis
bureaucracy. What would have happened by now to the Com;
nrunist International had it advocated such a view? It would 10
have been able to do a tenih part of the work which it has done
within the trade unions of all lands.

, . > the

" The communists must set vigorously to work, where
masses assemble, and in the very strongholds of the l’e‘iOImleAi:‘i:
the reformists persecute us to curry favour with the bourgeo ot
Let them try to eradicate the communist virus. them ciiCh /
vour, in nl?mnee with the bourgeoisie, to destroy, the constanty

. . s ism 18

growing opposition. Vain will be their efforts. _Oomx.nunl.‘ e
3 rtificially implani®

not a chance doctrine, it is not somethn:&):‘an‘ o ’;he workl“ﬁ

it is an organic growth from the living st , ;
masses. l% is thzer:mbodiment of something which fg;menrl:u;id
ripens among the workers by a natural process. “-e-comh'.st o
International is a conscious ession of the uneonscious e
cal It would, therefore, be folly to hold aloo! 'y
unceasing, steadfast, and systematic work within the unioo$...

. many lands. In cerfain countries the

' nuclei, bound by strong

| munist nuclei, our communist

| blished?
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would be (o!ly to adopt the waichword: Let us cut 1 f
mass orgamisations and found little unjons of our ov?r:?e 131'3‘!“ lt.l:
others work for the destruction of the unions. The bourgeoisie
3 destro them; the reformist tacties destroy and weaken the
{rade union organisations of the working class.” It is not for the
communists to participate in any such endeavour, Very few
i ple remain now who have not been taught by the experience of
the last few K_ears. Nevertheless, there still remain a few ec-
centrics of this way of thinking—in the Unifed States, in
. Germany, gnd in certain sypdicalist quarters. It seems to them
that the working class movement would grow if onlv the commu-
pist saints could be carefully segregated from the reformist
sinners, if only the communist working class found nice, neat
pure little unions of their own. In reality, the working class
movement a8 a whole would infallibly suffer if any such course
were adopted. It would suffer because the communist ferment,
the communist consciousness, the communist energy and the com-
munist initiative would be withdrawn from their natural sphere
of action. There would be an artifical withdrawal of the motive
force of the revolution, and a terrible blow would be dealt to the
working -class and to communism. -That is why the communist
slogan must be the conquest of the trade unions.

Now what do we mean by the conquest of the trade unions?
Here we french upon the weak side of our communist work in
ny lo uest of the trade
unions is understood to mean the conquest of the leading nositions
in the unions. When the secretaryships and the char imanships
of the uniods are in the hands of the communists, many Commu-
nist Parties rest upon their laurels until the first lhx‘e up, the
first conflict comes. Only when a serious struggle begins do
ch suddenly realise that the masses have not yet won over,
and that {fo win the leading posts is not yet equivalent to the con-
quest of the trade unions. That has been the experience of the

- communists in Czecho-SloVakia, in Germany, and in many other

countries. What do such tactics betoken? They betoken that our
Communist Parties have not thought it mecessary fo convert
communist sentiment into communist consciousness. It means
that the communists have not yet founded adequate communist
D communist discipline within the frame-
work of the unions. It means that they al the fate of the mass
organisations to remain subject to chance sentiments, to the
humour of this or that leader. Unfortunately there is sti ladg:ﬁ

. in many countries a widespread system of communist educati
. work, education which sha

teach that the conquest of the unions
means the conquest of the masses, that it means the communist
alightenment of the masses, that it means the communist or-
ganization of the most forward elements, so that the uniog as a

" whole may be infused from top to bottom with a communist soirit

and a communist consciousness. Only when the communists them-
selves have united their forces know what they want, are
they capable of taking the initiative in consolidating
4he whole opposition. - They must not limit their efforts.{o the uni-

- of-their-own: rastke:- The Fradeumion - movement enibraces
A union -is-apecifically

. re-the

ition as a whole is the most important problem
of our-communist tactics in the trade upion movement. Our com-
oups, constitute an instrument
for transmission, a connecting link between the Communist Party
and the trade unions. When are these relationships to be esta-
How is the work to be distributed between these parts
—an answer to these questions must be contained in‘the oractical
program of action of every country. During the first period of
tommunist work in the trade umions, our agitation assumed a
purely abstract characier. It was a proclamation of communist
llp%ans, of the necessity for the social revolution, of the struggle
with the bourgeoisie; but this agitation was not alwavs deducted
from the real and concrete needs of the given country. Verv often

- the setting up of Moscow and Amsterdam against each other has

likewise assumed an abstract character. That is why we have
made such a slow progress, why it is taking so long for us to
extend our tentacles into the mass organisations. The task of
e Comungsts is no render thiéir propaganda more concrete,
more practical, o better fit it to the conditions of the moment.
nd in any case, from these concrete needs of the workers of a
given qountr¥ or of a given indusiry, they must draw" general
tonclugions, from the practical struggle they must advance to
g: gamrd task of the working class, and upon the basis of this

ical struggle they must raise the class consciousness of the
:“m Onlﬁ; such work can give us the necessary results, and
igewm'lnng such a manner we.are most likely to succeed in
He conquest of the trade umions, to conquer the trade unions
focans to irfduce them— even when their leaders are against it—
kr‘:ﬂll!e our practical program and fo put our proposals in‘

‘ question of the: relationship
‘ot the Paxly 1o its nudei, aend -of -the relatiouship of Mlg

> nuclei to the - ward

. That is the only way in which the con v
unions can be achived.  Of course to apply. thuequte:étizg t?: rg:g?
rate into all-the workers’ organizations with our influence to
cexlrtre the atiention of the workers on our slogans we need not
only energetic, methodical, organisational work, but also a nroper

ress. Unfortunately the Communist Parties pa- little attention
0 our irade union organs. The trade union movement occupies
a d:gproportwnaltely small place in the general Party pre;zs.
Spec:al. trade union q:jgeanq are not' published by all the Parties
and financial oconsiderations often hit firgt of all fthe
trade union organ. It appears to many communists that trade
union malters are of minor imporiance; and when finan-
cial ptrmgenc‘y arises the frade union organs issu: . by the com-
munists are the first to be curtailed. ithout the conquest of
the trade unions, the social revolution is im ible. And to
conquer the trade unions it will be necessary in the near future
to pay special attention to our trade union press. We must develop
it, must make it much more practical. . e must broaden the
:lzgeh:)foour printed ‘a"it]ation and propaganda. We must dis-
¢ our press not only questions of a. general political
international character (these latter questioﬁ?:l are gfo great i::d
portance, and it is essential that they should be discussed), but
also questions of coucrete, practical siruggle, questions of wages,
organization, social insurance, etc. In a word, all the questions
which interest and stir the working masses must always find
space in our press. Our enfire ParFy press must remember that
without the conquest of this stmnﬁhold of the reformists, we
cannot take a single step forward. But it would, of course, be a
mistake were we {o limit ourselves to agitation and propacanda.
The str ening of our political work in point. of organization
must by the first concern of every Communist Party. Otherwise the
difference between the political develo t of the masses and its
crystallisation in a proper organization will lead to a series of
disasters. The conquest of the umions means a drawn out
persistent systematic and concrete organisational work. It cannot
&r.?imnse immediate results, but it will ensure a strong prole-

an foundation for the great commemist edifice. e aims
formulated by the Second Congress of the Communist Inter-
natienal will be fulfilled all the sooner the more we steer clear
of abstractions and the more practical sense we show in
putting the questions of trade union activity in the approack~
to the conquest of the masses and of the trade unions. ;

) Our work in the labour unions, being based upcu a prac-
tical and concrete program of aectian, must be to psiher the
whole trade union movemenf of the world into the foid of the
Red International of Labour Unions. It is necessary to pourl out
that during the interval between the Third and Fourih Canvresses
there were in some parties liquidation temdencies towards the
Profintern. Some have reasoned as folows. If we stand for the
United Front, for the unification of the trade union ficvement,
tiw, congequesly we. ought {o dissaive. fhe Profiatern. —Then
on, . y we ought to -dt intern. en
there will be a real-unity in-the trade-mriou-mevement, aud the
tasks of the communists in winningover the trade union move-
ment will thereby be greatly faciliated. "Fhis concept was put for-
Levi and fus pagtisans in Germany. It has also been
noticeable amongst some communists in other countries. Man
comrades did not at first understand what lay bhehind this ad-
vocacy of the dissolution of the R.EL.U. To manv it seemed that
there ‘was not, disagreement on questions of principle but merely
l\‘&mn a question of expediency. ese comrades were mistaken,
hat lay at the root of dissolving the Profintrn was the idea
of dissolving also the Comintern.

What, indeed, does the dissolution-of the Profintern reall
mean? In means the refusal to perform the task of gathering all
the revolutionary trade union forces into an Ingernational centre;
it means the leaving of the revolutionary element in the world-
wide trade union movements scattered and disunited.- If it were
concerned solely with communist factions, with communist nuclej
in the trade unions, the question would be simple enough. A
new international is not needed for the communist element in the
trade union movement. Quite well indeed did the Communist
International fulfill its role leader, of uniting the communist

- movements in all countries. The task of the Prolintern is fo unite

the revolutionary trade union movement in all its diversity, in
all its multiformity. Under this category come communists and
syndicalists of every shade of opinion, including those who are
merely revolutionary-minded workers of the left wing—all those
who are op, to the class peace and who desire to carry on
the L:roletman struggle against capitalism and its agents. This
is why the dissolution of the R.L.L.U. means really the narrowin

down of the whole basis of International communist activity, ar

in its turn must logically lead to the dissolution of communist
organizations.. The Extended Execufive’ of the Comintern has
put an end to this “dissolutionist” fendency. - No' longer does







926

International Press Correspandence

reactionary labor leaders, than by ourselves. We have not yei
fully recognised the necessity of communisis and militantg yin
general, worki within the mass labor 'oxganizalions. It seems
as if we are al..id of becoming confaminated, and of losin
our identily as communisis, if we become “ {00 much “ involv
1 un,on aclivities.

In carrying out this ?olicy which has been defintely laid .
of

NO. n

——

estat’ hing our nuclei, we must realise that we are '

?o merely for the purpose of making them a recru'rtinngo‘g.‘f]@?ﬁ

or our parly. We are @ng' it for the purpase of rlicipa '

with the workers in their daily struggles, and deve oping -I,‘.ﬁ

]s‘:v:”wl_es for ﬂtle ec?nomm necls of ﬁ:e masses into a p. T;
utiomary struggle against capifalism, and { ing 1

pregcut trage unions intgo revohl:ﬁonary' amer % lhe

down by the Cominfern, working within the unions by struogle for commmumiem. netraments of" e
, .
/ \
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The Program
of the Communist International

Bukharin:

Comrades, you are all aware that we shall not adopt a
final ngra'm at this .Congress, owing to the fact that many of
our Parties have not defined their attitude towards this que-
stion. Even the Russian Party has not had the opportunity to
discuss the draft which I now preseat to you. Therefore, most

- of the delegations are of the “opinion that it will be more expe-

dient not to adopt a fina! program at this Congress, but to
discuss the. program now and bring it up for adoption at the next
Congress. e fact, however, that we have placed so important
and difficult'a question ae that of an International program on
the agenda of the Weorld Congress, is in itself the best evidence
of our mlghty growth. We may express our perfect confidence
that the unist’ International will also solve this problem,

whereas in the camp’ of our adversaries of the Second and Two

and a Half Internationals we observe complete theoretical impo-
tence. (Clara Zetkin: Perfectly true).

Before dealing with the various questions before me I will
first of all take up the fundamental questions of the theory and
program of the Second International before the war. The thesis
which I propound is that the theory upon which the Second Inter-
national was based before the war was responsible for its col-
lapse during the war. Generally we may distinguish three
Phases in the development of the Marxian theory and its ideolo-
Fncal construction: the first phase was the Marxism of Marx and
“ngels themselves, then followed the second phase which was
the Marxism of the Second International, the Marxism of its
founders. At the present time we have the third phase of Mar-
xism: the BolsheviE or Communist Marxism which is to a large
extent reverting back to the original Marxism of Marx and
Engels. The original Marxism of Marx and Engels was the
child of the European revolution of 1848 and therefore possessed
2 highly. revolutionary spirit. .

This revolutionry character of the Marxian theory is ex-
Plained by the fact that the doctrines of Marx and Engels were
&volved at a time when the whole of Europe was in the throes of
Tevolution and the prolefariat as a revolutionary class was en-
fering the arena of world history. Then followed a different
E€rlocl_ and with a different ideological tendency. This entive
istoric development once more demonstrates to us what we ob-
Serve in the history of nearly all ideologies, namely, that .an ideo-

j;?gty which has been born under certain conditions will uader -
differy

ent conditions assume a different expression and develo
Into a different form. This is what occurred with the Marxiug
doctrine, ~Following the revolut epoch of the middle of
last century, 'ahw;‘ﬁrely'diﬁerént epoch in-the develo,

et B o e i
Ment of the’ capitalist ‘system cet in. It 'was ‘the epock of ‘the .

gigantic growth of capitalism. This growth was chiefly bas.

upon the colonial policy of the bourgeoisie, and the stupendous
development of coatinental industry was chiefly stimudated . by
the exploitation of the colonial g)eoples. This rowt¥1 and prosperity
of continental industry cau a varlety og social re-alignments
within the European nations. The position of the working class
wag strengihened in the economic sense of the word. At the
same time capitalist development created a considerable com-
munity of interests between the bourgeoisie and the continenial
working class. This community of interests between the con-
tinental bourgeoisie and the continental proletariat was the basis
for a great psychological and ideological tendency manifesting
itself within the working class, and, ergo, within the Socialist
Parties.

Then came the second phase in the development of Macxism
namely, the phase of Social- ocratic Marxism, the well known
Marxism of the Marxist theoreticians. The struggle between the
orthodox tendency and the reformist tendency, the great struggle
between orthodox social democracy represented by Kautsky on
the one hand against the Revisionists as represented Edouard
Bernstein on the other—ended in the triumph of orthodox
Marxism. However, when we look back on the entire history of
this struggle, the complete surrender of orthodox Marxism te
Revisionist Marxism slands clear before our eyes. [ support
the thesis that in this struggle, which took place a long time
before the war, so-called orihodox Marxism, 1. e., the Marxism
of Karl Kautsky, surrendered to Revisionism in the most
fundamental theoretical questions. This we failed to notice. Now
we see clearly and distinctly, and thoroughly comprehend the
underlying reasons of this phenomenon. Let us for instance
consider the question of the impoverishment theory! You are
all aware that Kautskian Marxism argued this question in a
milder form than that in which it was stated by Marx himself.
It wag asserted that in the h of capitalist development the
working class suffers a relative deterioration of its condition;
that the inherent law of capitalist development consists in that
the condition of the working class improves, but in relation to
the condition of the bourgeoisie, it deteriorates: Thus Kautsky
defended this appareatly Marxian view against the attacks of
Bernstein. I consider this inferpretation of Kautsky incorrect and
contend that this theoretical ‘)':silion is based on an empirical
view of the conditions of the European and the American
working class.” Marx, however, in his theory analyzed an abstract
capitalist development which leads to a deferioration of the
condition of the working class. What did Kautskian Marxism
do? By the term working class it understood exclusively the

-cldss,
The condition of these strata_of the proletariat went on

“improvingy byt iuytskiwn Marxisnt did hiot realize that this improve-

wen .
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