
A Reply to Wolfe s Uncriticel “Critique %

A CCORDING to Comrade Wolfe, my

article on Labor and Empire In
tbe July number of the Workers'
Monthly is replete with errors. Inas-
much as there was no polemical dis-
cussion under way at the time he
might, of course, have come upstairs
and talked to me about It, and tried to
convince me to correct my point of
view In detail In the succeeding num-
ber of the magazine; but In that case
he might have had no article to write
—and besides, he would perhaps say,
“This is not the way that a Com-
munist organ (even a would-be Marx-
Ist-Lenlnlst one) corrects the errors
committed In one of its articles."

Oomrade Wolfe rushes to the at-
tack. To those who have not read
my article, he seeks to give the im.
presßlon that I am not only an Ignor-
amus and an eclectic, but also a so-
cial-democratic apologist for imperial-
ism, with secret leanings toward
league conference pacifism. He does
not scruple to make use of insinua-
tion, deliberate misquotation, and fal-
sification of facts. For these reckless
epithets, my article itself is sufficient
refutation, representing as it does an
attempt to arouse American workers
to the necessity of active alliance
with the exploited peoples of the col-
onies and semi-colonies for the over-
throw of American imperialism.
TT is with the doctrinal inadequacies

of Comrade Wolfe’s criticism that
I shall deal here.

At the outset I want to say that I
should h\ve been sincerely glad of
a better if less pompous and pretenti-
ous criticism of my article. The ar-
ticle was, in a sense, pioneer work in
a new field; it was, so far as I know,
the first attempt to give the Lenin-
ist conception of imperialism a wider
practical application in the American
class struggle by showing the effects
of imperialism upon the American
working class as well as on the sub-
ject peoples. For the first time a
detailed explanation of the mechanics
of super-profit in the American em-
pire was essayed, together with the
mechanics of the relationship between
the super profit reaped by the capi-
talists and the poisonous "class col-
laboration” policy in American trade
unions. I also pointed out the sinis-
ter connection between super-profit
and the role of the American socialist
Party. Many of these things had been
dealt with before, some of them in
much greater detail, but nowhere had
they been brot into direct juxtaposi-
tion in an article on imperialism. This
I conceive to be one of the most im-
portant tasks of our party in the
struggle against imperialism. We do
not direct our articles on imperial-
ism written in English to the colonial
and semi-colonial peoples, but to the
American working class. And it is
essential not only to make the Ameri-can workers realize that American im-
perialism exists, by printing long
lists of statistics (altho this also is
of vital importance), but to make
them realize how imperialism bears
they must fight it. Ido not claim any
basic originality for my article. It
is simply an adaption of the theses on
national and colonial questions adopt-
ed at the second congress of the Com-
munist International. I have drawn
freely for material upon widely-
known writings of Lenin, Bukharin,'
Zinoviev, Stalin, and Pavlovltch, Prac-
tically all of the information on “class
collaboration" is taken from the lit-
tle pamphlet by Comrade Bi'owder,
which is undoubtedly the meat au-
thoritative work In its special field.
Yet the artlole was in many respects
pioneering. Better articles on the
same subject will certainly be writ-
ten, but in its fundamental proposi-
tions the article is correct as it
stands.

AND here I encounter Comrade
Wolfe, who declares that all of

my basic propositions are incorrect.
What are these propositions? 1

have set them down plainly in my
article, the first six of them tabulated,
with numerals precisely as all of
them are tabulated here:

(1.) That by Intense exploitation
of subjeot peoples under the condi-
tions of imperialism, the capitalist

derive a super-profit which becomes
the mainspring of imperialist re-
lationships.

(2.) That as a result of this the
capitalists are ablo to continue the
system of wage slavery in the home
Countries of Imperialism.

(3.) That Imperialism thus be-
comes a burden not only upon the
colonial and semi-colonial peoples,
but upon the workers in the devel-
oped oountrles as well, whose con-
ditions moreover becomes worse and
worse as the race for super-profit
becomes hotter.

(4.) That the American workers
are therefore obliged to struggle
energetically to retain even their
hard-won gains of the past.

(5.) That a section of the work-
ing class, including the trade union
bureaucracy and the privileged
workers, refuses to take part in the
struggle and actually betrays it,
having been won over to the bour-
geoisie thru a share in the super-
profits.

(6.) That, sharing directly in the
spoils of empire, these corrupted
labor elements have a vested inter-
est in imperialist expansion and be-
come conscious or unconscious ac-
complices in the enslavement of
subject peoples.

(7.) That super-profits are also
the basis for social-democratic pa-
cifism, whose appeal is made to the
aristocracy of labor.

(8.) That, unlike the socialists,
the Communists do not base their
policies on a privileged group but
on the needs of the broad masses,
which require unceasing struggle
against capitalist exploitation and
imperialism.

(9.) That, while the reactionary
officialdom of the trade unions (the
bureaucracy) are cynical traitors
to the working class and must be
gotten rid of, some sections of the
labor aristocracy as such (the bet-
ter-paid, highly skilled yvorkers)
can and must be won away from
collaboration with the bosses to
fight for their own ultimate class
interests side by side with the rest
of the workers.

(10.) That the theory of super-
profits is thus a strong weapon in
our hands against the labor bureau-
cracy and the socialists, and against
the imperialist policy of the bour-
geoisie, an instrument which en-
ables us to establish a connection
between the industrial proletariat in
this country and the national liber-
ation movements in the countries
under the heel of American impe-
rialism.

(11.) That the American work-
ers must take the lead in establish-
ing a fighting alliance with the
peoples of America’s colonies and
semi-colonies.

rpHESE are the propositions that
Comrade Wolfe says are incorrect.

He does not prove they are incor-
rect. He scarcely deals with them
at all. Instead, he restates them to
suit himself, and then proceeds to
give me an elementary school lecture
on the A, B. 0. of Imperialism, the
development of monopoly, the transi-
tion from the era of the hegemony of
the textile industry to the era of
the iron and steel industry, the differ-
ence between selling railroads and
flannel underwear, etc. If my critic
did any research work to get this ma-
terial he might have saved himself
the trouble by consulting one of my
own articles, entitled, “Lenin and the
New Wave of Marxism," which ap-
peared in the March number of the
Workers’ Monthly, this year, Com-
rade Wolfe’s criticism shows that he
does not even perceive what the basic
propositions of my article on Labor
and Empire are, notwithstanding the
fact that they are clearly stated and
enumerated. One might read his ar-
ticle thru without having the slight-
est conception of what I had been
writing about. The truth is that he,
and tbe group in our party which he
represents, are not deeply interested
;n the problem of getting the Ameri-
can masses into motion against impe-
rialism but rather in academic gener-
alizations separating theory from ac-
tion.

rpHE foregoing paragraphs sum up
my article on Labor and Empire

and give an idea of the persistent
wrong-headedness of Wolfe’s attitude
toward it. They do not touch upon
the specific points that he tries to
make. I shall now take these up one
by one, answering them not only in
my own words, but by quotations from
official documents and recognized
leaders of the Comintern.

The analysis begins by ridiculing
my statement that the American
workers might have already thrown
off the whole system of wage-slavery
if it were not for the appearance of
Imperialism.

“Such speculations," says Wolfe,
“are un-Marxist and futile. Marx
showed that capitalism leads thru ac-
cumulation to concentration and cen-
tralization of capital. This leads in-
evitably to monopoly capitalism which
is the primary economic basis of im-
perialism. Thus Comrade Gomez’s
“if” partakes of scholastic medieval
speculation and not of Marxism. On
what ground does Comrade Gomez as-
sume that non-imperialist background
countries imply a victory of the pro-
letariat?”
■fTTfOLFE ought to know that I do
” not assume non-imperialist back-

ward countries imply a victory of the
proletariat—altho in the present, im-
perialist epoch, the overthrow of capi-
talism in even a “backward" country
would be such a victory, and if

. Wolfe does not understand this his
conception has nothing in common
with Leninist theory. What I was
concerned with was to show how capi-
talist rule was prolonged thru im-
perialism, this historical example
serving as an introduction to the pro-
position that imperialism is the back-
bone of wage slavery today. Whether
or not my use of hypothesis was un-
Marxian and un-Leninist, I leave for
the reader to judge after comparing
it with the following sentence from
the theses on the national and colo-
nial questions at the second congress
of the Comintern, presented by Com-
rade Lenin himself:

“But for the extensive colonial
possessions acquired for the sale of
her surplus products and as a
source of raw materials for her
ever-growing industries, the capital-
istic structure of England would
have been crushed under its own
weight long ago.”
Will Comrade Wolfe have the

temerity to say that the “but” in this
sentence "partakes of scholastic me-
dieval speculation and not of Marx-
ism?”

■JUTY critic will no doubt reply that
the conditions in England were

quite different from those in the Unit-
ed States, but that does not alter the
question of the allowability of hypo-
thesis. Moreover, Comrade Wolfe
does not give my original statement
intact. In my article I did not speak
of the United States alone, but of
England, France and the other capi-
talistic countries of Europe (In much
the same form as the above quotation
from Lenin’s these*), at the same
time drawing in America which as
part of a world system could not help
but be profoundly influenced by the
general development.

Now aa to the “peaceful period of
capitalism,’ 1 about which Comrade
Wolfe gets very much excited—so
much so that he repeatedly misquotes
me.

This is the main section of Wolfe’s
“analysis" and it shows him at his
worst, There is in it not a trace of
understanding of the development of
imperialism in its relation to class
war, nor any more than the most su-
perficial conception of Lenin's method
of considering it
TYEFORE touching upon my critic's
-*-* misconceptions, however, l am
obliged to clear away some false
pressions that he endeavors to create
about my article, In the first place,
it is untrue that I said or intimated
that imperialism la not warlike; such
an intimation would be ridiculous, and
Is the exact opposite of the point of
view expressed in my article, Wolfe
quotes me aa having need the term
“peaceful period of Imperialism” gad

he places an exclamation point after
the misquotation. No such phrase ap-
pears anywhere in my article. What
I did say was: “The climax of the
struggle to obtan super-profits is thus
far different from the period of
‘peaceful development’ which char-
acterized its earlier stages.” A peace-
ful period in the struggle to obtain
superprofits is something quite differ-
ent from a “peaceful period of impe-
rialism,” as the reader will see fur-
ther on. But where Wolfe has played
me most foul is in the important mat-
ter of dates; by taking two state-
ments of mine out of their context
and placing them in unnatural asso-
ciation, he arrives at the following
monstrous distortion:

“The ‘peaceful period of capital-
ism’ in the United States, Gomez
dates from 1894 to the world war.
This, he adds, is an international
phenomenon."
A ND this, when I expressly stated

that early period of storm and
stress of European capitalism culmin-
ated around 1871, adding that this de-
velopment in the United States came
“later and in a necessarily modified
form.” Farther along in the same
paragraph I remarked that “the so-
called peaceful period of capitalism",
(which everywhere followed the per-
iod of storm and stress) “was an in-
ternational phenomenon.”

To anyone reading the paragraph
without deliberate perverseness of in-
tent, the meaning is quite clear. No
one who has seen any of my articles
on imperialism—Wolfe least of all—
could honestly believe that I date the
so-called “peaceful period” of world
capitalism from 1894 to the world
war.

But I must admit that I cannot
agree with Comrade Wolfe’s dates.
“By the ‘peaceful period,’ ” he says,
“is meant that period roughly includ-
ed in the second and third quarters
of the 19th century when the first
wars for capitalist national unity ware
generally at an end (the so-called .
national wars) .

.
.”

In the second and third quarters of
the 19th century occurred the revolu-
tionary uprisings of 1830-31, 1848-50,
1863 and 1871, and that wars of 1854-
55, 1859, 1864, 1866 and 1870. The
period between 1848 and 1871 brot in-
to being modern Italy, Hungary, and
Germany. Incidentally, the years
1868-71 marked the peak of the activ-
ity of the International Workingmen’s
Association (the First International),
which could hardly be said to reflect
a peaceful epoch of capitalism.
rpHE second and third quarters of
A the 19th century—the middle years
of the century, that is—are revolu-
tionary and not "peaceful.” They are
so characterized by Comrade Buk-
harin, who points out that a new per-
iod did not set in until later. In his
report on the Question for a Pro-
gram for the Communist Internation-
al, delivered at the fourth congress
of the C. I. (November 18, 1922), he
says;

“Following the revolutionary
epoch of the middle of last century,
an entirely different historic epoch
in the development of the capitalist
system set in. It was the epoch
of the gigantic growth of capitalism.
This growth was chiefly based upon
tho colonial policy of the bour-
geolsie and the stupendous develop-
ment of continental industry which
was chiefly stimulated by the ex-
ploitation of the colonial peoples.
This created a certain community of
interest* between the continental
bourgeoisie and the continental pro-
letariat which was the basis for a
great psychological and ideological
tendency manifesting itself within
the working clasa and, ergo, within
the socialist parties.”
Comrade Zinoviev, in his great work

on “The War and the Crisis of So-
cialism,” declares that “the year 1871
marks the close of the national wars
for western and central Europe” (Ger-
man edition, page 33) and this hap-
pens also to be the date I assigned
in my article to the end of the first
period of atom and stress,
TF I fefd more space at my disposal

“*■ I ccnfjd show iiow Wolfe’s confo-
(Continued en page *)
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sion as to dates is due to his pedantry
in simply affirming to himself that
any peaceful period of capitalism
would have to fit neatly within the
confines of the period of the hege-
mony of the textile industry. It is
true that the rapid growth and domi-
nant position of the textile industry
furnished the basis for what Lenin
has termed the “so-called ‘peaceful
development’ of capitalism.’’ But how?
Not simply, as Wolfe tells us, “be-
cause the ‘struggle for markets’ with
textile products as the typical ex-
port does not require spheres of in-
fluence, colonies, the intervention of
states and armies, etc”, but also by
the very fact of the expansion of the
market itself. Capitalism' was “boil-
ing over” within its narrow state
confines and the expansion of the
market provided an escape valve. It
was this that made posible compara-
tive “class peace” in the home coun-
tries of capitalism. To conceive of
the “peaceful” phase of capitalist his-
tory apart from the development of
the class struggle, as Wolfe appar-
ently does, is undialectical and un-
Leninist. That the leaders of the
Communist International do not have
any such conception, is shown by the
quotation from Bukharin’s speech at
the fourth congress, given above.

“How are we to combat socialist-
jingoism?” asks Lenin in his pam-
phlet on “The Collapse of the Second
International.” “The latter is oppor-
tunism which has become ripe, strong,
and impudent, during the long, com-
paratively ‘peaceful’ era of capital-
ism.” (page 53.)

Was this the second and third quar-
ters of the 19th century? Was it in
the revolutionary upheavals of 1830,
1848 and 1871 that opportunism be-
came ripe, strong and impudent? Or
was it in the parliamentary epoch
which followed?

Superprofits played their role
in the development of the so-called

t'peaoefal period.” It is very import-
ant to bring this out here, because
Comrade Wolfe’s main trouble comes
from the fact that he cannot think
of super-profits except as an attribute
of the later period of world imperial-
ism. To him they belong only to the
warlike era of capitalism whereas
actually they were one of the bases
for the establishment of the “peace-
ful period.”

Bukharin, in his answer to Boris at
the fifth congress of the Comintern,
quotes Marx as follows:

“J. B. Say, in his ewnments on
Constanzie’s translation of Ricardo,
made just one correct observation
on foreign trade. Profits can also
be made by cheating.’ One wins
what the other loses. Gains and
losses within a country cancel each
other. But this is not the case be-
tween various countries. And even
according to Ricardo's own theory
—which Say does not notice—three
working days of one country can be
exchanged for one working day of
another. Here the law of values
must be essentially modified. Or,
as highly skilled, complex labor
within a country contains a certain
proportion of unskilled simple labor,
so the working days of one country
can bear a certain proportion to
ths working days of another coun-
try. In such a case ths richer coun-
try exploits the poorer. . .

And Bukharin adds: “The decisive
factor Is that we clearly eee that this
doctrine of superprofits of richer
countries Is an entirely Marxian doc-
trine.”

In the paragraph quoted Marx Is
dealing with superprofits realized In
trade, quite before the epoch of world
Imperialism—superprofits which can
be realised from the sale of flannel
underwear as well as from the sale
of Iron and steel.
TN my article on Labor and Empire

I referred to the so-called "peace-
ful period of capitalism” to show not
only that It rested on the extension
of markets (In primitive countries,
ete.) bat also to explain how it damp-
ed down the class struggle at home—-
not Just automatically, thru “capitalist
Mublllsatlon,” bat thru the purchase
of clms peace, The possibOßy of
working within the law bred reform-

Ism. But how waa capitalism able to
grant reforms and amelioration of
the conditions of the workers? Thru
the super-profits, which were partly
shared with the upper strata of la-
bor.

I was also Interested to show that
this did not put an end to the class
struggle, but that It merely offered
the chance to the opportunists to be-
tray the class struggle and sell out
to the capitalists. No article such as
mine on Labor and Empire would be
complete without a suggestion of how
the opportunists and reformists be-
trayed the working class during the
period of the so-called “peaceful” de-
velopment of capitalism.

When textiles gave way to iron and
steel as the dominant industry the
problem of capitalism had become not
simply one of extension of the mar-
ket but also t>f export of capital, ac-
quisition of raw materials, etc. More-
over, monopoly was displacing “free
competition" in the home countries of
capitalism. The race for colonial pos-
sessions was on, full blast. For these
reasons, and because of the special at-
tributes of the iron and steel industry
which differentiate it from the peace-
fully expanding textile industry, this
later period is characterized by in-
creasingly war-like developments be-
twene nations and an intensification
of the class struggle at home.
"OUT it must not be supposed that
■*-* this change came about all at
once, or that it can be explained by
the mere fact of export of iron and
steel products instead of textiles. It
is true that Wolfe mentions also the
other factors (such as export of capi-
tal, colonies, spheres of influence, etc.
—in short, imperialism) which must
be considered in connection with the
iron and steel industry. But can he
maintain that imperialism was full-
blown in 1871? Or that, as he says in
his criticism, “the war-like period of
capitalism in the Leninist sense, be-
gins when Gomez says the peaceful
period of capitalism begins?” (Em-
phasis his.) As a matter of fact, the
so-called “peaceful” or “stabilization”
period of capitalism continued and
was actually further developed by
some of the very factors which later
became integrated into the system of
imperialism (i. e. super-profits from
the colonies.) The period lasted prac-
tically until the last decade of the
19th century and the beginning of
the 20th century.

“Let us recall what induced a sub-
stitution of the present-day impe-
rialist era for the former ‘peaceful’
era of capitalism,” says Lenin in
his "Collapse of the Second Inter-
national.” “The facts are that free
competition has given way to capi-
talist monopolies, and that the
whole globe has been divided up.
It is clear that both these facts and
factors have a rtal world signifi-
cance. Free trade and peaceful
competition were possible and nec-
essary as long as there was nothing
to hinder capital from increasing
the number of its colonies and from
seizing unoccupied lands in Africa
and elsewhere. .' . the division of
the globe compels the rivals to pass
from peaceful expansion to an arm-
ed struggle for a re-divlaion of col-
onies and of spheres of influence.”
(page 29.)
And In his book on “Imperialism,

the Final Stage of Capitalism,” he
says:

“When the colonies of tho Europ-
ean powers comprised one-tenth of
the territory of Africa, aa wae still
the case In 1878, then the eoionial
policy could yet develop non-mono-
politically, that Is, the development
of the colonial policy could, eo to
apeak, proceed along the tinea of
Tree seizure’ of territory. But when
nine-tenths of Africa waa found to
have been already occupied (about
1900), when the world wae found to
be divided, then Inevitably ensued
the era of possession
of colonies, and, whatfollowa there-
from, of a partlotdarly sharpened
struggle for the division and re-do-
vision of the earth,” (pages 126-7 J
Marxian Educatlenal Society edi-
tion.)

Referring speciawuy to the
United State*, Wolfs objects to

ny having taken tho strikes of 1870

llp XM4 °g» evidence that up t&l 1884
Chore wad g ww-Jfte period (to the

after hpeaceful period,” Where-

upon he declares Innocently that “the
•trike epidemic In question wae due
to the world commercial orlals of the
period." What Is there In this to con-
tradict my statement? Nothing, On
the contrary, it merely serves to bear
out my contention that the same gen-
eral factors which had cansed Europ-
ean capitalism to “boll over” took
effect in the United States, “later and
In a necessarily modified form.”

My critic goes on to say that the
“class peace” that followed 1894 was
only relative, which of course, it was
—altho It waa marked enough for
every outstanding writer on American
labor history to take note of it. His
comment on this is that the relative
“class peace” "was caused by the ex-
pansion due to monopoly growth and
other factors. .

.” My only answer
is that this is exactly what I have
been maintaining.

But, says Wolfe, this “class peace”
“Is not the kind of ‘peace’ to which
Lenin’s quotation on ‘peaceful period’
refers.” Here I must begin to differ
with my critic again. Relative "class
peace” within a country Is naturally
not all that is meant by the term,
“so-called ‘peaceful period’ of capital-
ism”—indeed it may continue to pre-
vail long alter the nation in question
is embarked on imperialist wars, as I
think I have already shown. Never-
theless, the relationship between
"class peace” and the so-called “peace-
ful period” as a whole is of funda-
mental importance. I refer my critic
to the various quotations from Lenin
which I have given above.

TT/'OLFE blithely misrepresents me
'' as having said in my article that

the “peaceful” period in the United
States, when strikes lessened in
scope, number and intensity, “was
purchased at the expense of the back-
ward and undeveloped countries of
Asia, Africa and Latin America, thru
the policy of imperialism.”

What l did say was:
“In Europe, the social-democratic

parties built themselves into mass or-
ganizations. The “peaceful period of
capitalism” was an international phe-
nomenon, as Lenin has shown us. It
was purchased at the expense of the
backward and undeveloped countries
of Asia, Africa and Latin America,
thru the policy of imperialism.”

It might be reasonably objected that
the word “imperialism” is used some
what loosely here, but the import of
the above sentences is clearly quite
different from what Wolfe’s misquot-
ation implies. If my critic questions
that the so-called “peaceful period”
was purchased at the expense of the
backward .countries, it would be well
for him to re-read the following al-
ready quoted passage from Bukhar-
in:

"Following the revolutionary
epoch of the middle of last century,
an entirely different historic epoch
in the development of the capital-
ist system set in. It was the epoch
of the gigantic growth of capital-
ism. This growth was chiefly based
upon the colonial policy of the bour-
geoisie, and the stupendous develop-
ment of continental industry which
was chiefly stimulated by the ex-

ploitation of the colonial peoples.”
npo Comrade Wolfe’s superfluous in--1 formation that the world did not
enjoy peace In the years "proceeding
1914” and his insulting assurance
that "the Hague conferences were on-
ly the plaster on the ulcer,” I find Itunnecessary to reply except to say
that they are In the same class with
his nasty Insinuation to the effect that
I believe the so-called "miner" wars
count for nothing because they were
waged against black and yellow men
and not between whites.

Comrade Wolfe finds fault with my
explanation of how super profits are
wrung from the colonies and seml-coi-
onles, I maintained In my article that
In the last analysis super-profit may
be said to result from: (1) the great-
ly increased rate of exploitation, (J)
the exaggerated extension of mono-
poly characteristics In dependent
countries, (3) the pressure of yie im-
perialist state, (4) robbery of virgin
resources. These four points Include
all the items cited by Wolfe—the low
living standard, the inhumanly long
hours, Inhumanly low wages, dispos-
sessing backward peoples from the
land, and forced labor, Moreover, I went
Into moqt of these factors in detail.

J admit that I ought not to have
?ald the rate of exploitation Is reflect-

cd In the composition of capital em-
ployed. This Is incorrect The con-
fusion la due to the fact that to one
paragraph I speak of the rate of ex-
ploitation and in the following para-
graph of the rate of profit

NOW aa to the section of my article
dealing with the corruption of the

bureau oratie trade union officialdom
as well as a whole section of the
upper Strata of skilled workers (the
labor aristocracy), thru their share to
the super-profits, Wolfe speaks of
many "mistakes” in this connection
but he does not show a stogie one. It
is untrue that the passage is vague
or that I fail to draw a distinction
between the union officialdom and
the privileged workers making up ths
labor aristocracy. • ,^ad

I say in my article (page 422 of
the Workers’ Monthly):

“It is not only fakers that are
corrupted in this way (thru a share
In the super-profits), but the entire
crust of the trade union movement,
the so-called ‘labor aristocracy' con-
sisting principally of the most high-
ly skilled workers and workers en-
gaged in privileged trades.”

On page 423 Igoon to say: “The
whole matter la not as simple as
the payment of a bribe—altho In
the case of reactionary trade union
officials, bribery, "rake-offs” and the
awarding of all sorts of contracts
are no inconsiderable item. . .

“As for the labor aristocracy," I
continue, “its share of the super-
profits comes primarily In the form
of increased wages—and Indeed alt
other aources of its income (Insur-
ance schemes, etc.) really constitute
an addition to wages.”
I explain that “the selling out of the

reactionary officials Is In this sense
a special problem which the workers
will one day deal with as It deserves.”

IN the passage quoted by Wolfe -

quite out of its context—I am re-
ferring to the labor aristocracy and
not to the bureaucrats. Anyone who
takes the trouble to read the entire
paragraph from which this quotation
is abstracted will convince himself of
this at once.

I stand by the paragraph exactly as
it is, and Wolfe’s suggestion that I
might have meant to say “former”
where I said “latter” is sheer non-
sense.

Comrade Wolfe’s “critique” closes
with a final misconception. He sets
forth the novel idea that the export
of capital does not help to build up
a native capitalist class in the back-
ward countries. According to him, it
is not the export of capital that cre-
ates the native bourgeoisie, but the
simple export of commodities. Does
not Comrade Wolfe know that the
existence of a powerful bourgeois
class in the-colonial and semi-colonial
countries Is comparatively recent?
This class sprang into prominence
with the general industrial develop-
ment of the colonies and semi-colo-
nies, a development which had been
systematically retarded In the period
when export was primarily of com-
modities, but which became an in-
evitable concomitant of the export
of capital.

npHE theses of the second congress
-*■ of the Comintern declare:

“Owing to the Imperialist policy
of preventing Industrial develop-
ment In the colonies, a proletarian
claae. In the striet eenee of the word
could not come Into existence until
recently. The Ingenious craft In-
dustries were destroyed to make
room for the products of the cen-
tralized Industries In the Imperial-
istic countries, consequently a ma-
jority of the population waa driven
to the land to produce food, grains,
and raw materials for export to for-
eign lands,”
Obviously there could be no bour-

gcolsla without a proletariat The en-
tire system of capitalism in the back-
ward countries was advanced by the
export of capita] from the Imperialist
nations, The monopolistic holdings of
foreign finance capital could not stand
hione, without a host of smaller native
industrial and commercial enterprises
growing up In their very shadow,

“The pxport of capital,” says Len-
in in hts book on *tmperialism,
“tends to hasten greatly the devel-
opment of capitalism in the country
to which it is exported.” (page 68.)

IT cannot bo denied that export of
capital carries with it the tend-

(Continued on page T),
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Work· of the Russian Communist Party Among Wom8n l.
By Comrade N lkolayeva of the Rua- In the Ume during and after the ward masses of working women. The 

alan Communiat Party. February revolution, when our party party had frt.-.quently passed resolu• 
--- • was no longer obliged to work Illegal• Oona, at its congresses, to the effect 

The active elements among the non- ly, but was able to go forward to real that the organization of the broad 
party working women we?'C 01 sanlzod mass work, the party activity In the masses of working women ls ono ol 
tn such manner that circles were women's circles changd'd in character, the tasks incumbent on tbe whole 
formed for the working women in the and was also enabled to advance more party, and the party committees were 
w1,rltahopJ and factories, by wom,in and more to mass work. thus i nduced to pay special attention
comrade.: closely conne:-�-• 1 w ith tee The small circles in the separate to this sphere o! work. 
various shops, departments, etc. factories were now replaced by large Now U1at the party had extended 

Under the rule of the capitalist or- groups of women workers, connecting its influence to certain strata of the 
der, this form of work was the ori- the di.tferent workshops and depart- non-party working women, it became 
gtnal form of the delegates' meeting. ments with the masses of proletarian necessary to convocate conferences, 
But since it wa1.1 not possible at that women. The Central Committee of first among the non-party women 
time to hold delegates' elections in our party received further aid thru workers and later among tqe non­
ttte factorles, these circles were 110 the affiliation of a s peclal commission party women workers and peasants. 
crganlzed as to permit the party nu- for conferring on \he work to be done The first of these conferences of 
clei to exercise influence over the among the women. This commission non-party women workers took 
rua!:se1.1 of working women. formed at the same time the editorial place tn Petrograd before the 

Nucleus Recruiting Center. staff of the periodical Rabotnitza. It October revolu Ion. About 800 
The circle was conducted under the organized the work among the wom- delegates were present, represent­

leadership of the nucleus, it served to en, and ensured tis being camed on ing 80,000 working women. The con­
maintain communication between the under the leadership gf the party. A.t ference declared its completely solid· 
nucleus and the masses of women the same Ume thls oommtaslon was arity with the Communist Party of 
worlrera, it was the recruiting �nt r complemented by Communist women Russia (Bolshevik! ) In Its struggle for 
for gathering together more and more workers worklDg in the factories and the power of the Soviets. 
working women. The existence of districts. • This conference was followed by a 
such circles in the factories naturally Women Workers' Meeting,. number of similar ones in all the in-
led to systematic meetings among Besidea the general factory meet- dustrial citfes and districts of Rus-
their organizers, to consistent and ings, s pecial women workers' meet- sla. They pr-0ved of enormous organ­
systematically conducted work. ings were systematically organized by izational si�ficanee. The October 

Besides this, common meetings of the groups of active women workers, revolution faced us with the neces­
all circles were held from time to under the leadership of the nucleus. stty of pertecting these forms of ac­
tlme, in order that reports might be At first the general mass of .,.-orking tiTity, i order to reaeh the greatest 
heard, a rapproachment made possible -women in the undertakings in ques- number of working womeu in every 
bet�een the working w?men emptor• tion did not attend these meetings, branch of industry, and to o ·anize at 
ed ID ditferen� undertalnngs, the feel· but after a while. hand in hand with I 

th same time the women peasant11 
Ing of solidarity en�ouraged, and the the development uf our a�itation, and ud other strata. of working women. 
members of the circle� (and w_lth t with the increased ,1r"anization '.Jf the Work Expands. 
these the broader masses of workmg t· 1 ac 1ve e ements nmon,t the non-party 
women) revolutionized. women workers around our party,

The organization ot working women more and more women participated. 
corres pondents organized by the peri- The working women, thus becoming
odical Rabotnltza (The Working accustomed to the women workers' 
Woman) ,  an organ published by the mass meetings, now began to attend Central Committee of the Russian C. other meetings, bearing a politicallyP., attained a position of great im- fighting character. Thus !or instance
port.a ce in our sphere of activity, not in .July, 1917, when the party was
only for our agitation aod propaganda again foreed into illegal activity,
but at the same time for the organ- ni&htly meetings were arranged in the
iution of the masses of working worn- name of the Rabotnitr:a, the sole Boi-n. The working women immediately h 
connected " th the factories and with 

s eviSt pres organ left existi11g, for 
the purpose of enlightening the mass­the editorial stair of our newspaper es ,on the meaning of the events inwere successful in gathering the mass- July, and on the treacheroi.J role es of non-party working women around played by the mensheviki. 

our paper; this they attained by pub­
lishing noticea, articles, and poems We •ent speclal groups of working 

sent in by the working women, and women to th8 meetill'gll called by the 

by 'calling upon. the women to support 
menaheviki, to C%llO the true nature 

their own presa organ. 
of the me eTist activity. Here we 

By meaas of these meal!lures, aided achieved positive results. We Jro­

by the trade unions, the educational cee4ed ill the same manner at the 

organiu.tiona and the workers' clubs, meet�s co .vocated by the "Lea&ne 

we were able to ao organize and rev- for Women's Rights." At this time

olutionize the working women under there -.a.a • mighty inct-ease in the

the leade1'8hip of the party that the publicatl n of leaflets, i,osteTS and 

women haYe taken part in the strikes, olher propagandist literature. We de­
and in the revolutionary actions en• voted apecial attention to oar periodi­

tered into by the working class. cal, and its circulation increased rap-

A REPLY TO WOLFE'S 
UNCRITICAL ''CRITIQUE" 

(Continued from page 6) 
ency to monopolize everything and 
thus to destroy the native bourgeoiaie. 
The revolt against this ls, as Wolfe 
Bays, a basis for the national libera­
tion movements In the colonial coun­
tries. But side by side with this tend­
ency 111 the confll ting tendency to 
build up capitalism in the exploited 
countries, which has the result that 
the native bourgeoisie grows with ex­
t raordinary n.pidjty i natea.d of be· 
Ing destroyed. Here we have one of 
the fundamental contradictions of Im­
perialist capitalism. Wolie's failure 
to comprehend it leads him into the 
absurdly extravagant statements of 
bis paragraph on the export ot ca.pi• 
taliam. 

.Al\ in all, my crltlc's article shows
the work of 1elf-ccmacloua student de• 
tached from reality, without an ap­
preciation of the dialectic mo-.-ement 
of things. For hlm the problem of 
imperialism is a matter of half a d�­
en slmlt).e formulaa. I dld not mark 
and ticket JA7 article on Labor and 
Empire with the �t famll!ar phru­
ea of theae formulaa, 10 Comrade 
)Volte was inspired to display his 
tnowledre of them. Unfortwnately, 
his know1edee ot them I• rather un­
certain, and appeara to haYe been 
cleaned by more ualdaou1 r•dlllr of 
Louis Boudin than ot IADm. 

idly. 
We may claim that the whole of 

this work was eminently successful. 
The working women participated iD 
enormous numbers in  the 11treet dem­
o.nstraUons in Leningrad on .April 21, 
1917, and in the June demonstrations. 
The preparatory work was carried 
forward not only by the party mem­
bers but by a large number of non­
l)AJ'ty working women. Many of these 
came to the offl.ce of the Raboblltsa 
to ask how they could best prepare 
!or the coming demonstrations.

Influence Soldiers. 
Besides thfa, the working women 

carried on active agitatlon among the 
soldi r1 sent to Petrograd by the pro­
vlslonal government to ■-a ppress the 
BolaheTiki. The forward march of 
General Koniilov on Petrograd 
arousei not only the workmen, but 
the workblg women aa wen. 

Then came the Red October, ancl 
with tt fresh work. But tresh forces 
came u well, fresh energies, fresh 
strivings In the struggle and for the 
eetabliahmellt of our YOrkera' uul 
peaaanta' atate. ETer:, workJnc wom­
an aaw a might:, field of actlYlty open­
ed out before her. Now she ha4 J». 
come a citiHD poueumg equal rfchta 
and now she could parttcf P&W Ill Ute 
building up of Ole ftrst wor� and 
peaauta' atate. 

The party made this clear to many 
thousands of women workers and 
pea&ants. Day by day, and month by 
month. &be part7 l>Vlllled ita work of 
awatell.tDa fnah strata al the bade· 

' 

The departments already existin 
for work among the women were now 
doveloped into in tegral parts ot the 
party apparatus, employing paid com­
rades. Up to this time., in the first 
and second working periods, none or 
the comrades carrying cu this work 
were paid, except the CO�""rade re­
spensible for edit.iD.g t.ne newspaper. 
The whole of the members of the low­
er party apparatus pertormcd their 
work for nothing, as a part of lheir 
duty as members of the party. 

0

N'ow, 
however, a cen tral apparatus was 
formed and affiliated to the Oe11lral 
Party Committee, and s_pecial organs 
were provided for the lower party Ol'­
ganizat1011s. Every factory nucleu, 
and every Volost nuclea.s (rural dis­
trict cell) a_ppointed a special organ­
izer for work among the women work­
ers and peasants, and among the wom­
en of the other strata of tile popula­
tion. In every factory and Yillage 
delegates' m eetings of worli:inr and 
peasant women were organized, the 
delegates being however no longer 
volunteers, but elected. 

Systematic conferences were now 
held among the women organizers, 
and the question of training suitable 
comrades for this work arose. Work 
among the women could now be car­
ried on in complete harmony with the 
tasks confronting the party and the 
Soviet Power. 

Active In Red Army. 
Thus for instance the working and 

veasant women aided the Red .Anny 
during the civil war, took part in the 
sappers' w-0rk, organized ambulance 
divisions, participated In the defense 
of towns, and performed every pos­
eible description of work. The actual 
participation of working and peasant 
women In the building up of the state 
became a reality. 40,000 1>easant 
women became members of the vil­
lage Soviets, thousands of working 
women worked i n  the cJty Soviets. 
Many hundreds of working and perus­
ant women distinguished themselves 
not only in the civil war, but In every 
kind of ctvil service. Even the work­
ing women of the East, enslaved and 
auppreaaed tor centurie1, brought 
forth Crom their midst a conaiderable 
nlllD.ber of energetic women-, capable 
of acUve participation i.la the construc­
tive work of the Soviet power. 

11.illiona of workln,g and peasant 
women are r presented by hundreds 
of tho ands of women's delegates. 
The organized cadres of working and 
peasant women gathered around U1c 
Oommunlst Party grow trorn year to 
year. The number of our wom n 
party members grows in proportion. 
The development of the ln11Ututlons 

nctuating the e mancipation of work­
ing women, the abolition of illtter.icy 
and the u11lift of the cultural and pol• 
ltlcal level of the broad masses ot t he 
working and peasant women, are w in• 
ning millions -0f these women for the 
social and political Jite of our coun­
try, and for the constructive work of 
the Union of Soviet Republics. 

In this sphere of work the part··
Is following tait11fully In the footstt>ps
of Lenin. 

AN UNLENINIST ANALYSIS 
OF IMPERIALISM 

(Continued from page 2) 
unwittingly creates a. native bour• 
geoisie On the contrary, it tends to 
destroy it. Again Gomez is confusing 
the export of commodities with the ex­
port of capital. Again the economlc 
error implies a grave political one. 
If the export of capital creates & na­
tive bourgeoisie, then such native 
bourgeoisie should welcome imperial· 
Ism and its gifts. But the export of 
capital dest;oys the natlv1; bourgeoisie 
by competition, by absorption, by mon­
opoly concessions and by use of 
force-precisely for this reason, the 
native bourgeoisie fights against Im• 
periallsm and is  a potential ally in 
t he struggle for national liberation 
which gives the proletariat Its allies 
in the struggle with ll.nance-lmr>erlal­
ist capitalism. 

Who does not understand the eco­
nomic fact in question will not under­
stand the political corrolary expressed 
in the theses on imperialism of the Co­
mintern and will not be able to utll­
b:e, as we must and can, the national 
bourgeois revolutionary movements as 
partial allies in the struggle against 
capitali t imperialism, the final stage 
of capitalism. 

__ Jo_hn_L_a_ss_e_n_lo"-1 
By SIMON F"EL8H I N. ' 

There was none gentler--
W ith a p leasantry In the laat hour. 

He fought to breathe, 
But with so sl ight a frame 
He lost to death. 

He wished so l ittle for h imself, 
And yet he waa thwarted­
That Ja tbe way of the world. 

His pen was a weapon 
Against au the oppressors. 

Though alight of frame 
He shunned to rest. 
Even a l ittle rest 
From the heaviest tasks. 

He was a fighter--
One who does not surrender 
Nor even falter. 
He fought in two continents, 
For which he was tracked 
By all the oppreuora. 

,,. 

His pen was not for sale.
Self waa forgotten 
For the holy cause 
Of a l l  the oppressed. 

..,, 
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Japanese Textile 
Workers Slow Up As 

Blacklist Protest 

NEW YORK, A ug. 2L~Textile trad 
reporta from Kobe, Japan, state that 
woolen textile workers of Nippon 
Keori Kaisha at Kakogtwa, Harima 
province, are slowing up production 
because of the employ rs' discrimina­
tion against strike leaders who were 
active in the April fight. 

The strike wa over the attempted 
Introduction of a "prottt-sbarlng" 
schema by the management. Th 
strike on the Job by slowing up work 
fa conUnuinc because the com 
r !used to take back strike leaders 
prosecuted i n  the Himeji court altho 
the workers were not convicted. and 
despite previous promises of th em­
ployors that all workers would b 
r stored their Jobs. 
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