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ON THE SEVENTH CONGRESS OF THE COMINTERN

Based on a speech at theSecondOongr&ssof ithe
MLP,USA in Fall 1983, Edited for publication wlth
. additional material’ added.

-~ ——

Comrades,

This speech is to present some prellmlnary views |

-of the Central Committee on the seripus problems
with the political line which was adopted at the
Seventh World Congress of the Communist Internatior-
al in July-August 1935. At this time a distinctly
new and different onentation.was given to.the com-
munist parties of ‘the world from that of the first,
six CI Congresses. The 1934-5 period, culminating
at the Seventh Congress, appears to be the turning
point when a basically wrong line began to be. put'
forward on a whole series of very fundamental is-
© sues. .
" Our study of the CI fndicates that the lie given
. in the first six congresses, from. 1919 to 1928 was
both consistent and Marxist-Leninist, This is also
true of the "Sixth Congress period" from. 1928 to
- 1934, although certain problems can be observed in
the work of the CI at this time. -

Of course, there were weaknesses and problems
throughout the period of the CI. It could not be
"perfect", even when it was basically correct. The
Cl wasn't composed of holy, infallible ones, but of
real, living people working under the.conditions of
rapld changes and the severe ‘demands of stormy revo-
lutionary developments. - "Perfection” is not demand-
ed, required or sought. But what is required is
. that communists hold” fast to Leninism and fight for
- the revolutionary stand of the proletariat, It is
impermissible to violate principles, but 'this is
what was done at the Seventh Congress.

This report is mainly, just an examinatlon of a |

number of basic problems in the Seventh Congress
Report' of Dimitrov and other Seventh. Congress mate-
rials, It is intended for preliminary discussion
here at thé Second Congress, and it is mot recom-
mended that. any decisions on this' matter be taken
here at the Congress. This preliminary discussion
should serve to facilitate  further study and consi-

" deration by the whole Party and the CC after the |- -

Second Congress. Of course, this implies. coming to '
some definite conclusions at”a later date. It is
important to tread cautiously.in such important
matters. When we take a stand, we are firm about,
it. We have to fight like hellcats to defend. our

line and it is best to unfold the inevitable strug- -

gle in such a way as we know what we are doing; -draw
maximum blood from our’enemies; clean' up the debris
that history has left in our path in. the quickest
and most - systematic .fashion; and not have.to back
down on things due to some ill-considered position.

[Since the Second Congress and after a party-wide

‘discussion, the oomrad&s of our Party voted to com- ’

demn the "new. tactical «)rxentation" of the 7th' Con-
gress as a backward turr. in the development of the

~ employment grew enormously.

- deeper mcursions into China.

CI and a harmful influence on the heroic communist
work of leading the anti-fascist struggle.--ed.]

This talk will have four sections:

- **%¥The historical setting of the Seventh Con-
gress and the tasks it faced. '

**¥The demagogical style of Dimltrov's speechcs
which serve to conceal just what is being advocated.

‘**¥Five major subjects where the political line
is being changed for the worst and serious errors
are made,

a) on fascism;
b) on social-democracy;
‘c) on the united front;
. dg on war and peace;
] e

on the attitude to national reformism in
the oppressed nations. ‘
*¥* Some points in conclusion.

1. Qlthemstai(zlSétﬂr)gofﬂle7ﬁlCm-
and the Tasks It Faced

- The Seventh Congress was held when the situation
internationally was stormy from all directions and
was marked by the offénsive of fascism. The Seventh
Congress was faced with this new situation’and had
to take account of all the changes that had pccurred
in the world, and in the growth and development of
the communist parties,” since the last congress. .
What were some of the main features of the world
situation in which the Seventh Congress met?
a) Beginning in 1929, the capitalist world was
plunged into deep, global economic crisis.. Un-
Living conditions wors-
ened for the working people all over the capitalist
world. Trade fell, and the economies of the oppres-
sed nations also were sent into stagnation and pa-
ralysis. - In response, the struggles in defense of
the vital interests of the laboring masses ‘mounted
as the 1930's wore on. ‘
b)Y The bourgeoisie “was going over, more: and
more, to fascism to crush the revolutionary working
class movement and prepare for war. This was most
clearly seen in Germany, wheré the bourgeoisle in-
stalled Hitler in January 1933.
c) The menace of another world war began to loom
closer with the advent of the frankly 1mperialist

- and openly aggressive Hitlerites 'to power in Ger-

many. As well,  Japan had invaded and occupied Man-. -
_churia in 1931 opening a period of deeper and
Shortly "after the
Seventh Gongress, in October 1935, Italy would in-
vade FEthiopia. This -would be followed by German
remilitarization of the Rhineland in 1936, the anti-
Comintern Pacts of 1936 and 1937, the German-ltalian
1nte1:vsintion in the Spanish Civil War, Japan's all-
out invasion of China south of the Great Wall in
1937,. Germany's annexation of Austria in 1938 and
Czechoslovakia in 1939, Italy invadmg Albania in
11939, and the outbreak of World War II with the
German invasion of Poland on Sept. ‘1, 1939. Thus




. the Seventh Congress was held at a time when the
- events leading .up. to World War II were beginning to
unfold. ' :

d) - In the Soviet Union, great victories of so-
cialist comstruction .were being won by the working
class and peasantry. -While the entire capitalist
world was languishing in economic crisis and misery,
the socialist Soviet Union alone was immune from its
effects and, on the contrary, was achieving big
advances In industry .and agriculture.. Its political
and “cultural achievements. also were a beacom. The
contrast between the two systems was sharp, and the
working people of the world were being attracted
like never before to the ideas of socialism. So-
cialism was clearly proving i',ts“sup,erlorlty to. capi~
talism. - , B

e) There was an.impulse of ‘the masses to the
left and the prospect: of the further 'radicalization,
or revolutionization, of the working class. The
crisis had disproved the theories of the social-
democrats about the garden path to socialism through
steady and gradual improvement of the workers" lot
under capitalism. ~ The Marxist theory of capitalist
‘crisis was again proven correct and the necessity
for revolution was being dramatically illustrated.
The social-democratic leaders faced the danger of
exposing themselves more and more as servants of the
bourgeoisie through their obstruction of the strikes
and other struggles of the working class™movement.e
Many communist parties, on the other hand, ‘had cor+
solidated themselves further and were fighting hard
to establish themselves as the true leaders of the
masses. o , . .

f) Under. the pressure of these, and other devel-
opments, International social-democracy was in the
throes of crisis. .- The installation of German fas-
clsm provided a glaring exposure of the Social-
Democratic Party (SDP) of Germany, the leading party
of the Second International. The stand-of the SDP-G
had proved to be an ‘all-round assistance to the
Hitlerites in their drive to power, principally by
undermining the fighting power of the working mass-
es, by chaining the working class to a coalition
with the bourgeoisie, by identifying the working
class movement in the eyes of the masses with the
oppressive measures of the German bourgeois repub-
lic, by undermining the mass anti-fascist struggle
and by rejecting every appeal of the Comrunist Party
to rise in revolt against fascism. The more revolu-
tionary-minded social-democratic workers were draw-,
ing closer to the communist parties. - An impulse
toward the anti-fascist united. front could be seen,
despite the objections and blockage by the leaders
of the social-democratic parties and the reformist
trade unions. This was true, for example, in Ger-
‘many, in the fall of 1932, just prior to Hitler's
installation as head of state,' and then afterwards
under 'fascist rule; in Austria after the crushing of
_ the anti-fascist uprising. of February 1934; and in
France, Great Britain, etc. in the wake of these
everits, o ‘ . , .

g Tl’f liberation movement of the oppressed and -

'
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dependent peoples was fighting tenaciously in sév-,

“eral countries. .'In the first place there ‘was China.

In 1934, the revolutionary forces were in a diffi- -
cult position. . After defeating numerous encircle-
ment and suppression campaigns, the Red Army broke
through the ring of KMT troops (the Kuomintang was
by then a reactlonary bourgeois nationalist organi-
zation led by the big Chinese exploiters and in

control of the central Chinese government) and began
the Long March to the Northwest of China. In Oct.

1935 they reached their destination and set up a new
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Soviet region, This was to be the base from which
they could make a comeback throdgh stepping into the
forefront of the fight against the Japanese invaders
and could hold out and: stréngthen their position
against the Chinese reactionaries., In India, the
anti-colonial, anti-imperialist movement assumed
massive proportions in the early 1930's, with the

working class and Communist Party playing a larger

role in it

In Latin. America,
imperialism swept through Argentina, Brazil, -
and elsewhere. Large strikes also occurred in the
early 30's. 'The communist parties were growing in
strength and playlng an important role in the anti-
imperialist movement. _

h) Amid all of this, the key issue was that, as
the workers' revolutionary movement and. the ' national
liberation movement grew and developed, as the USSR
became a stronger socialist base area,
geoisie was throwing up fascist reaction to crush
the revolution by outright terror, violence and war.

The clearest example of this was provided by the
events in Germany surrounding the Hitler Party's
rise to power. The Nazis succeeded in setting up

their undivided rule and in dealing the Communist
This -

Party and working class movement heavy blows.
was a big defeat for the working class. The KPD
(Communist Party of Germany) was probably the
“strongest party of the CI, except for the Communist
Party of the Soviet Union. It was large, with an
experienced leadership and a developed system .of
*mass organizations. It fought opportunism in its

ranks and was tactically skilled and flexible. It |

wasn't immediately smashed by the Nazis upon their
coming to- power, but was nevertheless dealt heavy
setbacks and was unable to play a decislve role ln
the coming events in Germany, -

As well, Germany was a first-rate power, despite'

its defeat in World War I. And Hitler made few
attempts to conceal his plan for imperialist expan-
sion including his obsession to militarily crush
Bolshevism in the USSR.

Hitler had the poorly disguised encouragement or
sympathy of much of the.bourgeoisie in the the U.S.,
Great” Britain and France (e.g. in terms of financial
backing), a.support which was to become scandalous
in the 1938 Munich agreement, in which Britain and
France turned their ally Czechoslovakia over to
Hitler in order to encourage him to lnvade to the
" East, l.e., to the USSR.

Thus, in 1935, Nazi Germany — and its partners- |

to-be (Japan and Italy) in the Anti-Comintern Pacts
of 1936 and 37 — was emerging clearly as the spear-
head of an international capitalist offensive a-
. gainst the socialist revolution, the national liber-
ation movement and the socialist Soviet Union.

Thus -- despite the fact that. capitalism was
collapsing in crisis, that social-democracy was
facing the prospect of disintegration while the “com-
munist parties were working hard to gain influence,
. that an impulse of the working masses to the left

was. occurring and the liberation movements and com- |

,mass actions against foreignv.
Chile, -

the bour-

In the wake of the German,

munist parties were active and fighting in such
important oppressed countries as China and India —-
it was not the case that the revolution would devel-
op from victory to victory in a straight line, The
working class could not always.be on the offensive
and never be on the defensive; it would not. just
register victories without also suffering temporary
defeats, even severe defeats, and without suffering
torments from bourgeois oppression. -

The situation was that, in- response to the grave
danger of revolution to their class, the bourgeoisie

" was utilizing all its forces of reaction and' vio-
. lence to drown socialism and the revolution in

blood. And this fascist offensive was not without
its temporary victories, for example in Germany,
Austria and, later, in Spain, as well as temporary
successes ~in‘ its foreign aggression,- for example, in
Manchuria, Ethiopia and elsewhere, By the outbreak

- of World War I, the fascist blight had spread over

a huge part of mainland Europe, both in Eastern
Europe and Central and Western Europe.

‘The forces of-labor and socialism were racing
toward a big clash with the forces of capital and
fascism. Would - the social-democratic coalition with
the bourgeoisic lose its hold on the masses and the
radicalization of the masses proceed fast enough. for
the revolution to prevail? In Germany the race was
temporarily lost by the working class, But this
race was continuing throughout Europe, There was
the grave threat of more fascist dictatorships being
established in important countries such as France,
There were also revolutionary “factors that were on
the rise, = Both sides were marshalling forces and an
international battle ‘royal was shaping - up _

The Seventh Congress had the task of orienting
the world communist movement about these prospects.
Austrian and other e-
vents, it was necessary to provide a major, authori-

" tative analysis of the recent developments, includ-

ing the setbacks; to adjust the CI's tactics to.the
new situation of the ‘world fascist offensive and to
the particular ways in which the working class was
rising to action; and to correct shortcomings in the

~ CI's previous work that it had become aware of.

~ But the '‘Seventh Congress did not simply make
adjustments - in tactics to deal with the fascist
offensive and. to in general ensure that the Cl's
policles' were in correspondence with the new situa-
tion,

It did put stress on the fight against " fascism on
a world scale, which was absolutely essential. And,
of course, this had to be done in accordance both
with the overall world situation and with the degree
and particularities of the development of fascism
from countty to country. To not have put stress on
the anti-fascist struggle at this time would have
been to be -asleep at the wheel, with disastrous
consequences for the revolutionary movement, and
would have led to immediate severe defeats. It

that was in the making.

“The problem is that, while correctly bringing to

~ would have been to neglect the major world clash .
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the fore -the anti-fascist struggle, the CI also
* introduced new, impermissible changes. on -various
major questions: of political line, changes that
violated Leninism, and flagrantly so. Changes that
damaged the revolutionary organization and struggle
of the working masses. and severely 'undermined  it,
immediately in some cases and in- the long run- every-
where.

2s Demagogg of the Tth Congrees

. One of the most dlsturblng things. about” D1m1-
trov's Report is that you can't discuss anythmg in
it without also discussing the demagogy used in the
-presentation of virtually every point., A w1de va=
riety of tricks, subterfuge and misleadlng infer-

ences make it d1ff1cu1t to grasp what Dim1trov is’

really saying.

. For example, we are discussing what is-new in
" Dimitrov's

hes. Dimitrov does many- times refer
to the fact that something new is being proposed in
the tactics and orientation. But the way 'in which
this' is done, Dimitrov's method, leaves the reader

actually unclear as to what it is that is actually |

new, what the new is replacing, and why this. is
being done.

Is the discussion of united front tactics new?
No, the CI had been discussing un1ted front tact1cs
since the Third Congress.

Is the united front against fascism new? No, the
CI .in the Sixth Congress period and previously had
. spoken of and fought for the united front agamst
the attacks of .fascism many times.

In general, Dimitrov .hides from -the reader what
is distinctly new: the rejection of previous as-
sessments and of major conclusions of Leninism.
This.is done in many different ways.
Dimitrov uses. is paying lip service to the previous
line, while actually introducing somethmg differ-
ent. For example,  in one breath he seems to uphold
the view. that social-democracy was, responsible fo/r
'pavmg the way to fascism in Germany, and then many
' pages later he in fact retracts:this assessment . 1n
an underhanded, indirect fashion. '

Dimitrov also utilizes failsafe, 100ph01e—type
clauses. For example," he denies the existence of
"eft" 'social-democracy (which continues the, social-
democratic treachery under the cover of hypocritlcal
Meft" phrases), a long-standing, important assess-
ment by -the CI of one of the trends “in social-

democracy -- ,and them later refers to "left" so-

01a1—democratlc demagogues,. as if to say "Who me?
Deny the condemnation of 'left' social-democracy?
No, see page such and such! There's nothing new
here, orthodoxy is being upheld." -

He also makes a big fuss in presenting -some
previous - views, as if these were some brilliant new
discoveries, Wlth the idea of creating a- definite
effect. - !

D1m1trov is even very 1nd1rect, you might even
. say cagey,’ about saying that he is introducing a new
tactical line (and, in' fact, the changes are much

One method"

s

~ knowledge,

‘more than' just tactical),

-sion",
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" Not until page 95 (of the
old, 'standard, New Century Publishers' edition), at
the beginning of the "Speech in Reply to the Discus-
does he openly say that he is "rev1sing our
pohcy and tactics".

And while creating a b1g mystery about What the
new line actually i, Dimitrov does not present a
clear assessment of what was wrong with the old
policies that are being replaced, that is, with the
Sixth Congress period's (and previous) strategy and

- tactics. There is no careful assessment of what was-
right and wrong with the old orientation. Instead,
he creates the atmosphere, or mood, that it con-

tained a lot of garbage and shouId be forgotten as -
quickly as possible,

. For example, . he positively ralls against doctr1—
nairism (dogmatism) and sectarianism, referring to
cut-dnd-dried schemes, lifeless formulas, phlegmatic
(sluggish) reasoning, stereotyped practices, phrase-
mongering, pedantry, scholastic tinkering, mere book -
abstractioris, bare appeals for the -prole~ °
tarian dictatorship, and so faorth, While undoubted-
ly there were "left" "and sectarian. errors that
needed to'be corrected in the past, this did not

require painting the past as if it were just one

foolish- mistake after another. As well, there were
opportunist, rightist errors in the d1fferent par-
ties, but Dimitrov shows little concern for the

difficult struggle against rightism that" was needed,

‘ merely mentioning the. danger of opportunism in a
_paragraph or two in a routine, obligatory, ho-hum

spirit. What is more, D1m1trov drops previous as-

. sessments concerning the nature of certain sectarian

errors and the need to fight the underlying concep-
tions that give rise to them , such as. that-the
"left" sectarian error of denigrating the struggle
for partial demands was often based on the under-
lying rightist conception that could only conceive
of the hse of reformist methods in the struggle for
partial 'demands. '

And when Dimitrov descends from the World of
sweeping, general criticism to the activity of a
particular party, (1) he tends to carica'ture, or
exaggerate the problem, d (2) he raises old exam-
ples of errors as if these were new discoveries, -
when in fact most of these errors were caught by the
Cl when it was pursuing the previous orientation and’

- had been duly criticized and corrected.

In addition to creating ‘mysteries. as to What the

new line is and what the old line was, Dimitrov -also
repeats a number of things, Whlch'give his Report an
aura of orthodoxy, but which subsequent history -
showed were not central points to his Report and
were later dropped. For example, he refers to the
necessity for the proletariat to organize soviets in
setting’ up its state rule. Perhaps it is just to
call these things window dressmg, or perhaps the -
line was still in transition at the Seventh Congress
and: these things were dropped in the further push to

" the right after the Congress.

In regard to all this demagogy, and more, several
points follow: v .

L
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(1) There is eclecticism galore in Dimitrov's |

speeches. But this is not the eclecticism born of
confusion, but
points to throw the reader off the scent of the
departures from Leninism that are being introduced.
And all of this subterfuge raises your eyebrows.

Correct views don't need a disltnest presentation to |

win their place in the world.
+ {(2) It is necessary to compare the ideas of
Dimitrov's Report to the actual practice of the new

orientation to see what is the actual line and what |

is just camouflage, just orthodox-sounding phrases
for window dressing. In this direction, some study
of the French Communist Rarty in the mid 30's- has
been done and a ‘report will be presented on this.
[See the artlcles‘elsewhere in this issue of the
Supplement on the experlence of. the French Communist
Party in implementing the few line.] Of course, the
whole question of Mr. ‘Earl Browder comes up in this
way too. [Browder's ‘revisionism corroded the revo-

lutionary line of the CPUSA beginning in the mid-.

~1930s and eventually destroyed altogether its com-
munist character. For a . brief description of this,
see Resolution III.A "The History -of the Fight to
Build the Political Party of the Working Class" in
- the Documents of the Second Congress of the MLP,USA
in the Jan. 1,-1984 issue of The Workers' Advocate.]

(3) 1t 1s clear that Dimitrov takes a non-
Bolshevik approach to summing up the experience of
. the CI and to defining the coming tasks. The Bol-

shevik approach would be to construct a balance

sheet of the strengths and weaknesses of the old
policies and practices as shown by the actual re-
.sults in practice.  The revolutionary movement and

socialism had advanced; the communist parties had -

" not only maintained themselves .as revolutionary

parties against rightist pressures, but were fight--

ing hard for the masses. The bourgeoisie had un-
sheathed the fascist sword in order to fight the
revolutien,
definite defeats and was- mounting its most severe
challenge, to the revolution. At the same time, this
“fascist offenswe was itself a‘sign of the instabil-
ity of the bourgeois order,” and the grave clashes to
come; while requiring great sacrifice and the exer-
tion of every ounce of fighting capacity by the
‘working masses, it would also call into question
bourgeois rule itself. How effective had the tac-
tics and orientation of the CI in the last period
been in. preserving and increasing the fighting
strength ~of the communist parties? =~ What changes
were needed in mobilizing the widest sections  of the
masses against fascism? To what degree were those
defeats that had taken place inevitable given objec~
tive factors, i.e., the strength of the contending
forces,-

Cl and the communist parties?

Dimitrov takes a completely non-serious approach'.

to these issues. .
First,  an absolutely euphoric assessment is made
of the objective situation. -The. difficulties are

o

e

is the insertion of contradictory.

‘the CI and ECCI.

and it had dealt the proletariat some’

and to what degree could the defeats be:
attributed to errors in political line made by the .

glossed over. - The basic view is that everything is
just rosy, '
Second, so therefore, if the objectiveé situation

is so favorable, was:the. old line of the CI and the-
Executive Committee of the CI (ECCI) said to be the
source of the setbacks that had come up? Well no,
not this either. '

Dimitrov, a member of the CI leadership, avoids
doing any self-criticism of the previous policies  of
. He puts all the blame for the
setbacks on individual parties, particularly the
Communist Party of Germany (CPG). And he does so in
extravagant language, clearly exaggerating the er-
rors that were made and the difference they made to
the struggle. So the 1mpres310n is that the ECCIL was
perfect.

‘But this “is a- contradiction. Why is the CI
"correcting" its entire line in order to deal with
the mistakes o? those "left" sectarians in the CPG?
The view is actually that, "The line was fine, but
‘we are  forced to correct and change all of it." An
honest approach, on ‘the other hand, would be to
discuss openly the strengths .and weaknesses of the
views and activities both of the CI leadership, such
as the ECCI and Stalin, and of the individual’ par-
ties.

Our view is that the CI had not made major errors
of principle, but had a definite problem with tacti-
cal inflexibilities. These ‘should have been cor-
rected, while persisting in the generally correct
lire. In fact, the world was in a situatiop where
to have per31sted with certain wooden tactics would
have meant you were dead in the water. They had to-
be corrected.

It is possible that even with these improvements,
the bourgeoisie might have been able to inflict
additional temporary defeats on the revolutionary
forces. Dimitrov's euphoric assessments about the
impending - establishment of revolutionary unity with
social-democracy against fascism, about the preven-_
tion of a new . imperialist world war ‘via peace agita-
tion, ‘and so forth, amounted to closing one's eyes,
or ‘attempting to close the revolutionary movement's '’
eyes, to the real situation. It was like advising a
canoeist to shéot the rapids with his eyes closed.
But though the coming period would be a difficult’
one for the revolutionary proletariat, and there
would be both victories and painful defeats, the ~
prospects were still that the coming trial of
strength would: result in the growth of the revolu-
tionary working class movement and turning the ta-
bles on the class enemy. The Leninist line would
have strengthened the proletarian movement and also
prevented the fruits of the anti-fascist struggles
from having been thrown away.
 Let's now examine some of the -significant oppor-

qmist deviations advanced at the Seventh Congress

3. On the . Issue of Fascism Itself

3. . First, there are the Wrbng views put forward

on questions closely associated with the analysis of
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fascism itself. Under this category there are\ three
t0p1cs to be taken up:

1) the wrong view that denies the bourgeois
class basis of fascism, and promotes the liberal-
bourgeoisie as fighters against fascism;

2) the wrong view that detaches the anti-
fascist fight from the sqcialist revolution; and .

3) the wrong view of catering to petty’-botxr-
geois prejud1ces, including . petty-bourgeois nation-
alism, _in the fight "against fascist 1deology.

A
To begin with, 1t can be noted that Dlmitrov S
- Report not only demands that the communists bury the
hatchet with the social-democrats, but ‘also demands

alliance with the liberal parties of the bourgeoi-
sie. He abandons the previous line of the CI of

First,ontheclassb&soffasdsm

 fighting the social-derhocratic -coalition with the |

bourgeoisie 'and instead demands that the liberal
bourgeoisie be regarded as one of the basic anti-
fascist. forces. True, unlike what he does with
social-democracy, Dimitrov does not quite dare open-
ly say that he is for alliance with bourgeois par—
ties — not by the name of "bourgeois parties."
Instead he prettifies the liberal. bourgeois parties,
such as the French Radicals which: he explicitly
names, as parties ‘'of the petty-bourgeoisie.

‘In order to create a theoretical basis: for pret—

tifying the "liberal bourgeoisie as anti- fascist |

- fighters, he has to find a way to negate the class
‘struggle. - In, essence, his view Is that the_class
struggle against the bourgeoisie ceases to: be the
issue as soon as the issue of fascism arises, at

which time the basic issue is supposed to be contra- |

dictions among the bourgeoisie.
Dimitrov says that fascism is. the rule of the _
+ "most reactionary, most chauvinistic, most
imperialist - elements of finance - capital."
(See the " section of Dimitrov's Report entit-
led "The Class Character of Fascism.")
Now this is true if .you are talking about, for
example, Hitler's Party being the most reactionary
jparty among. all the capitalist parties in Germany.
But Dimitrov then goes on to pretend that the most

reactionary elements of fmance capital necessarily |

have severe contradictions with .the mass of the
exploiters whose interests they defend.

The fascist government  is indeed the rule of the |

most - bloodthirsty, most reactionary, elements, a
_ government which, however, if it is to consolidate
itself and have a certain durability, rallies the
bourgeoisie around- it.

Any government is the. rule of certain elements.
If it consolidates ' its power, it is ‘because ‘it
rallies definite classes around it. For example,
one could say that a communist government is the
government of the most resolute, most class-con-
scious, ‘most revolutionary elements, a government
which, however, if it is to be stable, rallies the
whole working class around it. A true dictatorship

of the proletariat ‘must be able to rally the working .

\

‘ struction,

~ split into . different factions and

. from),
" both),

"the need for it,
-geois state, "’

masses, including backward masses still under the
influence of - various illusions, 'into socialist: con~
into defense against imperialist”

sion, = etc.

- Similarly a capitalist government a1ms to- rally,‘

all the capitalists around it. And so does .that
particular variety of capitalist government,
fascist regime. ' In Germany and Italy the. fascist
class around themselves. - It may happen in other
fascist 'dictatorships that the bouf geolsie 1tself is

ized as in Germany. Nevertheless, in all cases, one

‘can only understand politics by seeing what class
interests are being served and which classes rally .
“to which side. ’

However,\ the ordlnary interpretatlon of Dlmi—
trov's quotation, reiterated many times since by
right opportunists of all shades, is that.the. bour-
geoisie is split into .fascist and anti-fascist
wings, and the issue is the struggle between, these
two wings of the bourgeoisie.

obscured or forgotten. 'y ,
‘Once the class “issue is thrown aside, one can
understand nothing. Why' did fascism spread in the
1930's? Because suddenly one section of the bour-

- geoisie became a little stronger than the other,
upsetting the . equilibrium?

Hogwash, The bourgeoisic was movmg to. attack
the revolution, which scared it. This didn't mean

that all the bourgeoisie, unanimously, decides "We

need a Hitler." But it inclines more and more’ to
the method of the big stick (which it is never -far
it fosters fascist groups and finds " them
useful, the liberals either lose support in _the
bourge01s1e ‘or :'themselves incline to reaction * (or

fascist .eoup, etc. If a fascist coup is attempted

before the bourgeoisie as a whole is convinced of
it ‘may be suppressed by the bour-

because one had to expect such minor mdlscretlons«

~'as attempting to overthrow the government at a time .
.when the bourgeoisic was fostering underground ar-.
mies and reactionary paramilitary forces as -the -

German bourgeoisie was at' that time).. In o‘ther
cases, the ruling bourgeoisie may not suppress the

_coup itself, but it may stand aside if the masses
At other times, the -

rise to wipe out the coup.
bourgeoisie rallies with enthusiasm around' the fas-
cist coup.. But even then, under the fascist regime,
if the bourgeoisie’ sees that the regime is' totter-

" ing, due to the upsurge ‘of the masses or due to
military defeats, 'a bourgeois oppos1tlon to. fascism

may emerge with the aim..of ensuring- that the down-

fall of the fascist party does not endanger the rule )

of capital.
Dimitrov's analysis, while . paying hp serv1ce to

a’section of the bourgeoisie. longs ‘for, the-
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- regimes succeeded in rallying the bourgeoisie ‘as a -

s not as-organ- -

The fact that the
bourgeoisie as a. whole inclines in one directlon or:
_the other and works to accomplish its class aims is®

» Hitlers beer hall putsch in Bavaria
in 1923 -was’ quickly syppressed by the authorities
(but they only tapped the fascists on the -wrist -
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class terms, actually wipes out the class basis of
fascism and substitutes a vulgar conception of ‘some
elements just happening to be fascist and some just

happening -to be anti-fascist. In the Seventh Con-
gress itself, this is an ideological basis for alli-
ance with the liberals.

Germany

Thus Dimitrov suggests that “fascist rule, the

rule of Hitler's Party, did not have the support of -

essentially the entire German big bourgeoisie. He
" suggests that fascism was not the rule of the capi-
talist class,  but only of a section of them. He
implies. that there is another section: of- financg

capitahsts, presumably the :liberals, who are pro-'

gressive, who . are staunch opponents of fascism;, and
furthermore ‘the working class should . accommodate its
- struggle to what Is acceptable to -these liberals.
' Elsewhere in the text, Dimitrov refers to fascism
as being based>on simply "finance capital"™ or "the
bourgevisie," but this is not stressed. This is an
example of the eclecticism-by~design mentioned ear-
‘lier, an example of an orthodox loophole inserted to
cover- his tracks. .

- Dimitrov's (unstated, conclusion

but implied,

“about the alleged splits in the bourgeoisie is ‘not -

backed up by a shred of evidence.
- dicts sharply the experience of Germamy, where be-
fore the nazi takeover ‘the entire. big bourgeoisie
more and more looked to the fascist big stick to
- beat the revolutionary movement -~ some thinking
that: they could subordinate the nazis to traditional
- conservative rule, while others being more for a
fadcistr tegime '— and after the "nazi takeover, they
‘rallied - behind it. Even the Social-Democratic - Par-
ty, Servant of the bourgeoisié that it Was, appeased
the nazis..

Dimitrov does not say that he 'is referrjng to
Germany or any particular country for that matter,
.But the whole world would have to assume that he is
doing so — S
nating world- politics at the time.” Now it is(con—
ceivable that the bourgeoisie could ‘be divided" over
whether or not to go over to fascist forms of rmile,
Later we deal more with the Social-Democratic Party,
which doesn't particularly like open fascist rule --
but -hates the revolutionary working class movement
more- than it fears fascism. This sort of stand may
- als6 be found among. the bourgeois liberals. - And ‘the
* working class movement is often faced with having: to
have “flexible tactics to deal with: the liberals or
the social-democrats, when they have influence on
the masses, and are posturing- against the reaction,
and ot just say "down with the liberals.," There is
the example of the tactics Leninn used with respect
to the Kerensky regime of "soclalist" opportunists
- 'during the Kornilov revolt in 1917, But this still
does not deny the basis of fascism in the class
Interests of the bourgeoisie, nor the fact that the
big bourgeoisie as a whole was more and more inclm—
ing to reaction inm Europe at that time.

, -

& “

And it contra-.

inasmuch as the German events were domi--

- big. bourgeoisie.
_set out to create an -opening for the view that

~ "severe struggle"

- times leads to armed clashes,

- during " a political crisis,

" Dimitrov was not trying to sum up the German

events,” as the whole world might have assumed, when
he defined fascism as the rule of one section of the
Instead it looks like he simply

varipus bourgeois political trends are an anti-
fascist force for the working class -to ally with,
Dimitrov never says precisely who the other sec-
tions - of finance capital are: less reactionary
elements who ‘are mneutral and indifferent about fas-
cism? Liberals? Traditional conservatives? Pro-
gressive anti-fascists? But he implies that this
"other section" are staunch anti-fascist fighters

~and allies of the working class.

Severe Struggles Withinthe Bourgeoisie?

Thé- main way he does this is to conjure up a
within the bourgeois camp before
and after the rise to power of fascism; such a

-severe struggle that sometimes it breaks out into.

"armed- clashes". Without saying so in so many
words, ' the impression is created that one side of
these clashes must be an important anti-fascist
force to be dealt with. He says
"...fascism usually comes to power in the
course of a mutual, and-at times severe,
struggle against the old bourgeois parties,
or a‘ definite section of these parties, iun
the course of a struggle even within the
fascist camp itself--a .struggle - which at
as we have
" witnessed in the. case of Germany, Austria and
other countries."” (From the section of his
Report entitled "The Class Character of Fas-
cism", This image is created again in the
. section "Fascism--a Ferocious but Unstable
Power" where he states that fascism "lends
the conflicts that arise among the bour- |
geoisie the character of sharp and at times |
bloody collisions,...")

But it is one thing for fascism to come to power -

it is’ quite another to
paint ‘a picture of the liberal bourgeoisie taking to
arms against fascism. For example in Germany, there
was no severe struggle between - fascist: and anti-
fascist sections of the -bourgeoisie during Hitler's
rise or after it. There were various economic -and:
political contradictions between this or that sec-
tion of the bourgeoisie, including disputes over how
much and how fast to fascize the state. But on one
thing they were all agreed:’ the task was to find a
way to defeat the revolutionary movement, and it was
their right to use terror -and violence against the
masses.

, As to Dimitrov's talk of armed clashes between

such mythical forces, this is a sneaky trick. There

was an armed clashes in June '34 in Germany between
* two different sections of the Nazis (and this took

place at the time when a section of the stormtroop-
ers were becoming disillusioned with the Nazis'

. failure to carry out the radical steps against big

s
]
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capital that they had appeared to promise). And
there was an“armed clash in Austria in July '34 when
the pro-Italian, fascist head of state Dollfuss was
assassinated by pan-German Hitler fascists. It
seems as if Dimitrov is demagogically trying to con-
jure up the year-old memory of such armed clashes
and attribute them, by way of suggestion, to pro-
and anti-fascist sections. ,‘

Not only this, but Dimitrov says the working
class should utilize these mythical, severe, anti-
fascist struggles in the same breath as calling for
“the mobilization of the broadest strata. So the
whole ‘mood is created that there are important bour-
' geois anti-fascist forces,  engaged in a seyere
struggle against the transformation of the bourgeois
democratic form of rule to the fascist form of rule,
and that the proletariat must unite with these
forces against the fascists.

the Report, the idea .is:necessarily created that
only self-satisfied sectarians -would refuse to do
so. - ’

Not Just With the Liberals...

" As we have said, when Dimitrov talks about the
struggles between the different elements of the
bourgeoisie, ‘he does not say who the gbod section of
the bourgeoisie are supposed ‘to be and does not
identify them as the liberals. In. fact, . the fights

-among the bourgeoisie that he listed often . involved’
other forces: the fight between homegrown Austrian |

fascism and German nazi fascism; the fight between,
on the one hand, those reactionary bourgeois who
believed that a reactionary republic or the local
monarchy could wield the big stick for- them and, on
the other.hand, the pro-nazi forces on the other;
etc.- Thus a rationale appears to have been created
for alliance with any part of the bourgeoisie that
happens to have a contradiction with the most- visi-

~ ble enemy of the moment. ‘ :

This appears to be related to various maneuvering
by the Soviet Union and the local communists that
took place later in Eastern Europe as fascism col-
lapsed at the end of World War IIl. Deals were con-
cocted with various exploiting forces, many of whom
could hardly be called liberals — some; were actual-
“ly in the ruling regime or were the ruling regime
until the last moment when, seeing the defeat of the
Axis, the advance of the Soviet Army and the growing
activity of the local population, ‘they were ready to
- make .last-minute deals to disassociate themselves

from the rapidly falling Axis war machine. One|
result was that pro-fascist King Michael of Romania|
received’ the highest Soviet wartime medal, -the Order |

of Victory, because he did not order resistance to
the Red Army when it marched in. Later he was final-
ly forced to abdicate his throne on Dec. 30, 1947,
and he promptly fled' Romania. Comrade Enver Hoxha,
in his book The Titoites, denmounces the giving of
honors to King Michael as "impermissible opportunism
- on the part of the Soviets." (See page 518.) But

&

And in the context- of |
the constant diatribe against left sectarianism in|.
st Party) as part of the new tactics.
Radicals, though increasingly gaining the hatred of .
wide masses for utter money-grubbing corruption and, -

“circles of American finance capital ...

‘reasonable imperialists to unite with.
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Enver doesn't even .raise the question of ‘where such

_stands could have come from.

/

But Certainly With the Liberals -
However, at the time of the Seventh Congress,

Dimitrov was mainly aiming at the liberals, His

theorizing on the class basis of fascism seems to be
an attempt to .push the international communist move-
ment skipping down the primrose .lane of liberal-
labor, reformist politics. -
.As well, study of the experience of the Communist
Party of France after the Seventh Congress tends to
strongly confirm that this hidden meaning of the
Seventh Congress Report .was in fact the "inside
dope." The CPF's stands were. promoted as the model
of the application of thé Seventh Congress tactics.
And in France the CP was cozying up to the liberal
bourgedis "Radicals" (the Radical or Radical-Social~
Now the

through repeatedly jumping into the arms of the
parties. to their right,
And it would have been stupid to reject this dis-
tinction. - But this didn't mean the proletariat
should "jump into their arms either.
~ Similarly, in the U.,S., neither the Communist
Party's alliance with Roosevelt and the Democratic.”
Party, nor Browder's entire arsenal of liberal-labor

politics were criticized by the CI in. the latter -

130s to -our- knowledge.

In- fact, \Dimitrov hints more than once that FDR
was quite a fine fellow for the working class, For
example, he stresses that "...the most reactionary

ing Roosevelt ..." (See the passage "The. Struggle

‘Against Fascism Must Be Concretized") to ' imply: that

Roosevelt was not also -anti~working class, but -pro-
gressive. He also pointedly leaves out the presi- .
dency from a list of offices that a Workers' and
Farmers' Party in.the U.S. would contest. (See
section A on the U.S. under "Cardinal Questions of

~ the United Front in Individual Countries.") All

this wasn't lost on Browder, to' whom a wink was as
good -as a nod. ‘ ,

And since this line was never repudiated, it
seems to be the basis for similar, perhaps more
open, conceptions advanced in the world communist
movement in the years immediately after World War I
(and before the death of Stalin. and the rise of open
Khrushchovite revisionism).. Our study of the post-
World  War I period showed that there was a ten-
dency to not denounce U.S. imperialism, but instead

~to talk about various warmongers in Washington and

ot_hgr such formulations, letting the ruling class as:
a whole off the hook and suggesting the existence of
Thus, there
seems to be continuity from the Seventh Congress to
the post-World War II period on this issue. '
seems that this opens the door to the Khrushchovite
theories about "two opposing power centers in. Wash-

were not a fascist party, -

are attack- -

It also .

7
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- . ington, ' the peaceful White House and the warmongers '

in the Pentagon," :

Se, Dimitrov's wrong views on the class basis of
fascism, his prett1ficat10n of the liberals, his
strong hints in the direction of constructing a
liberal-labor - alliance,
which - we are quite famihar.

B) Detadringd:el"ightAgaﬁmFascismfmm
_ the Socialist Revolution -

{ B

B) Secondly, _
fascism from the  socialist revolution. He declares
- that the fight against fascism requires that work

. for the socialist -revolution be set aside for the '

moment and postponed to the indefinite future. In-
stead the struggle against fascism is supposed to
require staying within the framework of hourgeois
democracy,
bourgeois democratic ‘state as the goal of ‘the strug-
gle, and dropping the communist exposure of the

nature of bourgeois democracy as a class dicta- .
This however is a’ sure

torshlp “of the bourgeoisie.
' formula for undermining . the struggle .against fas-
. cism, for that struggle must be based on :the revo-
lutionary mobilization - of the  masses,

botirgeois democracy,

crush that revolutionary initiative of the toilers.
. Dimitrov says, in the "Speech in Reply tG -the

Discussion” in the section entitled "Attitude Toward -
Bourgeois Democracy" that: : 1

"... Now the fascist counter-revolution is
'attackmg bourgeois democracy in an effort to
establish a most - barbaric regime of exploita-
tion and suppression of the toiling masses.
Now " the toiling masses in a number of capi- -

. talist countries are faced with the necessity
of making a definite choice, and of. making it
today, - not between proletarian dictatorship

,and bourgeois ' democracy, but between bour-

" geois dethocracy and - fascism." ‘

If -all Dimitrov meant by this was that communists

must fight against fascist coups even when the work-
 ing masses are not yet in a position to carry that |
fight all the way to the socialist revolution, so-

that their struggle will instead, for the moment,
result only i maintaining or restoring bourgeois—-

* democratic forms (such as parliament) and various™

democratic rights, then this passage would be unob-
jectionable. It wouldn't be anything new, it- would
be old, well-worn truths, but it wouldn't be wrong
either, " But, it turns. out, Dimitrov means far more
. than_this.

epoch of the 1930's. He says: '
. "Besides,” we have now a situation which
differs from that which existed, for example,
in the epoch of capitalist stabilization. At

lead to consequences with

Dimitrov- detaches the fight againSt |

putting forward the stréngthening of the

and the fight~
ing masses inevitably flow beyond the ‘bounds of
while even the bourgeois-demo- -
" cratic bourgeoisie and state strive .to subvert. and

‘front. .

- those who say a word or two against fascism,

itate the victory of fascism.

-paper constitutions.’

de continues and spells out, especially
- using the example of Germany but speaking in gener-
" al, that the corhmunist: parties must drop the goal of -
- the socialist revolutlon in the world snuation and- -

-to raising 'anti-fascist slogans at times.

. o
that time the fascist danger was not as acute
as it is today. At that.time it was bour-
geois dictatorship in the form of bourgeois
democracy that the revolutionary workers were .

. facing in a number of countriés and it was

against bourgeois democracy that they were

concentrating their fire. ...

"But could the Communists maintain this
stand when the fascist movement began to
raise its head,” when, for instance, in 1932,
_the fascists in Germany were organizing and
arming hundreds of thousands. of storm troop-

- ers against the working class? Of course

not.- It was the mistake of the Comimunists in
a number of countries, particularly in Ger-
many, that they failed to take. into account
the changes which had taken place; but con-
tinued to repeat those slogans, maintain
those ' tactical - positions which had been cor-
rect a few years before,..."

Here he is 'referring not to the day-to—day tac-
tics, but to the overall stand, previously main-
tained, of working for a proletarian revolution,
corﬁbattmg illusions in above-class democracy, and
exposing ' the bourgeois-derhocratic. state as a ruth-
less, if concealed, machine to enforce the dictator-
ship "of . the bourgeoisie.

His: opportunist line of abandoning work for the
proletarlan revolution is consistent with his sug-
gesting* that the liberal bourgeoisie are anti-fas-
cist fighters and a basic part. of the ' people's
After all, no section of the bourgeoisie is
going to be w1ld1y enthusiastic to play ball with
forces aiming for the expropriation of their capi~
tal. The price of fawning on the liberals, even
is to
give up those "umrealistic socialist ideas". It is
to give up anything that goes beyond the bounds of
the parliamentary bourgeois republic. And it is to
keep within narrow bounds the social demands for the
working class and its allies as these demands’ empty
the moneybags of the bourgeoisie.

" 'To eliminate - the perspective of the socialist
revolution . from - the day—to—day struggle is to facil-
It' means to turn away
from the mass . struggle in ‘favor of captivating illu-
sions about the power of parliamentary maneuvers and
When , Dimitrov centers the
struggle against fascism on the bourgeois—parhamen—
tary talk shop, it is a major revision of the Marx-

) ist~Leninist conception of ‘the state and a replace-

ment of struggle. with parliamentary cretinism.
The struggle against fascism is strengthened the

" more the socialist perspective is systematically
" imbued, revolutionary methods are employed, = social
-demands are raised, etc.

ment. This strengthens the fighting capacity of the.
working class, which is at. the core of the anti-
fascist fight. The proletariat may not always and
everywhere immediately raise the slogan "socialist
revolution" against fascism. 1t may confine itself
But it.

in ‘the anti-fascist move-




2

" besides  deception,

_ starkly:  bourgeois reaction or revolution.
.CI in this period tended ‘to be somewhat rigid in its

‘must base its tactics against fascism on the strate-

gy of the. socialist revolution. :

, Furthermore, at a time of profound revolutionary
crisis, the only. real alternatives more and more
become either a period of utter reaction {such. as
fascism) or'the révolution. At such times, the
political deception and democratic illusions upon

which the parliamentary system rest become incapable\

of ‘holding the masses down. The remnants of bour-
geois-democratic rights and parliamentary forms are
“utilized by the working class to organize' the revo-
lutionary movement. The" bourgeoisie sees that,
it needs a period of open terror
and violent repression,
“masses .a lesson"
‘leadership, in order to preserve the old order and
capitalist property. The bourgeoisie prepares its
tools of repression -- it fascizes the state, beefs
up its military "and police, organizes street 'gangs
‘and murder squads. At the crucial ‘moment it sus-
pends all so-called constitutional guarantees,
sweeps aside parliament (or reduces it to a complete
_-shell), and strikes the blow.

This does not mean that fascism or social revolu-
tion are always the only possibilities, even in a
time. of revolutionary possibilities. If the fight
against fascism has some success but is stopped
“half-way, there:-is the possibility it will result in
. a bourgeois-democratic regime. But the proletariat
" cannot base its tactics on the goal of stopping the
revolution half-way, on the goal of bourgeois demo-
" cracy. - The proletariat cannot wage a serious strug-

gle,

will lose the fruits of its victory or will estab-
- lish the same old order that gave rise .to the need
to fight fascism in the first place.

Not. Constitutions, but Definite Class Forces

- Fight Fascism ' o
Dimitrov's wrong line rests on a wrong assessment
of thé relationship of bourgeois- democracy to fas-
cism.
system are wielded by one and the same bourgeoisie.
It is ‘not the bourgeois-democratic constitution that
fights fascism, but definite class forces. And the
bourgeois-democratic state itself, its bureaucracy
and - military, = are generally nests of. reaction -which
fascism relies on in its assault on the masses and
in its  fascist coup. Without the preliminary fas-
cization .of the state, without support from within
‘the state machine and from the bourgeoisie, (and

- without the role of social-democracy and - liberalism
fascism could .

in paralyzing the working masses)
hardly come to power at all.’

In the Sixth Congress period.there was a correct
-appreciation of the fascization taking place in the
bourgeois-democratic states and of the fact that the
revolutionary crisis leads to the question being put
But the

“for socialist revolution (at

'austerity. .measures,
a bloodletting to "teach the’
and decapitate their revolutionary - |

requiring mass enthusiasm and’ sacrifice, - while .
- - deciding in advance that it will be hoodwinked.or

* Italy
Both the parliamentary system and the fascist. .

15 April 1986, The Supplement, page 33

understanding of what it meant ' to expose bourgeois-
democracy- and combat bourgeois-democratic, illusions
and to maintain the standpoint of the socialist
revolution. : . :
Dimitrov, however, is even more rigid at the -
Seventh Congress, '
puts a complete wall between the fight against fas-
cism and revolutionary work, and on this basis he
draws the conclusion of damning to hell the strategy -
least for the present

epoch). g . S
The fight against the fascist offensive; against
» pay cuts, and- unemployment;
against political reaction and terror; against the
imperialist war buildup and military adventures; and,
against the racist and chauvinist campaigns of the
bourgeoisie must be pursued as part of the prepara-
tions for the socialist revolution. = Not electoral
illusions, _but the mass revolutionary struggle, can
defeat fascist coups,- and only depriving the bour-
geoisie of political power can remove the threat of
fascism altogether. _ o S
This does not mean that the electoral struggle
could be ignored by the communist parties in.the
1930's, or pursued only half-heartedly. It would

have been absurd to allow the fascists to waltz into

power through elections. But even proper utiliza-
tion of elections 1s impossible once ore abandons’
the revolutionary mass struggle, and illusions that
the bourgeoisie will allow things to be settled by
constitutional means at a moment of crisis are noth-
ing but parliamentary cretinism. It 'is notable that -
the nazis had reached their height and were on the
way down, electorally, when- the bourgeoisie, fright-
ened that the nazi party might be disintegrating, =
poured out additional financial aid and had other -
bourgeois parties take part in installing Hitler .
legally in power. , N '

. The embellishing of bourgeols democracy, which. is
Dimitrov's replacement - for work for the revolution,
is also a theme that comes sharply into focus in the
post-World War II period. .For example in France and
the post-war constitutions were described by
the communist parties as- something that went beyond
mere bourgeois' democracy. ST

The Experience of the Anti-Fascist Struggles
-~ . of the 1920's : .

Finally, let us examine Dimitrov's attémpt at
historical argument. He says that the old line,  the
struggle for proletarian revolution, was acceptable
in the .1920's, but no longer in the 1930's.

question arises: did the working class .face the

threat of fascist and militarist coups in the

1920's? If so, and if it was able to fight them
while maintaining the stand for proletarian revolu-

‘tion, then Dimitrov's whole argument falls on its.

face. .
Dimitrov refers to Germany. He states- that
"m Germany, they [the revolutionary workers]

fqughj: against -the Weimar Republic, not be-

but from the other direction: he -

The = .
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- cause it was a republic, but because it was a .
bourgeois republic, which was suppressing the .
‘revolutionary movement of the proletariat,
especially in 1918-1920. and in 1923."

So" 1918-1920 in Germany is a time when the old
tactics were correct. But what happened in 19207
- In March 1920 the monarchist landowner Kapp and
various reactionary generals threw aside the  social-
democratic government, which offered no resistance,
and proclaimed a military dictatorship. This was
known as the "Kapp putsch". The workers were faced

with an immediate choice between ‘military dictator-.

ship and struggle.
of Berlin brought down the would-be dictators. -
due to illusions in the social-democrats and the
bourgeois-democratic order, the workers simply re-
stored the bourgeois republic.

If the communists were right to maintain the
stand for socialist revolution in 1920, despite the
necessity to deal with the Kapp putsch why would
they have -to abandon the revolution in order , to
oppose Hitler? If illusions in bourgeo1s—de_mocracy

A general strike of the workers

"in 1920 misled the German workers in the fight

against the Kapp putsch, so that they failed to root
out German reaction and insteéad simply reestablished'
a bourgeois republic,  then how did this fail to be a
danger facing the anti-Hitler struggle?

The Kapp putsch is, in fact, Similar in rnany ways
to , the Kornilov revolt 1n»August 1917 of tsarist
generals in Russia against the bourgeois-democratic
Kerensky government. Here we have an example of how
the Bolsheviks handled the struggle against reac-
tionary coups. . The Bolsheviks were flexible in
tactics but didn't abandon their basic stand for
socialist revolution. - They pushed forward the mass
mobilization against Kornilov, which caused his
collapse, and ‘correctly - held that this mass upsurge
revitalized, not Kerengky's bourgeois-democratic
government, but the revolutionary movement.

How does Dimitrov handle this history?
.ignores it. He blandly femarks that "At that time
the fascist danger was not as acute as it is today."
Tell that to the Italian workers,

fascist coup in the early 1920's but lost, due to

the treachery of the social-democrats and the re-’

formist trade - union: leaders. If the German and
‘Russian workers hadn't fought successfully against
reactionary coups,
torments of reaction in the 1920's as did the Ital-
ians, Bulgarians, Poles and others.

" C) _Catering to Petty-Bourgeols Prejudices

C) Dimitrov also introduces .a flabby spirit of
catering to petty-bourgeois prejudices’ in his Re-
port. This shows up clearly. in the chapter "The
Ideological Struggle Against Fascism."

Fascism in Germany and elsewhere, while relying
on open terror to repress. the working class, also
utilized an entite arsenal of nationalist demagogy
and social demagogy. It made empty promises to

relieve the economic distress of the masses and

But, ..

" al mnihilist errors.

He simply ’

who also faced a

they too would have- suffered the -

i

-pretended to champion the anti-capitalist sentiments
- of the masses.

Through - these means it sought to
‘channel . the discontent of the backward -sections of
the masses, particularly elements from the petty-
bourgeoisie, peasantry -and labor aristocracy, into a

, reactionary mass movement against the working class.:

Consequently, the proletariat's struggle against
fascism and the fascist movement required a relent-
less struggle against the fascist demagogy.

But Dimitrov gives bad advice for this struggle.

The "nazis promoted fanatical hatred against other
nationalities, and virulent racism and anti-semi-
‘tism, while also promoting the chauvinist myth of
the German "master race". In combat against this
fascist ideology, the Communist Party needed to
vigorously uphold proletarian internationalism; to
instill in. the masses the fraternal friendship and
solidarity of the toilers of all nationalities based
on their ‘struggle against the common enemy. The
Communist Party was faced with the .task of promoting
' the unity of the German toilers with the workers of
all lands in ‘pursuit of the common revolutlonary
goal. :

Dimitrov however does' not present this orienta-
“tion. Instead he stresses, essentially, that the
Communist Party's propaganda should compete with the
fascists over .who were the true nationalists, the
true upholders of the general national interests —
.at a time when not national struggle but class
struggle was before the German working masses. Di-
mitrov drops many, many hints in this direction.
This is done under the pretext of oornbattmg nation-
But Dimitrov gives no examples
of such errors in this section, perhaps because, as
-we suspect, there were no s1gn1ficant examples to
give.

However, in an earher section of the Report,
Dimitrov makes a criticism of the Communist- Party of
Germany for allegedly failing to do correct work in
-opposition to the heavy exploitation of the German

- masses by foreign imperialism through the repara-

tions burden imposed by the Treaty of Versailles. .

. (See the latter part of the passage entitled "Is the
- Victory of Fascism Inevitable?")

But this criticism

seem$ odd in that: - ‘ . :
1) It is ‘so harsh. The errors made in this
direction by the CP of Germany do not seem to have
.been ‘as large as Dimitrov says. Dimitrov is so

. emphatic that it is easy to forget that the CP of

Germany trad1t1onally fought on this issue (and the
'"national Bolsheviks" in Germany had even gone too
far on this issue). From Dimitrov's grand manner
one would hardly suspect that Dimitrov is referring
. simply to slowness in producing one part1cular "oro-
gram for social and national - emancipation" with

" regard to a particular election campaign.

2) = Dimitrov implies that this was a central
error of the German CP that was a major reason why
the nazis were able to seize power. But the errors
that were made related to events in 1930 only and

i were already criticized by the CI and the CP of

Germany in the 1930-31 period, well before the cru-

’




clal moment and fully four years previously. /

3) The reparations payments, the main burden on
the masses from the Versailles Treaty, were stopped

- by the Hoover moratorium in July 1931, again four -

years previously.

Despite' this, Dimitrov seems to be calling for

the continuation of a major agitational campaign
against  the Versailles Treaty,

. that remained of it as far as Germany was concerned

" troops, this might be an issue.

were  the following provisions:

1) Possibly some of the ban on German rearma-
ment, but this was becoming something of a dead
letter. .Of course, if the 'proletariat seized power
and faced an invasion by counter-revolutionary
) But agitation on

_ this question during Hitler's reign could hardly be

of benefit to the” German communists.

2) ~ There were also various territorial ques-
tions, such as the loss to France of Alsace-Lorraine
(which- may well have-been in accord with the pro-
French sympathy of this area which had been stripped
from France in the Franco-Prussian war of 1870-71),
the prohibition against Austria uniting with Ger-

many, the Danzig and Polish Corridor questions, etc.
" But merely. listing' these questions reveals that the

issue wasn't nationalist agitation on these ques-
tions but internationalist agitation. One should
not compete with the nazis on nationalist fervor for

a Greater Germany, but debunk the blaming of Ger-

" many's problems on workers of other lands.

" than the 1920's.)

\

‘Seventh Congress,

-Germany by this time,
throughout Europe. How.can the fascist mass move-'

'3) And there were other issues such as Germany |
But the working class could |

losing its colonies.
not fight for their return!

To lay stress on the Versailles Treaty under
these conditions is more than strange. (This is
indeed one question where the 1930's were different
Yet this interpretation of Dimi-
trov's intent is apparently.born out by the subse-
quent practice of the CP of Germany, which it seems

-kept up-a certain propaganda stress against the

Versailles Treaty long after the Seventh Congress.
In addition* to the many hints for competing with
the fascists in nationalist terms, perhaps what is
even more noteworthy is what Dimitrov fails to say.
He gives no-call for, and does not even mention, the

struggle against the rabid anti-semitism of the -

nazis. (In the Abridged Stenographic Report of, the
only ‘the German delegation raises
this question and refers briefly to the actions they
had organized against anti-semitic pogroms.) This
is incredible. Anti-semitism was a huge issue in
as well as in France and

ment be defeated if one doesn't combat the preju-
dices of the masses swept up jn the fascist dema-
gogy? o ‘
- As well, Dimitrov, in his preoccupation with
upholding the national idea and heritage, even fails
to call for combatting the Hitlerites social dema-
gogy -- their "anti-capitalist” pretensions. = But
the mass support of the fascist movement was due in
large part to the false economic promises Hitler

But virtually all -

‘I, when every petty-bourgeois nationalist,
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made to the peasants, crushed petty bourgeoisie, and
so on. It is strange not to point to Hitler's weak
point here and not to call for agitation exposing
that not a single mark (German -currency) of the

Krupp or Thyssen monopolists or of - I.G.Farben (huge

German monopoly which the nazis, before seizing
power, had at one time pretended to denounce) had
been touched by the "national revolution,"

_ Furthermore, when discussing his five conditions

for forming a united party with the social-demo- -

crats, Dimitrov makes no mention. of the need for the
social-democrats to support the fight for the liber-
ation of th€ colonies of one's "own! bourgeoisie.
Yet the importance of this condition for a proletar-
ian revolutionary party was stressed as point eight
of Lenin's 21 terms of admission into the CL

-Thus, in this section of Dimitrov's Report, we
can see definite tendencies toward petty-bourgeois
nationalism.  Furthermore, 4 key element of petty-
bourgeois nationalisyn is to put aside the struggle
against one's "own" bourgeoisie, pinning the blame
for the masses' exploitation mainly on foreign pow-
ers, on the lack of "complete national sovereignty
and independence", etc. Petty-bourgeois  national-
ism in particular is a major theme in the line of
the international communist' movement after World War
, democra-
tic, and pacifist- prejudice is trumpeted tothe
skies. ’ N '

The Seventh Congress Report gives a big hint in
this' direction.

4, On the Attitude Toward Soclal-Detﬁocracy

4. There are the wrong views put forward on thé

- attitude to be taken toward social-democracy. * ‘There

are four basic topics on this to be taken up,: and “on
each point Dimitrov contradicts the previous posi-
tion of the CI: ' :

~A) ~ The wrong view that social-democracy no long-

_ er supports the bourgeoisie and has become pro-

working -class. ,

B) The prettification and cover-up of the pro=
fascist role of social-democracy. o

C) .The wrong view -that the "left" phrasemonger-
ing trend of social-democracy no longer exists.  And

D) The wrong perspective for the communist par-
ties to work for merger with the social-democratic’
parties, mnot ‘to wipe out social-democratic influence

in the working class.. -

A) Has Social-Democracy Become Pro-Working Class?

A) Dimitrov suggests that soclal-democracy has

lost its character as a-buttress of bourgeois rule,

‘There are no references to social-democracy as ‘a
bourgeois force. There are many references to it as

. a pro-working class force, and as usual, many of

these are in the form of strong hints, This is a
crucial issue from which many other wrong conclu-
sions follow, so it deserves discussion in some
depth. =~ '~ : :

\
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Dimitrov is a little more direct in denying that
social-democracy is a bulwark of the bourgeoisie
than he is in changing the line on some other is-
sues. In-his "Speech in Reply to the Discussion",

. he says, in the section "The Role of Social-Democra-
cy and Its Attitude Toward the United Front of the
Proletariat," that it is.

"mcreasmgly difficult and in some countries

actually impossible for Social-Democracy to

preserve its former ' role [already , past tense]
of bulwark of the bourgeoisie."

He says that "failure to understand this is par-.

ticularly harmful in those countries in which the

fascist dictatorship has deprived social-democracy -

of its legal status." =~ (Emphasis added) In other
,words, it is harmful to see social-democracy as a
pro-bourgeois force in non-fascist countries, and
particularly harmful in fascist counfries,  Dimitrov
is saying that in both fascist ,and non-fascist capi-
talist states, social-democracy is no .longer a pil-
lar for the bourgeoisie.

Dimitrov basically admits that the analysis of .
social-democracy as the bulwark of the bourgeoisie .
was. correct prior to the rise of German fasc1sm to

"power. ~But after this, the situation supposedly
changes. Why? There are three reasons given, all
bogus. o o ‘ :

Is the Labor Aristocracy  Going Over
to Class Struggle?

* He says that the: soc1al—democratic parties are
based on the labor aristocracy, which due to the
economic crisis is, essentially, losing its “privi-
leges and" ceasing to exist. The former privileged
- workers are 'therefore breaking off their alliance

with the bourgeoisie and going over to class strug-

gle. He says that:

"In the first place, the crisis has thor-
oughly shaken the position of even the most
secure [section] of the working class, the
so-called aristocracy of labor, upon which
as we know, Sanal—Democracy reliés- for sup-
port. This section, .too, is beginning . more
and more to revise its views as to the expe-
diency of the policy. of class collaboration
with the bourgeoisie." (Ibid.)

This is a lame argument from  all “directions..

There are views like this being pushed today. -

The CWP [Jerry Tung's now-defunct Maoist and '’ liqui-
dationist group] says that, because of the crisis
and Reagan's - cutbacks, the social’ basis for reform-
ism is contracting; they claim that reformism goes
_away (becomes progressive) under reaction. 'But this
is '100% wrong now (as it was in 1935).- For example,
.one of the .main things under discussion at this,

Party's Second Congress, is the activation of so- -

. cial-democracy under Reaganite reaction. -

In addition, by 1935 the leadership of the so-
cial-democratic parties ‘was not just based on:the
labor aristocracy or even the trade union ‘bureau-
cracy, as Dimltrov says, but - had become quite. ‘bour-

*

- racy was- going over to class struggle,

a frenzy of

- superprofits on its head,

-victory of opportunism.

‘whole life long,

A geoisified, with /lots of rich petty bourgeois, pres-

ent and former government officials and police-
chiefs, and so on. Thus, even if the labor aristoc-
. this wouldn't |
prove that the soclal-democratic leadership was

doing so. .

But the labor aristocracy was not entirely ceas~
ing to exist, which Dimitrov hints at and implies in
his: argument. In some countries it was probably
being reduced somewhat, due to the crisis, but not

~ eliminated, Dimitrov demonstrates -on this point an

incredibly cavalier attitude toward Leninism, one of
the cardinal points of Leninism being his proof of
the existence of the labor aristocracy, whose bloc

with the bourgeoisie was the social basis for oppor-

Dimitrov's
surreptitiously,

tunism in the working class movement.
argument tends- to wipe this out,
without - seripus discussion.
Furthermore, among those elements of the labor
aristocracy being deprived of their privileged posi-
tion, two opposite responses to this had been summed
up by the CI previously: on. the one hand, the

' tendency to go over to struggle against the bour-

geoisie; on the "other hand, the tendency to go into-
imperialist chauvinism in" a frantic:
effort to regain the lost pr1v1leges. This is simi-

lar to what the Third Congress of the CI said about

- what the petty bourge01sie does when it was being

crushed. |

Dimitrov's arguments about the labor aristocracy .
are an example of turning Lenin's teachmgs into
their opposite. . He transforms Lenin's teaching on |
the -connection betWeen opportunism and imperialist’
from a teaching on the
necessity for struggle -against opportunism into a
rationale for complacency. . Because of the impor-
tance of the Leninist teachmgs on this subject, a
few more words may be in order. :

Lenin,
International, asked- for the reason of -the temporary
In "Imperialism and the"

Split in Socialism" and other -articles, he noted

| that Marx and Engels had already pointed to the

connection between the long sleep of the British
working class movement for several decades in the
latter mneteenth century and‘ Britain's monopoly
position at that time with respect to” world markets
and colonies. Lenin pointed out that the major
imperialist powers had all, obtained a somewhat simi-
lar situation in the twentieth century. He explained

how this fostered 'and strengthened bourgeois labor

parties, and he .also point€d to the coumtervailing
factars that ensured that the domination of oppor-
tunism would only be temporary.

But this did not mean that opportunism had been

‘unknown to the working class movements of France,

Germany, Italy, the United States and elsewhere
prior to the rise of imperialism. One need only
recall ‘the long struggles of Marx and Engels their
and Lenin's use of this example
against the opportunists, Need one recall the var-
ious varieties of opportunism: = petty-bourgeois

discussing ‘the ‘collapse of the Second




“'matic end of opportunism. |
preach against overestlmating the speed of revolu-

soclalism; Proudhon and Louis Blanc in pre-imperial~
ist France; Lassalleanism (to say nothing of liberal

trade unions and religious trade unions) -in pre--

imperialist Germany; Bakuninist anarchism in Spain;
and so forth?"
superprofits in the fascist countries [(what exactly
was the plunder of other . countries, of minorities
and of the majority of the-working masses other ' than
superprofits?), it would by no means mean the auto-
Dimitrov, who loves to
tionization of the masses, against revolutionary
phrases, :and so forth,
most fantastic' estimates. of automatic revolution—
ization.

Thus, Dlrnltrov's argument that social-democracy

is no longer a bourgeois force because the labor,

aristocracy is being wiped out fs an incredibly
euphoric, and wrong, argument.

’IheSodal—Demoa'aﬁcWakersAreBemmmg
Radicalized — amiHethoAretheLearkxs?

. Dimitrov's second 4argument for saying social-
democracy has changed to a pro-working class force,

" is that the social-democratic workers are becoming
radicalized. @Now this conclusion from the radical-

ization of the.rank and file is really lame. The
radicalization of the social-democratic workers is,
in large part, the process of them splitting with
social-democracy and going qver ‘to-the communist
party and its. independent working class program. It

doesn't prove a thing, in itself, about the social- |-
soctal -democratic parties |

democratic leaders ‘or
ceasing to be opportunist.

Dimitrov's logic is interesting..
"exaggerating the revolutionization of the masses"
believes that this revolutionization can even sweep
the' leadership of the social-democrats with it -
the only thing that can't take place is for "the
masses to leave the social-democratic parties.

It should be noted that it is possible in some
cases for social-democratic parties to turn to the
left as their base does.

cial-Democratic Party of Germany, whose majority
voted in 1920 to merge with the German Communist
Party.
Nevertheless,
the cases the social-democratic parties remain re-

formist despite the turn to the left of the rank- |

and-file.- After World War I, the rank-and-file in

one social-democratic party after~ another had been -

radicalized. But what happened? In the U.S., when
the left-wing of the Socialist Party won the elec-
tions for national officers of the Party, the right
and center used the police to throw out the left
delegates and take over control of the convention.
They expelled entire regions of ‘the party. . In gen-
eral, in unions and parties, the social-democratic
leadershlps used the most dictatorial expulsions and
suppression to ensure, the reformist character of ‘the

[

Hence if there really were no more .

is ‘here once again making - the .

~ the fascists.

This critic of4

Such things have happened,
- as is shown by the example of the Independent So-

the fact is that in the majority of.
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parties and unions was preserved, Even among the
German Independents. (who were already a split off
from the official somal—democrats) the leadership
~split the party after the vote to merge with the
communists and did its best to sabotage ‘the revolu-
tionary stand demanded by the rank-and-file: they
reconstituted a reformist Independent Social-Demo-
cratic Party and finally merged it back into the
official . Social—Democratic Party.

Social-Democracy: is Bdng Persecuted

Dimitrov's final argument is that social-democra-

_cy, under fascism, loses its former position in the

is being persecuted by
He points out that

"...the bourgeoisie in a number of countries

is ... depriving Social-Democracy not only of

- its previous position in the political -system

of finance capital, but also, under certain

conditions, of its legal status, persecuting

and even suppressing it." He concludes that

this compels the social-democratic leaders to
' take up the fight against fascism.,

It is true that German fascism quickly dissolved
the Social-Democratic Party and deprived -it -of its
séats in the Reichstag (parliament), although this
was not done, or done immediately, in every fascist
state. As a form of political rule, fascism tends
“toward one-party dictatorship, toward a political
“monopoly which Is independent of parliamentary com-
binations and coalitions.

But did social-democracy dlsapprove of this
enough to take up the mass struggle against the-
fascist rule of the bourgeoisie? History shows that
many social-democratic workers did, but the leaders
were a- different story. They disapproved of being

bourgeois state and, in fact,

-deprived of their parliamentary positions and.their
. legal party status,

but they ;nuch more disapproved
df waging a real fight against fascism and the
finance capitalists who back it, disapproved much
more of -the militant working class and its revolu-
tionary struggle for socialism.. The vast bulk of

. the social-démocratic leadership either capitulated

“to fascism, went passive or tried to constitute a
flimsy nonrevolutlonary oppositlon to fascism,  and
this was made inevitable by prior decades of fierce-
ly loyal service to the, bourgeoisie and just as
‘fierce opposition to ‘the revolutionary working class
movement., ‘

What about the persecution of the soc1a1 demo- '
crats by the fascists? The facts indicate that many
social-democratic leaders capitulated to the perse-
cution and sought to save their positions by adopt-
ing open fascist ideology and politics. And a sec-
tion of German social-democratic leaders did just
that and joined the nazis. To highlight this, lis-
ten .to Leipart, the head of the reformist trade
tinions of Germany. He wrote, just. prior to the
dissolution. of+ the social-democratic trade unions |
(called the "free trade unions"), begging Hitler: -

"The social tasks facing the trade unions

\
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must be carried out, no matter. what the gov-

. ernmaent regime may be ... they are prepared
to collaborate with the. employer's organiza-

.- tions ... recognize government control. ...
They offer help to the government and parlia-
ment [i.e. the Hitler-controlled Reichstag]
with their knowledge and' experience."

And listen to Wels, leader of the Social-Democra-
tic ‘Party of Germany, speaking in the Relchstag,
just before the SDP was - dissolved:

"The social-democrats are those who helped
to promote Hitler to his present position.
+s» The social-democrats fully subscribe to

" the program’ of foreign pollcy outlined by
Hitler in his declarations."

. Another section of social-democratic leaders was
forced into the underground, or into exile, but what
it did there was to carry on as before, under-i‘nining
the anti-fascist sfruggle. °After all, there was
heavy persecution of the radicalized social-democra-
tic workers, . and some social-democratic leaders had
to posture against fascism to prevent them from
going over to the Communist Party. Thus, neither

the persecution nor prohibition of the SDP resulted -

in it changing its class political character from
bourgeois to working class.

And given the importance that Dimitrov gave to
the example of France, it may be useful to see what

happened to the French social-democrats and -Radi-

cals. After its fall to the nazis in World War I,
France was divided into one area directly admin-
istered by the German nazis and another region - ad-
ministered by a puppet regime whose capital was
Vichy. Numerous prominent social-democrats and

Radicals_ participated in the nazi puppet Vichy re- -

gime. The French social-democratic party, the SFIO,

fell apart with the fall of France to the nazis. |

The majority of its parliamentarians voted on 10

July 1940 to give dictatorial powers to Marshall"

Petain, as he labored to set up the pro-nazi Vichy
regime, and prominent leaders accepted positions im

the Vichy government, including Paul Faure, who had"

been Secretary of the SFIO, Spinasse, who had been
minister of commerce in Blum's Popular Front govern-
ment, and the trade union leader Rene. Belin.
True, the SFIO -- like other parties and trade
unions -- was suppressed and various leaders were
. arrested; but, Dimitrov. to the contrary, this did
not eliminate the treachery of social-democracy.
The. SFIO went to pieces, some leaders going over to
fascism while another section of leaders eventually
began to reorganize the SFIO under another name and
resist fascism, albeit in the reformist manner -hand
in hand with the French and Allied “bourgeoisie and
as - an - anti~communist buffer 'to - prevent revolution.
And this type of treachery was not unique to the
German and French social-democrats. One can recall
the Conciliation Pact, of the Italian social-democra*
tic leadership with Mussolini, or the filthy colla-
borationist activity of the Albarian bourgeois na-
" tionalists (such as the Balli Kombetar) :in Albania
during first Italian ‘and then German occupation in

World War II.

. Of course, the stand of the social-democratic
party leadership is one thing, and thé stand of the
rank-and-file ‘worker is another. Because the so-
cial-democratic workers were more and more interest-
eéd in fighting. fascism, the issue was raised sharply
of the.communist parties dealing with the maneuvers
of the reformist leadership and with various dissi-
dent local social-democratic -organizations. But"
utilizing united front tactics and perhaps making
various concessions to those workers truly moving to
the standpoint of class struggle would be for the
purpose of winning the workers away from social-
democratic reformism and the leaders. who upheld this
reformism, not to prettify social-democracy as a

born-again pro-working class force.

Dimitrov implies that the~ social-democrats in the
non-fascist countries saw the fate of German social-

- democracy under Hitlerite fascism and that this woke

them up to the persecution, suppression, etc. that
they would suffer under fascism, In this way these
social-democrats are supposedly compelled to become
genuine fighters against faseism.

While the social-democrats in Europe and America
may have shouted against Hitler and politely criti-
cized German social-democracy's capitulation, this
wasn't because they had decided to become fierce
anti-fascist fighters. No, this was a pose to es-
cape being tainted with the crimes of German social-
democracy (and because they 'were servants of their
own bourgeoisie, which had contradictions with the
German bourgeoisie). In fact, Germany was the clas-
sical country of social-democracy and the German SDP

‘was the acknowledged leader of the Second Interna-

tional. In general the social-democratic parties i)
had their leaderships based in the same social stra-
ta as the SDP of Germany; ii) had’ been in alliance
with their own bourgeoisie for decades; iii) had
fought communism tooth and nail for years; iv) had
the same ideology and tactics; and v) therefore were .
just. as incapable of developing a serious struggle
against the fascists.

. Under the somewhat changed conditions of the mid-
30's, social-democracy mot only remained a staunch
bulwark of bourgeois rule, but, specifically, it re-
mained a force that acted to deliver the working
class into the clutches of fascist terror and re-
pression.

. With Dimitrov's new line that social-democracy
was now a friend of the working class, the line to
struggle against social-democracy was, for all in-
tents ‘and purposes, .wiped out. Oh sure, there were
a few orthodox statements inserted about the need

- for a fight against social-democracy, but this was

basically just eyewash. Essentially, opportunism
was now regarded as being, at the very least, a
middle force to be united withs

B) CoveringupﬂneTrmduyofSodal—Demoa*acy

But to characterize soc1a1—democracy in this way
runs into a roadblock. It had just proven its pro-




capitalist -role in a most striking way in its com-
" plete betrayal of the working class to fascism in
Germany, Austria, and elsewhere.” Dimitroy sidesteps
this problem by covering up the depth of this be-
trayal and by saying that it would' never have occur-
red if. the .working class would have forced the
social-democratic leaders to fight fascism. '
Thus, he shifts the criticism from the social-
democrats to the. working class, not forgetting to
also tar the communist parties (especially the Ger-
.man CP) with some of the responsibility for the
social-democratic betrayal. He does this by exag-
gerating the mistakes of the communist parties and
suggesting that, if it hadn't been for this, the

social-democratic leaders would have fought. o

Paraphrasing Dimitrov, he says "If only the work-

ers +had put more pressure on the social-democratic

leaders, if only the Communist Party hadn't been so
sectarian.... THen the social-demdcratic' leaders
would have woken up, as they. are doing so today,
once they had a chance to see the disastrous conse-
quence to even themselves in the’ policy of - not
sternly fighting the fascists." (See the section in
Dimitrov's speech entitled "Is -the Victory of Fas-
cism Inevitable?) So, ' in. other words,- the’ social-
-democrats had betrayed because .they were confused, .

" not because their political heart and soul was in

holy wedlock with capitalism. ,
Instead of ramming the -experience of social--
democratic capitulation. to fascism down the throats
of international social-democracy,
crisis of the Second. International, and -winning the
majority of the working class for struggle and com-
munism, Dimitrov lets social-democracy off the hook.
He then goes on to say that, in the future, the
social-democrats, may turn out to be glorious anti-
fascist fighters; we'll have to wait and see.
Actually Dimitrov's speech is notable’ for how,
much he doesn't say about social-democratic treach-
ery. -~ There is not a word about the fascization of
the state carried out by.the social-democratic co-
alition governments; ‘about the social-democratic
police. chiefs such as Zorgeibal,
tionary workers shot down in the streets in Berlin

in the communist May Day demonstration of 1929; -

about the social-democratic government of Prussia
not just refusing to suppress the nazi stormtroop-

ers, but actually protecting them while attacking

the Communist Party and prohibiting the Red Front
Fighters League; and not.a word about the leaders of
the SDP of Gerr‘nany who meekly incorporated them-
selves into the nazi dictatorship.

In all these ways the pro-capitalist, pro-fascist
role of social-democracy is obscured and covered up.

C) Denying the Existeride of the "Left"
. - Phrasemongering Wing of Social-Democracy
S J , : \ '
Also serving to tone down the struggle agains
social-democracy are Dimitrov's views which essen-
tially deny the existence of the "left" phrase-

mongering wing of social-democracy. Dimitrov recog-

« to, oppose communism and the

heightening the -

who had 33 revolu-
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nizes just two "camps in social-democracy, not three:
a reactionary section and a genuine Left section
becoming radicalized. "Left" social-democracy dis-
appears from Dimitrov's Report. He doesn't recog-

.nize - the danger of that trend of "left" phrase-

mongering social-democratic leaders: whose role is to
prevent the ~workers from splitting from social-
democratic reformism by sounding left and holding

‘out the promise of militant, revolutionary actions

in the future by social-democracy, - while continuing

path of struggle.

Here's an example: :

"On the other hand, we emphasize the ne-

cessity of seeing the difference between the
two different camp: of Social-Democracy. As
I have already- pointed out, there is a reac-
tionary. camp of Social-Democracy, but along-
side’ of it there exists and is growing the
camp of the Left Social-Dempcrats (without
quotation marks), of workers who are becoming
revolutionary." (See the -passage on the .
"second series of errors," in the  sectioh
"The Government of the United Front," empha-
sis as in the original.) :

(And other statements make it clear Dimitrov

the Left section as including not just the

democratic rank-and-file, but also leaders,

it is supposed to be the dominant* aspect

social-democratic parties as a whole.)
There ‘are at ;

regards
social-
indeed

Dimitrov - does not fail, however, to insert a seem-
ingly orthodox loophole: "... we shall struggle
resolutely against all 'Left' demagogues'...”™ (See
the end of Section II "Consolidation of the Commun-
ist Parties and the Struggle for the Political Unity
of . the  Proletariat".) ' : : -
At thes Sixth Congress of the CI, "left" social-
democracy was said to be "the most dangerous instru-

 ment in’the hands of the reformists for ‘deceiving

the revolutionary masses." In our article of June
'82 on the West European anti-war movement, we
quoted Stalin .saying that: . '
"In order that the. fight against ‘social-
democracy may be ‘waged successfully, stress
must be laid on the fight against the so-
-called 'Left' wing of social-democracy, that
'Left' wing which, by playing with 'Left'
phrases -and thus adroitly deceiving the work-
ers, is retarding .their mass defection from .
Social-Democracy. It is obvious that unless \
the 'Left' Soctal-Democrats are routed it
will be impossible to overcome Social-Demo-
,-cracy in general." ("The Right. Deviation in
the C.P.S.U.(B.)," Works, Vol. 12, p. 23)
Dimitrov casually throws the previous assessments
by the CI of "left" social-democracy. on the junk-
pile. So, in effect,” the communist parties are to
buddy up to and unite with the "left" phrasemongers

-who represent the last barrier social-democracy
throws, up to prevent the radicalized rank-and-file.

social-democratic workers from moving

to revolution-

/

I

of the

least _three .such "authoritative. -
statements in his speeches at the Seventh Congress.
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ary positions, . )

More than this, Dimitrov states that the CI no
longer wants to fight social-democracy and wipe  out
its influence on the working class, but instead to
prop up the official social-democratic parties, left
or mot. On the pretext of opposing centrist schemes
of creating new anti-communist parties in between
“the ‘communists and the socialists, Dimitrov defends

the organizational ‘unity of thé. official reformist .

parties. This is how Dimitrov turns the criticism
of "left" social-democracy on its head! " Listen to
this; '
"... But precisely because we are for unity,
we shall struggle resolutely against - all
_'Left" demagogues who will try to make use of
the disillusionment of the Social-Democratic
workers to create new Socialist Parties or
Internationals directed against the Communist -
- movement, and “thus keep deepening the split
in the working class." (At the end of sec-
tion III) :
Let's consider - the meamng of this, Internation-
al social-democracy ‘is reeling 'in severe crisis, - as
mentioned - earlier. Some elements of - the’ s001al~

democratic parties are even giving speeches saying |

Lenin was right -in his dispute with Kautsky, the
ideological leader of social-democracy. Under the

pressure of the genuinely left-wing social-democra- -
tic workers who were becoming revolutionized, “a

. section - of social-democratic leaders - is compelled to
split - from the official social-democratic  parties

and take up revolutionary positions in words. They.

hoped to consolidate these splits short of the radi-
“calized workers -joining the communist party. - And
then later they could lead these workers back into
the social-democratic party when the situation calm-
ed down.

This -had been the role of the 2 1/2 Intematlonal
in' the early '20s. Another good example of this
was, in 1933, -the role of the Independent Labor
Party (ILP) of Britain. It withdrew from the Labor
Party and the Second International due to pressure
from the rank-and-file membership. It passed a
resolution to approach the 'CI for joint work, and it
was in united front actions with the CP of Great
Britain. - Clearly such splits, as those of the ILP
from the Labor Party, are inevitable in a period

" when the workers are becoming radicalized and need

to be encouraged further, which the CI did do in the
Sixth Congress period. -

/ But -there were two camps in the ILP: | first, the
radicalized workers, and. second, the "left,"‘ dema-
gogues in the leadership who proved time -and again
that they wanted to sabotage the motion to-the left,
Dimitrov does not oppose the "left" demagogues and
support -the real movement to the left. No, .he
‘opposed the Meft" demagogues and calls. for a move-
. ment to the right, back into the social-democratic

‘parties, He opposes the "left". social-democrats for
. splitting with the right social-democrats at all.

Tt may also be useful at this point to  recall
once again the example of the Independent Social-

. many.

file.

‘destroying the influence of reformism,

~ force. So,

Democratic ‘Party of Germany which developed as the:

workers rejected the chauvinism of the official
social-democrats: in. World War I,

The "Independents" had split from the official,
overtly reformist Social-Democratic Party of Ger-
(Fortunately, Dimitrov had not yet told them
that it was wrong. to do so.). As the masses of
workers became radicalized, in December 1920 the CP
of Germany and the-left-wing of the Independents
merged into the "United Communist Party of Germany".
This was of tremendous importance to the German ™
working class movement, dramratically increased the
size *and influence of the CP of Germany, and did
much to transform German politics. '

But even this example, apparently the one most

‘suitable to Dimitrov's view on the radicalization of .

the social-democratic parties, refutes Dimitrov
every step of the way. To begin with, this merger -
was -only possible because the Independents had pre-
viously split from the SDP; and Dimitrov denounces
such splits.  And merger with the communists was
prepared’ by constant pressure against the centrist
leaders among the "Independents™; this was a- com-
plex process including even argumg with them at the
Second CI Congress.

' Furthermore, as we have pointed out above, when
the majority of the Independents voted for merger
with communism, the diehard centrist leaders did not
become radicalized but did their best to keep as.
many workers as possible from communism; they re-
formed the Independents and eventually merged back
to the social-chauvinist SDP,

The point here is, of course, not that every
centrist ‘leader -is inevitably bound to remain a
centrist all his life, but that the centrist and
"left" phrasemongering trend’ does not go away but
must be fought. ' This struggle is precisely needed .
in order to take account of the radicalization of
the social-democratic rank-and-file and help them
pass over to revolutionary stands and communism.

Thus it is pretty clear that Dimitrov wasn't just
advising the parties to pay close attention to the.
radicalization of the social-democratic rank-and-
On the contrary, he is floating a definite
line not to win the working masses away from social- -
democracy, but to abandon this struggle. His pe-
rspective is to reinforce the social-democratic
parties and allegedly "unify" the workers, not by
but by simply
working with the reformists and, as the highest
goal mergi,ng with them into a single party.

D) Organizational Merger with
‘the Sodal—Democratic Parties

~This. whole line of merger with the social—demo—
cratic p arties is elaborated in the section "Politi-
calhUnity’ of the Working Class". And why not merge
organizationally with the social-democrats? Dimi-
trov has, already defined them as a working class
he says, this dual leadership of the

wotkers by the communist parties and the social-
~ ‘




democratic parties is hafmful, and  we should form a
single party, and the communist parties should take
the initiative in the struggle for. unification.

Inasmuch as this marks a complete 180 degree

turnabout in -the line of the CI, there was bound to
be consternation and worry over such a "iew tactic"
And so thei Seventh Congress presents all this eu-

phoria about how great, social-democracy has become -

and so on and so, forth. Dimitrov says that the
working class movement on a world scale Nis entering
the period of closing the split in its ranks." . In
.the opening speech to the Seventh Congress, Wilhelm
Pieck says,
"The era of the Second International in the :
ranks of the working class movement is over.
The situation in the capitalist countries,
the position of .world capitalism, which is
unable to find a way out of its difficulties -
or to alleviate the want and hunger.of ‘the
masses, shows that a new.rise, a new blossom-
ing of reformism is already impossible."
This is Alfred E. Neumarm-style "What, Me Worry?"
politics.
Dimitrov gives five conditions that would have to
be met before unification of a communist party and a
social-démocratic party ‘could be carried out. - Some-

one might ask: What happened to the basic ideas in
Dimitrov

. Lenin's 21 "Terms of Admission to the CI"?
doesn't say. The five conditions given are OK as
far as they go; but insufficient. On top of this,
the ‘Seventh Congress gave the line of abandoning
these conditions for the communist parties them-
selves.” ‘How could Dimitrov seriously be insisting
on the rupture of the social-democratic bloc with
the bourgeoisie, as one of his conditions for unifi-
_cation of the communist and social-democratic - par-
ties claims, when he was telling the communist par-
ties to form a blo¢ with the bourgeois liberals?
Even if you're trying to be cautious in assessing
this, it is hard not to see a turn in ‘the direction
of liquidationism. - And indeed, in' discussing the
poss1b11itiés of trade unjon unity, Dimitrov says::
n.. We are even prepared to forego the idea -
of creating Communist fractions in the trade .
unions if that is necessary to promote trade
union unity." (Near the end of Section \

" Thus, liquidating. party organization to achieve
the un1ted front is said to be a permissible con-
cession. Perhaps, under certain unusual conditions,
one might have to make even such a harsh concession
as this, provided one had a way to accomplish the

~ purpose of the trade union fractions in another way,

but the point is that Dimitrov sees nothing particu—v

larly harsh in this concession nor is he concérned
with repairing the damage such a concession was
making to the structure and activities of the Com-
munist Party of France, which| made this concession.
Instead, Dimitrov is barterlng with social-demo-
cracy. He is selling’ off -the communist organization
. plece by piece. He is not content to just raise the
possibility of concessions in general. No, for
starters, he glibly gives up a key type of party !

. a' correct basis at ‘that time.
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organization, and on a world scale. The. social-
democratic leaders could only reply to such glfts
"And what else?"

Now, not every merger of a comtnunist party with a
social-demvoeratic party is liquidationism. - This is
clear from' the example we have used several times of
the merger of. the Independent Social-Democratic
Pai'ty of Germany with the CP of Germany. But Dimi-
trov) as his carefree liquidation of trade union
fractions shows, is not talking about transforming
organizations of radical workers into communist
organizations but in transforming ;the communist
parties to suit social-democracy. There was no way
that there was any prospect of global merger of the
soclal-democratic parties with communist parties on
Dimitrov's plan of
merger, his abando_nment of the perspective of win-
ning the m to communism, his concept of how to
end the split in the working' class movement, were
all on the liquidationist pattern.

Thus it appears that Browder's liquidation of the
Communist Party of the USA's fractions in the trade
unions was - not an individual deviation, unrelated to
anything going on in the CI at that time, Perhaps,
too, the dissolution of the CPUSA in 1944 did not
appear so outrageous and did not meet much immediate
opposition among party members because of the ideo- - -
logical atmosphere ‘that was step by step created on'
the basis of the line begun at. the Seventh CI Con-

_gress. |

The CI ardently pursued the plan for merger with

. soclal-democracy after the Seventh Congress. The.
- period of flirtation that ensued was -broken off

later in the '1930's when the socml—democratic lead-
ers seized the occasion of the trials' of the trot-
skyites ,and  bukharinites in Moscow to launch. a wave
of anti-communist hysteria.

Only a few mergers between communist - parties and
social-democratic parties were achieved.. There was
merger with ‘the Soc1ahst Party of Catalonia (which
had been an autonomous branch in. Catalonia of the
Spanish social-democratic party, the PSOE), with the
social-democrats in the Philippines-and’ Iceland, in
some places in Latin America, and in some other
places there were mergers simply between the commun~
ist and social-democratic youth organizations and
not the parties. There was never any overall CI or
Cominform summation of the result of these mergers
of the 1930s. And no wonder. ' Although it is quite
possible” that the results in different countries
varied, and certainly each has to be investigated in
its own right, it is clear that the Seventh Con-
gress' euphoric picture of worldwide merger proved
absurd.

Furthermore, the Seventh Congress line on merger

~with social-democracy was continued in the post-
. World War I period. After World War II, there was

a series of mergers of communist and sodial-democra-
tic parties in Eastern Europe. Comrade Enver Hoxha
complains in various . places that the communists did
not do sufficient ideological, political or organi-
zational work after the mergers, but. he never sash~

\
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ously discusses the experience of the mergers or the
general line that led to them and guided them. (For

example, see the paragraph in the middle of Ch, 9 of

his book The Khrushchovites that begins "As in Hun-
gary, East Germany, ‘'Rumania and elsewhere, the Pol-
ish party was formed through a mechanical meérger of
the existing party with the bourgeois parties, so-
- called workers' parties,
Proletarian . Internatlonaiism edition.) ; '

n
vee

5,  Wrong Views on United Front Tactics

/There were the wrong views put forward on the

tactics of the united front. There are several
issues here,

As was said prevlously, what was "new" about the
line of the Seventh Congress was not the united
front - itself, nor even the united front against
fascism..
ever, calls for the apphcatlon of

"the united front tactics in a new manner, by

seeking to reach agreements with the organi-

zations of the toilers -of various political

trends for joint action..." .

Presumably what. is supposed to be new is agreements
with "the organizations" themselves, that is,
ments from above.
above, united front agreements‘ with. the various

levels of the social-democratic parties and ‘reform- .

st trade unions, also was not something new. The

Cl had been talking aboiut this tactic since the

Third Congress. - :

But in fact what is new in the Seventh Congress
is indeed the wider application of the united front
from above, ' Indeed, the whole idea of the Seventh
Congress is that such agreements from above," with
the national leadership of the social-democratic
(and liberal) parties,
costs, Only such agreements from above, or work
with - the immediate object of obtaining such agree-
ments, .could now. be regarded as united front work.

Previously 'the stress was on the ‘united front

from below, on the work .among the rank-and-file.

workers. It was considered impermissible ta pursue

~united agreements with the opportunist leaders . with-

out simultaneously pursuing the united front from
below, the work among the masses. And the success

of united front tactics was to be judged . by their -

" effect at the base.

But now .everything is conoentrated on concessions

- and deals at the top. In fact,
mention of the united front from below.

there is hardly any
The united

from from below is essentially discarded. .When, the

term "united front" is used in the Report, it is

~ . used 'to mean united front agreements with the oppor-:
, Work at the base, or any type of
work, is to be evaluated on the basis of what effect -

tunist leaders.

it has. on the process of seeking an accomodation

with - the soclal-democratic party leaderships.
Previously, it was seen that, in most cases, it

was possible to achieve. united front agreéments with

the 'opportunist part}es only if- these parties were .

N '

must be achieved at all

~- page 86 of the.

The resolution ‘on Dimitrov's speech, how- |

agree-
But again, the united front from

| ‘stand of the class struggle.

~The Social-Democratic Party of Austria,

- under heavy pressure due to the work from "below™.

And, of course, it was expected that the social-
democratlc party leaderships would seek to sabotage
the implementation of any such agreements. Many
examples bear out the correctness of these perspec-
tives. .

But now, with Dlmitrov, 1t is implied that thg
social-democratic leaders as a whole are willing to
come to an agreement about mass struggle because. of
their own good will, -because they are moving to the
.~ And there is certainly
no mention of their goal of seeking to weaken and
destroy the communist parties., = This of course cor-

responds to the overall prettification of social- -

democracy at the. Seventh Congress. Perhaps it was
considered impolite, if not downright sectarian,  to
split the " workers away from reformism with the u-
nited front - from below. —
Previously, the united front was seen as a tactlc
to be applied to invigorate the mass struggle in
defense of the immediate interests of the masses.
Election campaigns were not particularly stressed,

.but were treated in their relationship to the Work ,

as a whole,

Now, to be sure, ~Dimitrov talks a lot about the
united . front in the day-to-day struggle, but in
practice the main attention of the communist parties .
seems to have become focused on election agreemerits,
And the election campaigns were not treated in a
communist way, but as an occasion to feed the work-
ing class on paper declarations and high-sounding’
formulas that unite the communists and social~demo-
crats but mean nothing in terms of actual struggle.
The social-democratic misleaders can sign théir name
to all sorts of bombastic, high-sounding vague
statements. If the crucible of actual deeds --
especially the mass struggle and also what the so-

- clal-democrats -actually did in parliament and else-

where — is left out, there is- no way to expose the -
social-democrats' hypocrisy by their actual prac-
tice. .

A 'good example of the results of relying on
electoral struggle against fascism was the 1938
Austrian plebiscite.

Austria was then ruled by non-nazi -fascists, who
were opposed to union (which was known as "An- °
schluss") with Germany. The National Socialist
(Nazi) Party- had -been outlawed in Austria around the
time of the assassination of the dictator Dollfuss
by nazis in 1934. Now, in 1938, Hitler was present-
ing ultimatums to the Austrian government. To pre-
vent a nazi takeover and annexation of Austria by
Germany, the regime of Dollfuss's successor, Kurt
Schuschnigg scheduled a plebiscite on ‘the issue.
also il-
legal, was allowed to come out in the open for a few
days to campaign against union with Germany.

Now  the great wonderworking powers of the elec-

“toral united front with- social-democracy: could be
" seen in practice.

The vote would certainly be a-
gainst Anschluss,  The communists, social-democrats
and even home-gtown fascists (followers of Schusch—-




nigg) would all vote against the nazis.
~ The trouble was that Hitler knew this too,
he invaded Austria.
the plebiscite wasn't held. Once again, electoral
cretinism was shown to be an illusion built on
smoke. The communist parties had to fight on the
_electoral front, but at the same time it was an
illusion to believe that anything but the fierce
" class confrontation would decide the clash between,
fascism and revolution. : o
Previously the -united front against fascism Im-
plied the simultaneous struggle to expose the  so-
cial-democratic leaders and their unwillingness to
lift afinger against fascism, The method and tone

and so

of this exposure may change in accordance with the

united front tactics, but the content of this-expo-
sure had to be maintained.
general is the prettification of the social-democra-
tic leaders who, .aside from a few bad eggs, are
pictured as staunch anti-fascists, on the basis of
their paper declarations. - o
‘Previously the united front was a tactic to unite
the working class in the course of mass struggle.
- It was to unify the working class by destroying the
influence of reformism and social-democracy -among
the workers. 'Now, the united front against fascism.

is turned into a tactic to supposedly unify the

working class by liquidating the communist opposi-
tion to social-democractic treachery and reférmism.

[The speech proceeded to make some brief remarks
about the questions of united front~ government and
people's front government which are raised in Dimi~
trov's report “and which areimportant for the ' subse-
quent developments in France and Spain and also-
those that took place later after World War II. But

this question was basically outside the scope of the

speech, and we omit these remarks because of their
preliminary nature. ,

However, a short comment should be made about
Spain. The experience of the popular front in Spain
is more complicated than in France, because in Spain

the communists stood at the heart of a heroic armed :

struggle against Franco's troops. . Unlike France,
where the talk of struggle against fascism degen-
erated into mere words, here the Communist Party
stood on the front lines of the anti-fascist: war.' -
Nevertheless, ~ the line of the Seventh Congress
still exercized a negative effect. - The Gommunist
. Party of Spain rallied about the banner of defense
of the bourgeois Republic (i.e. refused to do any-
~ thing that went outside the bounds of a’ bourgeois
republic) and opposed giving the anti-fascist war
revolutionary features in.order not  tot scare- the
liberal bourgeois - Republicans. The irony ‘of the
situation was that the Republicans in Spain, 1like
the Radicals in France, were utter capitulators: to

"reaction, and the CP ‘had to devote time to prevent- -
ing the Republicans in the government from exposing |

themselves in front of the masses for, among- other
things, their defeatism. ; v ‘

Thus in Spai as in France,
fascist struggle requires subordinating 'the movement

Hitler devoured Austria, and |- the struggle,

Now, what occurs in | Speech to ‘the Seventh Congress.

,ridiculous.

the line' that anti- -
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to. what is acceptable to the liberal bourgeoisic was -
proven wrong in practice. Far from strengthening -
this resttiction weakened: it. :
The Spanish Civil War deserves a treatment  in
some detail, both because of the valuable experience
of 'the massive revolutionary upsurge of the Spanish .
communists ‘and working masses and because the memory .
of " the heroism of the anti-fascist fighters has been .
used to give a false luster to the line of the
Seventh Congress. We will be examining the Spanish

- Civil War. in the future.-—-ed.]

Wrong Views on the Question of War and Peace

- There are the -wrong views put. forward on the
question of war in peace in Dimitrov's Clo_sing'
The basic point- is
that Dimitrov throws out revolutionary work and the .
revolutionary Leninist principles and tactics under
a. number of pretexts and advances pacifist views in
their place. As usual, this is all done in the
midst of demagogy galore. . o

In his Closing Speech, Dimitrov says:

"Ours is a Congress of struggle for the pre- .
servation of peace, against the threat df
imperialist war." And he says, "We are now

- raising the issue of this struggle in a new .\

way." (Emphasis as in the original) R
And what, according to Dimitrov, is the old way
which is being replaced? The old way 1§ supposedly

"the.  fatalistic outlook on the question of impe-
rialist war emanating from old Social-Democratic

notions.," Nobody likes fatalism, but what is he
talking about? ’ ' ) .
"It is true that imperialist wars are.the;.
"product of capitalism, that only the. over~ .
throw of capitalism will put an end.tq:all

~war; but-it is likewise true that the toi;Ling';,.:'».b -

masses can obstruct imperialist war by their-
militant action." But of course  Dimitrov
_didn't just mean "obstructing" war., Ercoli, .
explaining the new line at the 'Seventh Con-
gress, stated that with the new .orientation
of the CI "it is even possible to prevent the
outbreak of a new imperialist war." . (Erco--
li's reply to the discussior on . his report ‘on
"The Preparations for Imperialist War and. the
Tasks of the CI" Abridged Stenographic Pro-
ceedings, ‘p. 496) - :
Now, practically speaking,

this -assessment: is .
The former views of the CI were not
fatalist, while in the situation facing the Seventh
Congress it was absurd to give anyone the impression -
that gigantic clashes weren't in the making, :

World- War Il was already drawing near, Soviet

diplomacy and the sessions of the Seventh Congress

themselves showed that everyone knew that this was
so, and nothing short of proletarian revolutions in
key European countries could prevent this, and noth-

ing but the development of the revolutionary. move-

ment could affect these coming clashes. Unless
there was reason to believe that the proletarian

'




, reVolution was imminent before the war,
would be -- and war there already was in China
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* people longed -for ' peace.

_ founding father of Euro-revisionism.

- Nations",

"fight to maintajn peace,"

war thei"e,

(Japanese invasion). The aggressive. events leading
to the outbreak of World War I were under way. by
the, time of the Seventh Congress.” :The fascists - did
not use much of a disguise to- hide their desire for
expansionist war. It was quite clear that a huge
w0r1d clash “was impending. -

+ Thus .the question facing the Seventh Congress was
to prov1de orientation to deal with this ‘situation.

Instead, the, world movement is told-— hey, -if we
really get going now, we can avoid these clashes!
All we have to do is abandon revolution and unite
the people on pacifist appeals. - Why,

people," Ercoli told the Seventh Congress in his
Reply to the Discussion -of his report on imperialist
war? So what if the "peace ballot," organized by
the pacifists and "the Friends of the League of
had nothing to do with revolution, didn't
signify. ‘at all that these 11 'million people would
rise up’in struggle, and only signified that the

hadn't | the.
"peace ballot" in Britain "mobilized eleven million.

- revolution by simply yelling: for peace.

(See the Abridged Steno-

graphic Report of the Seventh Congress, pp. 496-7.

The pacifist nature ,of the peace ballot. is described
by Ercoli himself in his Report, see p. 433) ‘

:Indeed, the opportunist views in Dimitrov's speech

are élaborated in depth in Ercoli's speech to the
Seventh Congress entitled "The Preparatmns for

Imperialist War and the Tasks of the CL" and in the
Resplution -on this speech. FErcoli was the name used’

by Togliatti, who later become well known as a
In his speech
it is stated straightout that

+:the, struggle for peace becomes our central

slogan in the fight against war."

" There is the call for the. "united front of all who"
(He was refer-..

want to defend and preserve peace."
ring to all who were Wllling to give the peace
slogan, - not those who actually built the . revolu-

tionary mtovement against the imperialists.) There

are numerous, calls to- "f1ght together for peace,"
and lots more -peace-
peace-peace chatter.  And it is stated that,
than fatalism, why, ° .
"our struggle for peace ... has every  chance
- of being successful," i,e., in preventing
war, without revolution. (Abrldged Steno-
graphic Proceedings, p. 415)
Nowhere does Dimitrov or Ercoli do. anything but

throw cold water on the basic Leninist view that one |

must combat the danger ‘of war by buildiig a revolu-

tionary movement for the overthrow  of capitalism, .
Lenin stressed that the struggle for peace without '
" revolutionary struggle is a hollow and false phrase,

and that -the revolutionary struggle for socialism is
the only way to put an end to the horror ‘of war.

" The Seventh Congress documents are chock full of

just -such hollow and . false phrasemongering for peace -

as Lenin denounced.
~The trouble with Dimitrov's passage calling for
new views 1is that there is absolutely no fatalism
: . , . ! :

.~ Geymany and France?
- vading ‘Manchuria prior to the Seventh Congress?

rather -

 allegedly didn't want war,

. war."

i
!

(much. less social—deinocratic fatalism) in any of the
former,
| is creating bad feelings. about the Marxist-Leninist

Leninist- views of the CI on war. Dimitrov

thesis that war is inherent in capitalism and that

“to. eliminate- war one- must organize the revolution to

overthrow capitalism; his'aim is to justify pacifist

~and liberal methods of agitation on the question of
- war.

And just to make sure you don't miss the point

‘ that the old Leninist views no longer apply, Dimi-
| ‘trov gaes on to say

"Today the world is not what it was in 1914,"

‘His point is that whereas when Lenin was alive

during World War I, the only way to deal with capi-
talist war was to build the revolutionary movement,
now the socialist forces are so strong that we can
allegedly preserve peace and prevent war without the
Most of
Dimitrov's comments on the question of war and peace
are dedicated to backing up this idea that now
Leninism is supposedly, ‘outdated. ,

How was the world of 1935 different from 1914

.according to Dimitrov?

@) In 1935, the Soviet army existed. This is
true, but could this prevent a war between,, say,
Did it prevent Japan from in-

it even eliminate the fascist plans to invade the
Soviet Union? It is absurd to say the Soviet Army's
existence could - civilize 1mper1alisrn, especially at
a time when that imperialism' was planning a trial of

- strength with the Soviet Army.

b) In 1935, the working class had its communist,
parties, whereas in 1914 there was only social-
democracy, But to deny the existence of the revolu-
tionary working class movement in 1914 is absurd.

It is even more absurd when the plan for 1935 is

alliance with those same social-democratic leaders
and ‘trends which paralyzed most of the organized

“working class in 1914.

" ¢) In 1935 the- oppressed peoples of the colonial

'and semi-colonial countries did not regard ' their

liberation: as a hopeless cause, whereas before 1914 -
they did. - ‘Someone forgot to tell Sun Yat Sen about
this - in. 191(1

*d) In 1935 the people, hate war more — whereas
in 1914 the people supposedly loved war?

e) In 1935 a number of big capitalist countries
‘because they were afraid
of losing out in a new redivision of the world. But
the process of the non-fascist imperialist states
appeasing Germany and: encouraging Hitler's mili-
tarism and directing it toward the USSR was well
under way. This cannot be described as "not wanting

PR

' there was absolutely no ground for throwing

.aside jthe Leninist views under the plea that "the

copditions have changed.” -
* In his speech, Ercoll says that the Resolution of

_the Sixth Congress of the CI against imperialist war

is still in force, but is just being éadded to. This

" is-a. fraud. The Sixth ! Congress upheld the Leninist

\

i

Did -




teachings, while the Seventh Congress )}vas preaching
about the need to abandon these allegedly outdated

views. For example, the Sixth Congress stresses the
fight against all shades of bourgeois pacifism. But
there is hardly a word about combating pacifism' in
the Seventh Congress. . Ercoli in fact gives all
sorts of views in favor of the bourgeois pacifist
organizations and agitations.
munists to6 integrate with the pacifists' organiza-
‘tions and "fight ‘for the Leninist line" there. But

this "Leninist line" has been degraded to philistine -

petty-bourgeois peacemongering, Thus the line‘i_s
for merger with pacifism. And, -of- course, it is a
~way of finding a common ground with bourgeois lib-
eralism, although Ercoli discreetly declines tq
mention this. o
For us to follow- such a line today would entail,
for example, accommodation with the nuclear freeze
campaign. And of course, this is what the revision-
ist liquidators are all doing in one way or another.

And the connection is unmistakable between' this: - |.

line and the line given in the post-World War -1I
period on the peace movement; with the activities of
the World Peace Congress; and with the line- Stalin
gives in "Economic Problems of Socialism in the
“USSR". ' . _

The Seventh Congress may be distinguished from
the post-World War H period on this question by its
more " orthodox trappings. Ercoli, .for example,
stresses many times that if the .struggle to preserve
peace is not successful and war should break out,
then we must™ "transform the imperialist war into a
civil war.". But this doesn't mean anything, Klon-
sky [Maoist "three worlder"], while in a bear hug
with the Pentagon generals in his "main blow at the

USSR" period, also yelled that he, was for "trans-

forming the imperialist™ war into a civil war.," The
Second International proclaimed essentially ‘the same
thing just prior to World War I in the Basle Resolu-
tion, that is, just prior to their betrayal to the
line of "defend the fatherland." What this shows is
that the proclamation of one's intent to "turn . the
imperialist war into a civil war" is just hypocrisy

if the line one pursues prior to the outbreak of war
Only by pursuing all-sided .

is nonrevolutionary. -
revolutionary work and a revolutionary line in the
period before the war breaks out can there be the
possibility of a political organization. or trend

following a- consistent revolutionary line after the

war breaks out, Chatter about peace, combined with
proclamations of the great revolutionary deeds one
will perform in the future, as at the Seventh Con-
gress,  is just such hypocrisy. _

(The communist parties fought, and fought .heroi-
cally, during World War II, leading anti-fascist
resistance struggles and wars. in Europe and . Asia.
However, the wrong orientation from- the .Seventh
Congress must have been one of the sources leading
to mistaken estimates of the. role of the U.S.,
Britain, etc.
orientations that were being spread in the world
communist movement before the war didn't vanish

¥

- ple, the presentation of the world situation,

"He calls for -the com-

- nations,

" and revolution."

The mistaken and nonrevolutionary
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magically, but came up in someéwhat different forms.)
The issue of how .the question of war and peace
was presented at the' Seventh CI Congress is a big
subject, involving- a -series of other incorrect
views,. besides those already mentioned. For exam-
and of
the possible characteristics of the big war that was
coming, was non-systematic and eclectic. ' And this
is tied to a series of other problems. But these
issues will have to be taken up at a later time.

7. Wrdqg Views on the Liberation Stmgglé of
' the Oppressed Nations

There are the wrong views advanced on the ques-

tion of the -liberation struggle of the oppressed .
As Dimitrov did not pursue a revolutionary
line for the developed -capitalist countries, he
could hardly be expected to call for revolution in
the oppressed nations. In fact, here too the line
was watered down. o :
. It is notable, for example, that the conditions
Dimitrov advanced for the amalgamation of the com-
munist parties with the social-democratic parties
did not include the necessity for carrying out a
fight against the. national and colonial oppression
by one's "own" bourgeoisie of subject nations. - It
appears that this was not just an oversight or meant
to be included in the vague phrases of other condi-
tions; it seems that after the Seventh Congress, in
practice, the‘Communist Parties of France and Spain,
for example, sacrificed this struggle to the pursuit
of alliances with the social-democrats and liberals.
The French CP did not fight for the liberation of
Indochina and Algeria, only for mild reforms, while ~
the Spanish CP ‘gave up'the fight for the liberation
of Spanish Morocco. . ’ :

And secondly, in the little that is said at the
Seventh Congress, Dimitrov presents a one-sided view -
of the attitude to be taken toward the national-
reformist bourgeoisie.

First, let us recall the stand of the Sixth CI
Congress, .which characterized the national-reformist
movement "as an opportunist movement, subject to
great vacillations; balancing between imperialism
It called for struggle against
this national-reformist trend. And the Sixth Con-

gress Resolution ..warns . of the treachery of the na- -

tional-reformist current in the anti~imperialist
movement. - The national-reformist current has some
contradictions with imperialism, - unlike the' compra-
dore, pro-imperialist section of the domestic bour-
geoisie. But the national reformists' opposition to
imperialism is inconsistent. . They find their posi-
tion much more threatened by the risé of the peasant
agrarian movement and the working- class movement
than by imperialist oppression.. This results in the

national bourgeoisie deserting the anti-imperialist -
struggle as the workers' and peasants' struggles

gain in strength. )
However, at the Seventh Congress; in
India for example, what. is stressed is that the

%
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Communist Party should participate in the mass acti-

vities and organizations of the Indian National
Congress (which is the organization of the reformist
Indian bourgeoisie, and not a parliament). There is

no mention of the need for struggle against these .

national reformists, nor is there any warning about
their treachery, whether their past treachery or
what could be expected in' the future. These views
are not unlike the new, opportunist views' of .the
Seventh Congréss on social-democracy. They lead to
‘the subordination of- the revolution to the domestic
‘bourgeoisie and to merger with this political cur-
rent, ) ‘ :

In" practice, after the Seventh Congress, the CI
became enthusiastic about the Indian National Con-
gress. - Although - the Indian National Congress con-
tinued its path of treachery and betrayal, the line
was still to support it. This is one of the-roots
of the line after World War II of worshipping Gandhi
and Nehru, ; .

Today the revisionists reject the revolution and
place their hopes on™the reformists such as Allende

- of Chile and the national reformists such as Sukarno .

of Indonesia. They also go further .than this and
paint ordinary liberal bourgeois forces, who  have no
quarrel with impefrialism,. such as Aquino .of the
Philippines, in_  anti-imperialist colors,
they may even do  this with fascists, such as- the
Shah of Iran, as we all know. ‘

The flabby attitude to the national-reformist
bourgeoisie advanced by the Seventh Congress may be
an ancestor, may have played some role, in fertiliz-
ing views which later gave rise to various three
worldist type theories.

8. And Other Issues

_ Finally, the comments on the above five subjects
aren't comprehensive, - And there are also' problems
with other subjects taken up in Dimitrov's Report.
For example, . on the 'question of party building — in

so far as the issue is even discussed -~ most of

what is said is just a diatribe against "left"
sectarianism and doctrinairism; .it is in service to
the profoundly right opportunist, liberal-labor
errors being advanced in the rest of the report.
And there are many other problems as.well, such
as the presentation of the histories of the Commuun-

In fact, .

“lems ‘there.

‘departures from Leninism.
- is one of the reasons our Party has only recently
_ become aware of the seriousness of the problems at

© tactics,

‘revisionism,

" tations of the Seventh Congress.

‘ist. Parties; the tactics for the US, for Britain,

for Ffance, for Germany; the line on trade union

"neutrality; the question of the way in which the

discussions leading to the new- line were held, etc.

Some Points in Concluslon

Comrades who have been reading the Seventh Con-
gress materials, or' who will be doing so soon, may
have some difficulty isolating a number of the prob-
'This is because of the large amount of
demagogical methods used.by Dimitrov to disguise the
In fact, this deception

the Congress. Helping to cut through this camou-
flage has been, in particular, the Party's study of
the history of the line of the CI on united front
the history of the activities of the indi-
vidual parties of the CI, as well as the study of
the post-World War II period of the' international
communist movement.  Without this study, it might be
very difficult to see through the pseudo-orthodox
of Dimitrov's Report. , \
Our Party is a fighter against fascism. The view

- that has been expressed here is that the opportunist’

deviations of the Seventh Congress weaken the anti-
fascist struggle. These views~have nothing to do

‘with the opportunists' criticisms of the Seventh

Congress. One opportunist position is to denounce
the fight against fascism as something that is ne-
cessarily opportunist; something that necessarily

. means alliance with the "good" bourgeoisie against

the fascists; . i.e.,
liberal-labor politics.

necessarily means reformist,
This is nonsense, as. this

talk attempted to clarify. -

. Furthermore, the wrong orientation at the Seventh
Congress has a bearing on all sorts of trends in the
international .'communist movement since 1935:
Maoism, - Browderism, Titoism, the birth of Euro-
‘ and so, on. It bears on the development
of the revolutionary movement in numerous countries
and on the overall line of the interngtional gommun-
ist movement. Our Party will take up these issues
step by step over time. What we are doing here is
to begin the examination of .the new and wrong orien-
<>






