| THE CO-OPERATIVE MOUVEMENT

Communist Aimsin the EInternational

Co-operative Movement.
By J. T. Murphy.

In every country outside the Soviet Union the Communists
are accused of having no interest in the Co-operative movement
apart from that of disruption. No matter what proposals they
make, they are looked upon with suspicion. The proposals are
rarely examined, motives are ascribed to the movers of the pro-
posals, and ‘usually the discussion takes the form of a tirade
upon the suspected motives of the proposers rather than the
relation of the proposals to the problems that lie before the co-
operative movement. This has been the case in our experience
in practically every country durning recent years.

It is difficult to know what our oppdpents really mean by
disruption. If we say that by disruption they mean that we desire
to give the co-operative movement another direction than that
which it is taking at the present time, they would indignantly
deny it, They would argue at once that all co-operators have the .
right to have their opinions and to seek for changes in the co-
operative movement if they think it desirable. To which we can
only reply it may be so, providing that the changes suggested
are not made and suggested by Communists. :

It is difficult to say other than this from our experience. For
example, the British Co-operative News refuses to discuss any-
thing with the Communists, although the editor and his corre-
spondents may talk about the Communists, may misrepresent
them, may distort their proposals to their heart's content. In-
the American co-operative movement we have a very similar
position where all kinds of articles are being wtilised in a cam-
paign to hound the Communists from the co-operative movement
in America. The recent correspondence between the Centrosoyus
and the German Co-operatives is sufficient evidence of the cor-
dial relations of the German co-operatives to anything associated
with the Communists. Yet what are the aims of the Communists
in the co-operative movement throughout the world?

Our aims can be summed up comprehensively as follows:
We seek to clear the co-operative movement of illusions as to
what it can and'cannot accomplish in the midst of capitalism to
prevent the co-operative movement from being utilised as an in-
strument of the bourgeoisie and to harness its great powers in
the struggle of the .workers against the capitalists. Probably no
movement is so full of illusions and so susceptible to the cul-
tivation of illusions. Here is the great recruiting ground for the -
idea that by the development of the economic resources of the
co-operative movement it will be possible to pass peacefully to
Socialism, 1i. e., the workers will have no need to fight against
the bourgeois state but out of their own meagre economic
resources ti1ey can build up an economic power which will
outcompete the trusts and all the mighty powers of bourgeois
enterprise. )

With this leading idea running through all their propa-
ganda the co-operative movement becomes fa nursery of pacifism.
Where this has led the co-operative movement, we know only
too well both in the experiences of the Grgat War of 1914—18
and in the present war on the Chinese Revolution. In both cases
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the co-operative movement has been quietly harnessed to the
Governments conducting the war.

It is characteristic of the co-operative movement that rarely
do its leaders make any -attempt.to fundamentally examine the
course which the co-operative movement is taking and question
at all these basic defects. They proceed in a truly petty bourgeois
fashion and practice the gospel of laisse faire. Naturally, when
the Communists come along and challenge them on these fun.
damental issues of the class struggle, they are annoyed. The more
annoyed they become, the more wviolently they are transformed
into ardent supporters of the most reactionary bourgeoisie, Ne-
vertheless it is our task to expose these illusions and to tell the
truth to the co-operators concerning the road upon which it is
being directed by its present leaders.

But our work consists not only in negative criticism and
exposure of false ideas but in putting forward proposals based
upon the principle of developing the co-operative movement in
the interests of the class which gave them birth and which alone
can utilise them as a means to a new social order, i. e., the pro-
letariat. For example, this principle governs our proposal for
the united action of the co-operative movements and the trade
unions in their respective struggles. On the one hand, we pro-
pose that the co-operatives should function as the commissariat
of the workers in the strike actions of the wunions. On the other
hand as a means of making this course of action effective, our
work is not confined simply to the days when strike action is
upon us, but is directed to bringing in the workers enmasse
into the co-operatives as a most elfective means of economising
their resources and preparing for strike action -with their unions.
What disruption there can be in such a proposal, it is difficult
to see.

Yet many things flow from this line of policy. It necessitates
an advocacy of the investment of trade union funds in the co-
operative movement, it provides facilities for the education of
the workers and the use of their own resources as a class, it
facilitates an extensive mobilisation of class resources and the
means of neutralising a considerable element of the bourgeoisie
in the class struggle. But whatever facilities it may provide in
this direction, it cannot take away the necessity of making clear
to the masses the fundamental direction which such a movement
takes in its relation to the bourgeois state.

This brings us at once to a further dividing line between
us Communists and the Reformists’ who still hold the reins of
the co-operative movement. The latter make a creed of political
neutrality, and the more they defend it the more they become
the advocates of the preservation of the existing order. Our
aim in this respect cannot be avoided however much we may

offend those who accuse us of disruption. If it is disruption "

to tell the workers the truth concerning the relation of the
state to the working class movement and to show from ex-
perience, even from co-operative experience, the need for con-
quering this state, then we are disrupters. There is no political
neutrality in the-co-operative movement and can be none. There
is either loyalty to the working class or -loyalty to the bour-
geoisie.

In place of “political neutrality” we place the class aim
of the proletariat and insist that any attempt on the part of
the co-operatives to ignore this issue plays into the hands of
the enemies of the co-operative movement. Hence, as in the
realm of economic struggles we seek a united front of the trade
unions and the co-operatives in the common struggle against
the bourgeoisie, so in politics, we seek to harness the co-
operatives to the working class movement and to give it a
distinctly proletarian character and aim.

It follows most logically that, as the struggles on these
issues are not entirely local issues but part of international
class war issues of the age, our aims are similar in relation

to the international aspects of the co-operative movement. For .

the same fundamental reasons that we combat the isolation of
the co-operatives from the labour movement and the mass
struggles of the workers in the various countries, we insist
upon the need of combatting the so-called neutrality policy of
the International Co-operative Alliance and set "before inter-
national co-operation the necessity of transforming this body
into an Alliance governed by working class principles working
in co-operation with a single international trade union alliance
governed by similar principles.

It is this policy and aim which has governed our criticism
of its policy in the British coal strike and its line of action

and its illusionary propaganda in connection with the Economic
Conference of the League of Nations. In the coal strike it
deserted the masses, and in the economic conference it has
gone forward with a programme which is hardly distinguishable
from that of the experts of the League of Nations itself.

Therefore, in setting forth our policy and our aims within
the co-operative movement of the whole world, we Communists
feel that in no wise are we the disrupters 'of this movement
but are the real custodians of its interests. We destroy its
illusions and bring it face to face with reality. We reveal to
this movement who are its enemies and show how to conquer
them. We face the co-operative movement therefore neither with
apologies nor -with fear, but with the certainty of victory.
Along this path the Communist Party of the Soviet Union has
led the co-operative movement of its Republics triumphantly.
Along this path the Communist Parties of other countries will
yet lead the international co-operative movement to similar
victories, ' '

IN THE CAMP OF SOCIAL DEMOCRACY

After Seven Years.
By M. Pokrovsky.

Good iriends never forget to supply me with interesting
reading. 1 have hardly finished with the amusing conversations
between Noi Jordania and the British generals when I have
before me again some works by the same author. So far the
British generals are not yet on the scene, but they are close
behind the scenes, as the reader will soon find out. This
time, however, it is not a stenographic record, but original
letters. True, we must use them in translations but whether
a translator “falsifies” more than a stenographer has not yet
been decided by history.

The documents are unusually fresh. One of them, signed
by “Oliko”, says:

“While we write this letter, the British police are
breaking up the safes in the walls of the Soviet Co-operative
(Arcos) in order to find stolen documents and other (Bol-
shevik) shady affairs. This is only an excuse. The police
searches are made with an entirely different aim in
view” (! !). .

How well informed! But it must not be forgetten that we
are dealing here with representatives of the “Georgian Govern-
ment”. No joke: :

“The Congress of the Social Democratic Labour Party
of Georgia”, we read in the resolution of the recent Con-
gress of the Georgian Mensheviks, “considers the-
N. Jordania Government exiled abroad as the legitimate
government of Georgia; it approves of its activities in
general and particularly of the unification of the subjugated
peoples in the Soviet Union with a view to destroying
Russian imperialism. The government is authorised to find .
reliable allies among the states (which will help Georgia
with money and goods, etc.) both during the period of the
liberation movement and after the occupation of Georgia
to support Georgia and render all possible assistance in
the struggle against any ' imperialist steps that might be
taken by Russia against Georgia.”

Time in the Soviet Union is fleeting very rapidly, but
it is dragging in exile. In my last article 1 was afraid that
everybody has already forgotten here about 1919, and here,
you will agree, just as if it had been yesterday, Gegetchkori is
negotiating with the British generals. We see people waiting
for seven years for goods to arrive from Great Britain. It
must be admitted that they are a patient lot.

Naturally, the government is well informed as to its “re-
liable ally”, both as to the time when the raid is made on
Arcos and as to the real aim of the raid, etc. That its ally
is primarily Great Britain is self-evident. Also in this respect
no changes have taken place during these seven years. Jordania
writes to his correspondent in Georgia that '

“the Anglo-Russian antagonism has now reached a phase

when it can no longer be settled through peaceful negotia-

tions. Either Russia or England will rule Asia, that is
how the question stands today. At the present time Britain




