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Methods of the Struggle against the Danger of
Imperialist War.

Co-Report of Comrade Witkovski.

Under the chairmanship of Comrade Cachin the discussion
is continued on the second point on the agenda.

Comrade WITKOWSKI (Communist Fraction of the R.I. L. U.):

In the struggle against the war danger the trade unions
must play an extremely important role as mass organisations
with the aid of which we can penetrate the depths of the
working class. Here however we encounter first of all the
attitude of the Amsterdam International and of all of its
affiliated organisations without exception, with respect to the
war — sanctimonious in form but decidedly treacherous in its
essence. After the declaration of war in 1914 the International
Trade Union Secretariat collapsed exactly as did the II. Inter-
national.

The chief task of the reformist trade unions in all the
countries at war was to impel the working class to refrain
from economic and political struggle, and to tie it up most
closely with the war.

When the Russian proletariat overthrew Tsarism and
transformed the imperialist war into a civil war, the reformist
trade union leaders continued their policy of the past, the
policy of imperialist lackeys. In Germany and Austria in 1918
they supported the war against the Soviet Union, in France,
Belgium, etc., they looked upon the October revolution as a
weakening of the Entente front and not only failed to come
out against the policy of intervention, but ‘on the contrary
they helped to throttle the revolution in Hungary. Finally, they
took an active part in signing of the Versailles peace.

The Amsterdam International, which was founded after
the war, at its foundation congress followed an identical policy
towards the German trade unions as did Great Britain to-
wards the vanquished German nation.

Thereby the reformist international, resurrected after the
war, on the one hand emphasised that it is determined to
collaborate with the entire imperialist bourgeoisie in the
policy of duping the proletariat, by parrotting the bour-
geoisie in saying that a settlement of threatening conflicts is
possible on a peaceful path. On the other hand, the Amster-
dam International strove to awaken illusions in the working
class as to the approach of social peace, and for this purpose
set itself the task of diverting the proletariat from immediate
class struggles.

In its further development the Amsterdam International fell
lower and lower. By their membership in the League of
Nations and in the Infernational Labour Office, by their
entrance into or support of the bourgeois governments in
Germany, Great Britain and France, the Amsterdamers support
the imperialist policy of their States and are taking the most
active part in this policy. In questions of disarmament they
take the same position as their government. They are ende-
avouring to befog the masses as to the war danger which
constantly threatens in connection with the conflicts resulting
from the peace established by the Versailles peace treaty. The
pacifism of the Amsterdamers is only a cloak for the imperialist
policy of the bourgeoisie.

With respect to colonial wars and conflicts, with respect
to the liberation struggles .of the oppressed peoples of the
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colonies, the Amsterdamers have the position of their bour-
geois States.

"~ When the so-called Labour Government of MacDonald got
into power, based upon the British trade unions, they carried
on agaimst India the same policy of imperialist oppression as
do the unmasked bourgeois governments.

When the French C. G. T. U, courageously fulfilling its
revolutionary duty, launched a campaign against the war in
Morocco and declared a one-day protest strike for October 12,
1925, the reformists not only forbade their unions to participate
in this strike but also helped the government in its struggle
against the organisers of the strike.

When Great Britain sent troops to China, the leaders of
the British trade unions contented themselves with a resolution
which expressed “regret for the challenging military de-
monstration directed against the Canton Government, since
such ‘a demonstration is only inclined to arouse a spirit of
panic and aggressiveness in both (!) camps and to make
inevitable the very catastrophes which they claim to seek
to prevent.”

The resolution contains no protest against the sending
of troops and against the intervention in revolutionary China.

During the whole course of the Chinese revolution the
attitude of the British reformists towards the revolution re-
mained unchanged. And no matter what the resolutions written
under the pressure of the masses may say, the British re-
formists in the essence of the thing are in solidarity with their
government.

The organisations affiliated to the Amsterdam International
arranged no campaigns of any sort in defence of the Chinese
revolution. In March 1927 Oudegeest gave a rebuifing answer
to the appeal of the representative of the Chinese Seamen’s
Union for the arrangement of demonstrations in Europe for
the Chinese revolution. The reformists also refused to send
delegations. The Amsterdam International therefore stands
fully by the imperialist position, and is only concerned with
concealing the essence of its policy with revolutionary phrases.

-Amsterdam never ceases to shout about struggle against
Fascism. Its supporters in Ifaly, however, have either gome
over to the side of Fascism, or have miserably capitulated to
it, or else have fled abroad. Whatever the Amsterdamers may
say it is beyond doubt for anyone that Albert Thomas, at
the time of his trip to Rome, which aroused so much atten-
tion, played the role of an intermediary between Amsterdam and
Mussolini. In Poland also the reformist trade union leaders
actively support the Fascist Government.

In respect to the danger of a war with the Soviet Union, the
Amsterdam leaders such as Jouhaux declare that the Soviet
Union is the only enemy of peace. But they do not content
themselves with vilifying the Soviet Union, and with opposing
the peace proposals made by the Soviet Delegation to the Dis-
armament Conference, but they take an active part in the pre-
paration for war. Exactly the same is the position of the
French, German and other reformists. At times they are forced
by mass pressure to pass protest resolutions against the pre-
parations for war against the Soviet Union, but this does not
change essentially their hypocritical treacherous policy.

Thus the General Council of the Trade Unions, when the
British Government broke off diplomatic relations with the
Soviet Union, broke up the Anglo-Russian Unity Committee.
These two facts are most closely bound up with one another.
The Polish reformist Trade. Union Federation obviously
supports the Fascist Government of Pilsudski which prepares
for a war against the Soviet Union; in their resolutions the
Polish reformists have the brazenness to speak of a “Soviet
imperialism” and to maintain that the war danger threatens
not only from the side of the bourgeois States but also from
the side of the Soviet Union.

We must enlighten the workers that the “pacifism” of the
Amstferdamers has an essentially imperialistic content, that
it is only a special form of preparation for war. This form
is more dangerous than the armaments, the building of new
warships, etc., because it has the purpose of disarming the
working class in the event of a war, to utilise the p_owerful
trade union organisations for aims contrary to the interests
of the proletariat, to subjugate other peoples, and to destroy
the first workers’ State in the world. :

The R. L. L. U. and its affiliated organisations have always
adopted against the Amsterdam International, a revolutionary
class-conscious attitude on the question of war.

In the question of the struggle against the war the R.I. L. U.
not only gave advice in the resolutions of all its Congresses,
but it took a stand on all concrete questions, on the wars
in Syria and Morocco, on the Chinese revolution, etc. Iis
supporters arranged a whole series of campaigns and spoke
personally in these countries. We must emphasise especially
the large-scale campaign arranged by the C. G. T. U. in
France in 1925 against the wars in Morocco and Syria. The
apex of this campaign was the one-day genmeral strike in which
one million workers participated.

The revolutionary international committees for propaganda
and action in the various branches of industry likewise carried
on anti-militarist agitation and propaganda in their field of
activity. Some of them — the transport workers and chemical
workers — worked out in their international conferences,
practical measures for the combating of the war danger.

The foundation, in the colonial and semi-colonial countries
of international trade union federations, such as the Pan-
Pacific Trade Union Secretariat and the Latin American Trade
Union Federation, which embrace not only the adherents of
the R. I. L. U. but also workers of other tendencies, is of
greatest importance for the extension of the struggle against
the war danger. The significance of these organisations is all
the greater because the former works in colonial countries and
the latter in such American countries where a struggle is
being waged against American imperialism.

Our struggle against the war danger must be closely
bound up with the daily economic siruggles of the working
class, with their demands, with the defence of their rights and
achievements, with the defence of the trade union organisations
against the joint offensive of the capitalists and the govern-
ments. Only such a concrete character of the struggle against
the war can give us the possibility of winning over the masses
of organised trade unionists despite the treacherous policy of
the reformists.

In our everyday propaganda and agitation we must realise
and make clear that the capitalist offensive of Fascism and
reaction against the working class not only aims at the stabi-
lisation of capitalism at the expense of the working class,
but to a no lesser extent also the preparation for war. The
propaganda for peace in industry, for class collaboration, for

_ obligatory arbitration, has the sole aim of robbing the pro-

letariat, in times of war, of its orly weapon, the class struggle.
The combating of these efforts must therefore constitute the
subject of our everyday agitation and other activities. Every
big strike, every trade union campaign, must be exploited to
show the working class that the struggle for daily demands is
bound up with the struggle against the war danger.

The efforts for the creation of Fascists’ unions, or trade
unions organised by the employers (company unions), the
agitation for the formation of non-political trade unions, must
be exposed among the workers as an _attempt of the bour-
geoisie to deprive the proletariat of fighting organisations in
times of war.

In striving to link up the economic struggle of the working
class with the struggle against war, we must utilise united
front tactics. Committees of action must be established for
the fight against the war danger. They must organise anti-war
meetings, publish factory papers and in connection with the
trade union organisation conduct the whole anti-war work in
the factory. . .

In the struggle against the war the task of capturing the
lower trade union organs and driving the reformist leaders
out of them, takes on special importance. It must be made
clear fo the masses that only revolutionary class unions can
be a means of struggle against the war danger. It is equally
important to create a foundation for the trade unions in the
factories.

The revolutionary trade unions, and the revolutionary trade
union minorities, must not lose connection with the workers
who are drawn into military service. These must remain
trade union members, and through them revolutionary activity
in the army is to be developed.

All trade unions are to be drawn into the political anti-
war campaign, and must take the most active part in the
latter.

In every country the trade unions or the revolutionary
minorities must actively oppose the military budget, the in-
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crease of armaments, and must support the demands for the
reduction of the military service period, for the cutting down
of the army, etc. They must oppose the aggressive policy of
their governments which are preparing new military conflicts,
and must expose the role of the reformists.

In the struggle against the war danger generally, the
struggle against the danger with which the Soviet Union is
menaced is of special importance, In this struggle our slogan,
also in the trade unions, must be the defence of the Soviet
Union, as the only fatherland of the workers.

The premise for success in this work is an extensive
enlightenment ‘of the masses on the achievements of the wor-
king class in the Soviet Union, on the successes in the work
of socialist construction, a comparison between the methods of
“peace in industry” and class collaboration as against the
revolutionary methods of the class struggle by means of
which the Russian proletariat was victorious. It is equally
necessary to present the essence oi the world policy of the
Soviet Union, and to contrast this to the aggressive plans of
the imperialist powers against the Soviet Union.

Particularly significant is the role of the trade unions
of the railwaymen, seamen, dock workers, metal workers,
miners and chemical workers.

The work must be concentrated primarily in the largest

in@u‘ftrial centres, in the harbour towns and railway junction
points. . '
The anti-war work of the trade unions must be inter-
national. The international struggle against the imperialist war
which the R. 1. L. U. has been waging for years must be
intensified with all means. It shall also be conducted along the
line of the international propaganda and action committees,
emphasising the particularly important role of the transport
workers, chemical workers, metal workers and miners.

Only a stubbornly conducted struggle, day after day, can
transform the imperialist war into the civil war. In this struggle
for the transformation of the imperialist war into a civil war
the trade unions can play an active role if they act not like
in 1914, but in the opposite direction. This will depend upon
the extent to which we will succeed in driving out the
Amsterdam bureaucrats, and in leading the economic struggles
of the proletariat.

It will be our task to direct the economic struggles of the
working class on the basis of the conflicts inevitably created
by the war, to organise strikes for daily demands and to
tie them up with the struggle against the war. To the extent
that these strikes develop and that contradictions are shar-
pened we shall have to extend them. striving to transform them
in the proper moment of the struggle into a general strike,
which will be the introduction to an-armed uprising. Of
special importance in the economic struggle will be the trans-
port system and the branches of industry directly involved in

the conduct of war. In case of war it will be the task of the
transport workers tc refuse to move war materials intended
for a war against the Soviet Union, against the colonial and
semi-colonial peoples. _

On all irontiers, the railwaymen in the countries in question
must organise control commissions to keep check and to
prevent the transport of war material. In connection with the
war danger, the work among the seamen and harbour workers
is of special importance. Pert bureaux are to be organised in
all most impcrtant harbours. The activity of already existing
port bureaux shall be extended and increased.

We must give special attention to activity among the
aviation forces, and increase the trade union work in the
chemical industry in all countries. The revolutionary chemical
workers should maintain ccntact with the transpert workers
in order to prevent the shipment of explosives and gases.

In all metal works action committees must be organised
to fight against the placing of the factories on war production.
The manufacture of arms and other war material intended for
use against the Soviet Union and against colonial and semi-
colonial countries must be prevented.

The economic struggle and the organising of' anti-war
work among the miners is of greatest importance since the
undisturbed transport of coal is an indispensable condition of
warfare.

The trade union work must be co-ordinated in the whole
system of war industry and war transport. Efforts must be
made to bring about blecs and agreements between the unions
invelved in war industry.

We must reckon with the result of the declaration of war
in the form of an increase in the repressive measures against
the revolutionary trade unions, particularly in connection with
the intensified economic struggle, and still more as a result
of cases of active resistance to the war on the part of the
trade unions. This will confront the trade unions with the
task of carrying on a fight for their legality. For this pur-
pose efforts must be made to bring the trade unions into
contact with the masses, by creating trade union nuclei in the
factories, by organising factory committees, committees of
action, etc.

The mighty army of labour, which is organised in inde-
pendent revclutionary trade unions and in reformist organisa-
tions must be led into struggle for the transformation of the .
imperialist war inte civil war, for the destruction of the
powers of the bourgeoisie, for the transformaticn of the ca-
pitalist system into the socialist order. All objective condi-
tions are of such a nature that they only justify our hopes that
the year 1014 cannot repeat itsell on the trade union front
and that our revolutionary trade union movement will fulfil the
task which devolves upon it (Applause).

Discussion on the Reports on the Methods of the
Struggle against the Danger of Imperialist War.

Comrade SIKANDUR (India):

Comrades, Comrade Bell in his theses seems to have
magnified the rivalries between the capitalist countries too much.
He totally ignores the fact that these rivalries have now temp-
orarily assumed the form of family quarrels. These quarrels of
course arise out of the differences as to the sharing of markets.
. British imperialism, the father of the family, steps in, in all such
cases, and decides the matter in favour of one country or
another. Its arbitration is voluntarily accepted. The iree booters,
the imperialists, now stand united in their aims against the
U. S. S. R. in spite of their differences.

The history of the entire post-war period has been one
of monstrous ~war-preparations in every capitalist country
against the Soviet Union. All along this period the scientific
discoveries have been made use for the improvement of the
man-slaughter machinery. The war which apparently terminated in
1918, practically developed into an intensified class war. Thecoming
into existence of the proletarian state in Russia threw all the
warring factions into one camp. The belligerents became allies
and the united energy was directed to crush the proletarian
revolution. A period of counter-revolution, blockade, and actual

* proletarian revolution,

armed intervention ensued. We know it well, how all this ended
in a disaster for the aggressors. All attempts to smash the revo-
lution failed. But the defeats did not dishearten the world
bourgeoisie. The temporary cessation of hostilities was the
beginning of preparations on a vast scale for a new offensive.
The intervention period from 1920 to 1928, besides being one
of war preparations, has also been one of creating an ideologi-
cal background for such a drive on the proletarian state.
Apparently torn apart by competititon and race in arma-
ments, the bourgeoisie stand united in their common intentions
against the Soviet Union. : .
Comrade Bell has dealt with the question of war in an ab-
stract form. He ought to have been more concrete as to why
of all the imperialist powers, British imperialism is the most
hostile to the Soviet Union, and why it is supported in all its
anti-Soviet moves by the world bourgeoisie. It is a recognised
fact that British imperialism is the axis on which world capi-
talism revolves. Any check to it is a check to world capitalism.
Apart from being an ideological attraction for the world
the Soviet Union constitutes a strong
political unit. By the consolidation of the Soviet power in the
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East, Britain’s diplomatic status is shattered. Her hold on the
untapped reservoirs of the East and rich markets of Asia is
Joosened. The message of proletarian revolution has penetrated
the far-off obscure hamlets. The age-old slaves of India have
challenged Britain’s right to rule over them. The backward
people of China have taken a definite stand against their old
arrogant enemy; and, last of all, the Afghans and Persians have
ousted her. All this is a bitter pill for British imperialsm.

The great crisis in British economy, which is leading 10
the decline of capitalism before our very eyes, at the same time
shattering to pieces its entire cultural structure, is producing
in the British capitalist class a spirit of despair and vengeance
against the Soviet Union, the only proletarian state. They at-
tribute all their crises and diplomatic defeats to the “pernicious
propaganda”. While in fact all this is to be considered as the
antagonism between the productive forces and the production
relations.

Militant strikes, the crises in all spheres of industry, revo-
lutionary waves in the colonies, sharpening of class antagonisms
in all the industrially developed countries, the scarcity of mar-
kets for capitalist production, the futility of reckless competition
in industry — these are signals of a gigantic eruption.

Most of the comrades treat the problem of the War Danger
very lightly. They ridicule the possibility of a war in the near
future. 1 put them a straight question: what is the meaning of
the iron ring round the Soviet Union, of the Locarno pact,
military and semi-military alliances, the multilateral treaties,
the mechanisation of the armies, the increase of the aerial and
maval armaments, the concentration of forces ou the Northwest-
ern frontiers of India, the hoarding of munitions in Poland?
What are these if not the harbingers of a colossal storm?

Who can deny that the British imperialists have been pro-
voking war ever since 1923. From the cold-blooded murder
of Comrade Vorovsky in Switzerland down to the raids on
Soviet embassies in China and England, the murders in Poland
and China, the breaking off of the diplomatic relations — the
imperialists of Britain have ceaselessly provoked war.

War preparations are numerous in India. The entire country
is in the melting pot. Secret meetings of the heads of the
districts with the feudal lords frequently take place all over
the recruitment areas. Ceaseless efforts are being made to get
the active support of India in the coming war. Areodromes are
multiplying on the Indo-Aighan border. A new station is being
constructed near Razmak to accomodate some 12,000 soldiers
in addition to 25,00 regular troops already stationed there. The
whole border from Quetta upwards to Chitral resembles a war
zone. According to the new scheme the three big fortilied bases
are now being extended. The first of these is the one at Pesha-
war. 25,000 men and three air squadrons are concentrated here,
with huge stores of ammunition. There is a base at Kohat with
10,000 men and one air squadron. Another big base, describad
as the biggest in the world, is at Razmak. This base has great
stragetic importance as the Afghan military centre of Ghazni
can be stormed within the lapse of a few days. Besides these
there is ihe big base at Quetta, a huge fortified centre with
an aerodrome, which is now being extended.

Besides the figures mentioned above there are the regutar
troops in all the cantonment networks.

The Native States armies which numbered 90,000 after the
war, have now been raised to the strength of 150,000. But as
this army under the Native States has been found inefficient the
control has been taken over by the central government. It is
being modernised now. The strength of the purely British army
after the war was 75,000. Now the number has been raised to
150,000. The entire artillery is in the hands of the British troops.
Then there is also a police force fully equipped. European resi-
dents in India have been enlisted in the Volunteer Force. Indian
students, mostly from the upper layer of the society, are being
atiracted to military service.

Recruitment in India is coatinuously going om, especially
in the Indo-Afghan and Indo-Chinese border areas. On the
Indo-Afghan Border, or as it is known, the N. W. F. Province,
there exists nothing like civic life. It is known in India as the
lawless land. The administration is entirely in the hands of the
military. Recruitment is the daily topic. In the small area round
about Delhi and Meerut, 50,000 recruits have been enlisted
recently. Confidential circulars were issued to ‘the heads of the

district administration throughout the country for recruitment

early this year.

The termination of the war in Europe made it imperative
for the imperialists to demobilise a large part of the army. The
stupendous rise of the nationalist movement in 1920—22 forced
the British Government to think seriously over the problem
of the disbanded soldiers. But imperialism knows no other
method than brute force. Charges of vagrancy and bad behavi-
our were framed against a .considerable number of disbanded
soldiers. Some were charged with dacoities and thus easily
thrown into prison. But now the policy is altogether different.
Contfidential circulars had been issued as early as January 1927
to induce the ex-service men to take up service. From frying -
pan to fire, these people have no other way. Recruitment in
India, though outwardly looks volumtary, yet in fact is carried
on under strict repressive measures.

Most of the comrades here talk of anti-war propaganda,
but there is no clearness on this issue. If by anti-war propa-
ganda is meant the same thing that happened in the case of
armed intervention in China, then it would be nothing short
of -criminal indifference. The British soldiers were allowed to
ship off safely to China and then a campaign of resolutions of
sympathy with the Chinese movement was started. This cannot
be the work of the Communists. Only armchair-politicians can
be satisfied with such a state of affairs. The work of the Com-
munists is to strike the enemy on the forehead and not throw
a shower of resclutions in the rear. We should not only start
a systematic propaganda in the army against the war but
should also arouse the desire in them fo overthrow oppression
in their own lands. The Comintern will have to attempt a
strong policy in this direction.

It is not wrong to say that no Party, with the exception of
the German comrades, have taken the war danger seriously. If
the comrades of the other countries had attached any impor-
tance to it, there would have been Red Front Fighters Leagues
in almost all the countries. It is the eleventh hour, yet it is not
too late if we solemnly undertake to start our campaign even
now. The comrades irom the Baltic States and the States ad-
joining the Soviet Union have a heavy task to perform. The
Persian comrades have to reckon with the intrigues of British

-imperialism with Riza Shah. The Polish comrades, whose

country is becoming more and more a war magazine of world
imperialism, have to perform a hard task. They should forget
their internal dissensions and should hammer out a definite,
concrete, clear-out policy to frustrate all hopes and intentions
of the imperialists.

As for India: our situation is difficult, our path is uneven.
Nowhere is repression so great as in India, no country is so
much cut off from the rest of the world. In spite of all this
we are not sitting silent. We know perfectly well that this time
the theatre of operations will be India. The stragetic impor-
tance of India need not be emphasised, it is as clear as day.
We have started a propaganda for the defeat of British arms.
On the National Congress platform, in military areas, in wor-
kers’ quarters, in peasant fields, wherever we get access, we
definite schemes to harass it in the rear if it is impertinent
do our work despite the heavy hand of imperialsm. We have
enough to start with the “offensive” action. We will put the
enemy between two fires. We will nip in the bud its scheme
of colonisation of Turkestan.

Comrades, it should be realised that India is the most
vulnerable point to deal British imperialsm a mortal blow. If
you reckon the potentiality of such a blow, then you will co-

" operate with us and render us facilities from your countries to

promote our work. If this co-operation is assured, the days are
not far when we will be able to throw British Imperialism
into the Indian Ocean and remove this perpetual danger, not
only from the Soviet Union, but from the proletarians of the
whole world. '

Comrade KRULIKOVSKI (Poland):

Comrades, the Fascist dictatorship of Pilsudski considered
it necessary, on the occasion of the report of Comrade Buk-
harin on the activity of the C. L. to raise a protest to the Go-
vernment of the U. S. S. R, through Pilsudski’s lackey, Zalevski,
the Minister for Foreign Affairs. That section of the report
in which Comrade Bukharin said that the Polish Communists,
in the event of war against the Soviet Union, would fulfil their
proletarian duty and defend the U. S. S. R. as their Father-
land, as the Fatherland of the world proletariat, aroused par-
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ticular rage in the Polish Government, and on the part of its
dictator, Pilsudski. He is of the opinion that this section of
Comrade Bukharin’s speech constitutes interference in the inter-
nal affairs of Poland. In reality, however, Pilsudski’s protest
is an attempt to gag the Soviet soldiers, workers and peasants,
in order that they shall not dare to express what they expect
and demand from their Polish brothers during the war that is
being prepared by international capitalism against the Soviet
Union. The Polish dictator, Pilsudski, talks about interference
in the internal affairs of Poland — the same Pilsudski who in
1918, 1919, and 1920 threw his White armies, jointly with the
Russian counter-revolutionary bands, into Soviet Russia, the
same Pilsudski who murdered and robbed the citizens, wor-
kers, soldiers and peasants of the Soviet Union, the same
Pilsudski who devastated and ruined vast terrifories with fire
"and sword, one might say the whole of Soviet White Russia
and a large part of Soviei Ukraine. He talks about interference
in the internal affairs of Poland, he who organised the bands
of Petliura and Balakovitch, who in 1920—23 forayed forth
from Poland, under the instructions of the Polish general staff,
under the leadership of Polish general staif officers, to conduct
a series of raids and robber campaigns into the U. S. S. R, in
which they murdered the best fighters of the revolution. This
same Pilsudki talks about interference in internal affairs, who
in Poland tolerates White Guard organisations which murdered
the Soviet Ambassador in Poland and who instigated terro-
ristic conspiracies in the U. S. S. R. This same man talks
about interference in the internal affairs of Poland — while
he facilitates espionage, provocation and sabotage on the terri-
tory of the U. S. 8. R, as has already been repeatedly proven
beyond all doubt in the Court procedure in the U. S. S. R. and
recently in the trial of the counter-revolutionaries of the Don-
Basin.

Comrades, Pilsudski talks about interference in the inter-
nal affairs of Poland, Pilsudski, who tore West White Russia
and West Ukraine from their Socialist Fatherland by force of
arms, who holds their peoples in his claws by means of the
most brutal terror, by means of the worst tyranny. He talks
about interference who seized Vilna by armed force, and who
now seeks to grab the whole of Lithuania for himself. He talks
about the interference of the U. S. S.'R. in Polish affairs, he
who has transformed the whole of Poland into a military camp
against the U. S. S. R., he who openly prepares a war against
the U. S. S. R. before the eyes of the whole world, he who
makes treaties with France, Roumania and other capitalist
countries in order to destroy the U. S. S. R., the land of So-
cialist construction and of proletarian dictatorship. By war with
the U. S. S. R. Pilsudski does not only seek to solve the general
class task entrusted to him by the bourgeoisie, viz., the over-
throw of the power of the workers and peasants, but in addi-
tion he wants to assure markets for Polish manufacturers, he
wants to put the Polish landlords into a position where they
can once more rob the peasants of Soviet Ukraine and Soviet
White Russia of their land which during the October Revolution
they took from their oppressors with arms in hand.

But Pilsudski has forgotten one thing: the revolutionary
workers, peasants and soldiers of Poland know that the Go-
vernment of the U. S. S. R,, the Government of the proletarian
dictatorship is putting into practice the teachings of Lenin,
one of the main points of which is the right of self-determi-
nation of peoples to the point of separation, as is proven by
the rise of a whole series of Soviet Republics, such as
Ukraine, White Russia, Georgia, etc. The revolutionary wor-
kers, neasants and soldiers of Poland know that from the So-
viet Union there is no threat of danger to the independence
of Pcland, because they know that here power is in the hands
of their brothers, the workers of the Soviet Union. They know
this, and therefore the deception intended by Pilsudski will not
succeed. It will fail also because the revolutionary workers,
peasanis and soldiers of Poland look upon the U.'S. S. R. as
their Fatherland, and because for decades they have fought
against czarism shoulder to shoulder with you workers,
peasants and soldiers of the Soviet Union — because the
cement that binds the granite blocks on which the Soviet Union
is based, is the blood of the Polish workers mixed with the
blood of the toilers of the U. S. S. R.

Pilsudski will also fail because our Party, already in non-
independent Poland, by its whole work, by its whole activity,
has proven its international spirit. It has taught the workers
true international proletarian solidarity, it has shown them the
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international interests of the proletariat by calling upon the
toilers, during the war between Poland and the U. S. S. R,, to
defend the U. S. S. R. against Poland. The C. P. of Poland,
which conducts a heroic struggle for the interests of the Polish
toilers, declares from this tribune to the workers, peasants
and soldiers of Poland, that only in the struggle under the
banners of the Social Revolution and of Communism, only by
the defence of the U. S. S. R. against Poland, only by an armed
uprising to transform Fascist Poland into a Soviet Poland, can
the country be freed irom the shackles of slavery which Pil-
sudski and the possessing classes of Poland have forged. Only
by the establishment of a workers’ and peasants’ government
of Poland can the working class assure its country a real inde-
pendence.

Comrades, when | speak here of the possessing classes of
Poland, of the war preparations of the dictator Pilsudski, I
cannot pass over in silence the role of the P. P. S. in these war
preparations against the U. S. S. R. The P. P. S. is a part of
the II. International, and its leaders may rival the worst ene-
mies of the working class, the bitterest enemies of the Soviet
Union in their service to the imperialists, in their hatred against
the U. S. S. R.

Just like the Georgian Mensheviks, the P. P. S. leaders are
working directly in the general staff that is preparing an
attack on the U. S. S. R.

The P. P. S. is paving the way, it is breaking the ground
for Pilsudski. Its agents, the Goluvkes and Czapinskis, travel
to the Baltic countries and to Lithuania and prepare there
either a war alliance of these States with Poland against the
U. S. S. R, or else the immediate occupation of Lithuania by
Fascist Poland. The P. P. S. is fighting not only against the
working class by helping the Polish bourgeoisie to exploit
the workers, it not only assassinated revolutionary workers on
their way to work or in demonstrations, as was the case in
the May Day demonstration this year, but it also sets itself
the task, under the mask of a false pseudo-opposition against
the Pilsudski government, actually working for it among the
workers, peasantry and soldiers, of calumniating the U. S. S. R,
in order to make cannon-foddere of the workers and peasants
of Poland in the easist possible way in case of a war against
the U.S.S.R., in the interest of the Polish landlords and capi-
talists, in the interests of international capital."

While declaring our agreement with the Theses of Com-
rade Bell, in the name of the delegation of the C. P. P., I must,
however, point out that the role of the peasantry in the war,
and the importance of work among the peasantry is given
extremely inadequate attention in the Theses. Yet this question
is one of greatest importance, for war is not only a source
of great sacrifice, terrible suffering, and the worst poverty for
the peasantry, but it also means that they will shed their blood, -
give up their lives, solely for the interests of another class,
against their own interests. The interests of the peasantry
demands a joint struggle with the proletariat against all still
prevailing remnants of feudalism, it demands in practically all
states a joint struggle with the working class against the land-
lords, for the confiscation of the landed estates, for their un-
compensated transfer to the peasantry. The vital interests of the
peasantry demand that state power shall be taken into the
hands of the workers and peasants, for only such a power ,
can assure the peasant masses economic well-being and cul-
tural development. Work among the peasantry is of greatest
importance is connection with the growing war danger, for
the parties of France, Italy, Germany, Czechoslovakia, Poland,
Hungary, Bulgaria, etc.

Likewise inadequate, in my opinion, is the treatment of
the national question in the mother countries. It must be pointed
out what tremendous forces can be won for the revolution if, -
e. g., the Communist Party of Great Britain fights for the right
of seli-determination to the point of separation for Ireland,
and when also the Communist Parties of Italy, France, Poland,
Czechoslovakia, etc. fight for- similar aims.

Our Parties are confronted by tremendous tasks. History
has placed the C. P. P. in a responsible revolutionary post.
Ideclogically and politically our Party is equal to this great
historical task. But in order to be able to fulfil it, our Party
requires a consolidated leadership, that has the necessary autho-
rity, that gives the Party a correct political line, that solidifies,
heals and broadens the Party, and that will lead with it the
working class, the revolutionary peasantry and the soldiers in




1064

International Press Correspondence

No. 61

the struggle for the defence of our Fatherland, the U. S. S. R,,
for the proletarian dictatorship in Poland, for a Polish Socialist
Soviet Republic. (Applause.)

Comrade CARNEY (Ireland).

At the outset let us not overlook the main fact in regard
to the vital problem of war, and that is, that the masses are
not opposed to war. In our discussions let us not forget this
vital factor in our campaign to prevent world war.

In the event of a war between America and England,
which is more imminent than we think, fully 75% of the workers
of the Irish Free State will be pro-American. The penetration
of the Irish Free State by means of finance capital will pave
the way for an unofficial understanding between Southern Ire-
land and America. On the other hand we will witness a
strengthening of the British garrison in the North. It is not for
nought that the American Navy visits the South of Ireland and
that the British Navy follows with a visit to the North. The
position of the Party in Ireland will be a difficult one, but it
will be met.

The question of the Irish working class in Britain has been
mentioned for the first time by Comrade Murpny. Let us exa-
mine this class in Britain. They form the basic elements among
the unskilled workers of the chemical industry. In Silvertown,
London, Newcastle-on-Tyne and Widnes, in Liverpool, all great
centres of the chemical industry, are owned by the Imperial
Chemical Industries, Ltd. This is a position of strategic impor-
tance. In the next war it is a position that must demand our
attention. On the docks you will find in such ports as Liverpool
and London a very high percentage of the Irish working class.
On the docks you will find a similar high percentage of the
stokers and seamen. Owing to the personnel of the army let us
not forget that the first revolt within the British army took
place in India, when in 1916 the Connaught Rangers revolted
against the execution of their fellow countrymen in Dublin,
Ireland. The position of the Irish working class in Great Britain
is one that requires immediate attention — organisation not
declamation must be our slogan. We have recently had whole-
sale attacks upon the Irish working class in Britain. We have
had a deputation to Joynson Hicks demanding the enactment
of immigration legislation against the Irish. The British Party
could have utilised this situation to bring the Irish workers
nearer to the Party. This is mentioned in a friendly spirit in
order o direct the attention of the Party to the possibilities of
organising work. If our work is to be successful it must depend
upon our success in reaching them.

0 Tl:‘.e- wdeleggte.s are aware of the part the Irish played in
€ anti-conscription campaign of Australia; the work with the
Fren'ch-C'an-adlans in Canada, and similarly in other parts of
- the Empire. The sections in the Colonies must be reminded of
these events so that they can be drawn upon for support_ in
a campaign against war. The limited time at my disposal of
necessity compels me to omit many phases of our propaganda
against war. We must not repeat the mistakes of the world
war. We must not again permit comrades to fight their own
battle: when by an organised resistance they can be more
effechvg. We will have to approach our fight ‘against the next
- war with the feeling that it is a fight for power, that is, approach
-1t with the responsibility of men and women taking over
control,

Ir_1 conclusion, I trust this Congress will devote a little more
attention to the work of the Irish working class, whether in
Ireland or elsewhere. .

Comrade MEHRING (Y.C.1):

On the question of combating the war danger,.the Y. C. I
has considerable experience and we have also done serious
work. Last year we organised an International Propaganda
Week from March 10—18. We issued a mass of literature, espe-
cially Lenin’s writings on the question of war. In our press
we have directed special attention to the combating of war.
Our Leagues have organised various actions: e. g. the Y.C.L,,
of France against the French war on Morocco and Syria; the
Y.C.L. of Great Britain against the intervention in China: the
Y.C.L. of United States against the attack on Nicaragua; the
Y.C.L: of Holland during the Java uprising; joint actions of
the Y.C.L’s of Great Britain and the U. S. S. R., of Yugo-
Slavia and Italy, of Poland and Lithuania, etc. On the organ-

isational field we have gathered considerable experiences in
work among the recruits, In many countries, and also inter-
nationally, we have formulated a programme of soldiers’ demands.
In this programme we have brought forward the most acute
demands of the soldiers and sailors, and have organised the
struggle for the carrying out of these demands. We must state
that in general the Parties show little interest for the orgamisa-
tional work in the army and that this work is mostly left to the
youth. In Czecho-Slovakia and in Poland the Party shares in
the work to a very slight degree. The work is carried on only
by the youth in America, Sweden, Holland and in several other
countries.

The young generation of the present day did not participate
in the first world war. Therefore, the Y. C. L. considers that
it is particularly important for ws, the Y. C. L, to conduct the
most powerful struggle against the imperialist war, and to train
the youth in a Leminist spirit for the struggle against the im-
perialist war.

We must have clarity on questions of principle. The Theses
distinguish in principle between our taclics towards the compul-
sory service armies and the mercenary armies. The rejection
of the slogan of soldiers’ councils in mercenary armies show
that the Theses do not take into consideration that e. g. many
unemployed proletarians are forced to sell their labour power
to the professional armies; for this reason the rejection of the
slogan of soldiers’ councils, as contained in the Theses, is in
general incorrect. To this attitude towards the professional
armies corresponds also the Theses slogan for the boycott of
the mercenary army.

This is wrong because we can carry on revolutionary work
in the professional armies just as in a compulsory service army.
Lenin gave various indications that we must not fight against
militarisation and against the bourgeois army with the boycott
slogans. Lenin was against the boycott, not only with respect
to the army, but also the militarisation of the people. He was
for the revolutionary disintegration of the armed forces of the
bourgeois state.

The Theses differentiate in principle between compulsory
service and hired armies, but such difference in principle do
not exist. In the hired armies also there are proletarians who
were forced to enter the ranks, first' due to the bourgeois influ-
ence upon them through the whole bourgeois state apparatus,
the press, literature, etc, and secondly, due to the economic
situation of the proletariat. These facts explain the phenomenon
that the workers enter the professional army not only in times
of peace but also during the war. If we were to apply the
boycott slogan to the hired armies, as the Theses propose, then
among the workers the illusion would arise that by this measure
it would be possible to prevent the war. This is wrong, Lenin
said:

“The boycott of war is a stupid phrase. The Com-
munist must take part in every reactionary war.”

The Theses cite these words of Lenin in another connection.
It is also stated in the theses that we must avoid having the
illusion arise among the proletariat that it would be possible
to prevent the war through the boycott, but nevertheless the
boycott slogan is raised. We find written: “The Communists
cannot meet such movements with a call to join the army. In
this case they must rather accept the boycott slogan.” This might
be correct, but only in the case the national element enters. For
example at the VIII. Plenum we discussed a concrete case, a
possible war between Italy and Yugo-Slavia, or a Balkan War.
We stated. that in such a war a boycott sentiment might rise e.
g. in Macedonia, on a national basis, bound up with the natio-
nal liberation war. In the face of these nationalist sentiments
we cannot come forward with the slogan of joining, let us
say for example, the Yugo-Slavian army. Furthermore, our slo-
gan is not for the joining of the bourgeois armyv, but against
the boycott, for revolutionary work in the bourgeois armies; but
only in this case might we iavour non-entrance into the bourge-
ois army, and the launching of the national liberation struggle.
Mass phenomena by themselves cannot be decisive for our
principles. Surely we cannot give up our principle position on
the basis of a mass phenomenon. Lenin always told us we must
go against the stream. In the theses it states: “We repudiate
the slogan of boycott.” We must state openly that we are
against the slogan of boycott, and for revolutionary work in
the army. Of course we must not fight the boycoltist masses,
but the boycottist ideology. Furthermore, I should like to state
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that in certain Parties there is also lack of clarity on the
question of the boycott of war, e. g. the Swedish Communists
signed a joint manifesto with the syndicalist which states:

“Our organised power, in the form of boycotts, blocka-
des and general strike must be applied in order to smash
the war.”

The Congress must establish clarity on this — we are
against the boycott of war, for the revolutionary work in the
army.

_The Theses of the VIII Plenum put forth the slogan of the
Toilers’ Militia as a propaganda slogan against the bourgeois
armies in the capitalist countries. Without any sort of reason
being given, this slogan has been changed in the present theses
to that of a Proletarian Militia. The slogan for the Toilers’
Militia we recognised as correct. We tie up this slogan with
‘the arming of the proletariat. It is our task to mobilise broad
strata for the fight against the bourgeois armies. We must
also mobilise the poor peasants and other semi-proletarian
strata. For this reason it is necessary to apply, in these theses,
the formulations of the VIII Plenum on the Toilers’ Militia.

The Proletarian militia is also confused in, some places
in the theses with the Red Guard. The Red Guard and the
Toilers’ Militia are two different things. In the capitalist society
we cannot propagate the Red Guards. This is our practical
task during the preparation, during and after the revolution.
But Toilers’” Militia — this is our general propaganda slogan
against the bourgeois army in the capitalist social order in the
Ppresent situation.

We should also like to say that it is necessary that the
Executive of the Communist International, after this Congress
will strengthen the work on the question of war and the instruc-
tions to the Parties on anti-war work, and that this activity
be given more attention.

Comrade FERRAT (France):

The delegation of the Y. C. I. is of the opinion that there
is not sufficient clarity on the question of pacilism. The League
of Nations is characterised as an organisation which was
powerless to prevent war. Such an attitude leads logically to the
Social Democratic position: for if the League of Nations is
{oday still impotent, it may later become a real factor for peace.
The League of Nations should, on the contrary, be characte-
rised as one of the most important imperialist instruments
for preparation for war

Furthermore, it is stated that despite the League of Na-
tions the bourgeoisie will resort to lorce. Such a statement
likewise cannot be put forth. The bourgeoisie will not resort
to force despite the League of Nations, but in part as a result
of the activity of the League of Nations, since it is an instru-
ment in preparation for war.

Furthermore, there is talk about imperialist treaties which
are aptly characterised as rest-periods between two wars. The
definition is correct but incomplete. They are not only rest-
periods, but simultaneously indispensable means of war pre-
paration. It is impossible to conceive of any war now-a-days
without preparations by means of treaties between imperialist
powers. Therefore, the international imperialist treaties cannot
be designated only as rest periods but also as a period for
preparation for war.

The arbitration courts are characterised as “soap bubbles”,
which will burst in the face of the smallest events. We believe
that when the bourgeoisie establishes arbitration courts, it
is only for the purpose of framing the weaker states, parti-

cularly the colonial countries, and not to worship “soap
bubbles”. The bourgeoisie has long since gone beyond
this age.

Finally, we may read in the draft theses:

“The slogan of peace attains increased importance
against the imperialist war, and in connection with a call
for revolutionary mass actions may, in certain moments
and certain countries, become the central slogan. On an
international scale, however, the central slogan remains:
“Defend the Soviet Union’.”

Comrades, the unclearness of this paragraph demands that
it be made more precise. Of course we can conceive of such a
slogan in situations such as that of Russia in the revolution
of 1917, where the triple slogan: Peace, Land and Bread was
put forth. In-such a situation the peace slogan may be of

greatest revolutionary value, it may become the central slogan.
But in the Theses the peace slogan is put into the same plan
as the immediate slogan for the defence of the Soviet Union.
This is a sign of extreme confusion of concepts, and is in con-
tradiction to the preceding statements concerning the danger
involved in the issuance of a peace slogan in the present si-
tuation. :

The Theses must contain a more precise designation of
Pacifism as an instrument of war preparation. Without this
pacifism, and without its main instrument, the League of Na-
tions, the preparation of war would be impossible under pre-
sent conditions. Imperialist pacifism is developing with the
League of Nations, this is a striking proof of the inavertibi-
lity of wars in the immediate future.

Also with respect to our work prior to the declaration of
the imperialist war, the theses must be more definite. This is
spoken of in the Theses, the necessity of fighting it also prior
to its outbreak “in the interests of the masses”. But there
is no indication of the possibility that we have, of forcing the
imperialists to refrain from declaring war by a mass action
of the working class. If one does not show this possibility
to the masses, which we call upon for a struggle against
the war, a fatalistic conception of war will result, the con-
ception of an inevitable war against which we can do nothing,
and which we cannot prevent the imperialists from launching.

This — one might say — fatalistic conception of war we
also find further on, where it states that the masses shall be
rallied together wherever possible before the war. What is the
meaning of this “wherever possible”? What must be done,
what we must do, if we do not want to coniess that we are
not leaders of the proletariat, is an unconditional organisation
of the masses prior to the declaration of war, and not “where-
ver possible”. .

Further on we read: “In the event of an imperialist war a
great majority ot the masses and of the army will inevitably
follow the call of the governments”.

Here also we have the same fatalistic conception. We must
fight for this very thing, that the proletarian masses drawn
into army service shall not unconditionally obey the call of
the governments. If we take the position that it is inevitable
that the masses will heed the mobilisation appeal, it means .a
considerable under-estimation of the work of the Communist
Party prior to the declaration of war. It is stated: “The struggle
against the war must be viewed as a part of the class
struggle”. But this fundamental sentence is not developed
further. It is not explained that prior to the outbreak of war we
can fight, mainly by mobilising the masses for their partial
demands, by utilising the internal contradictions of capitalist
economy. By such a struggle under ever-clearer political slo-
gans the masses are gradually brought to a consciousness of
the necessity for a methodical, systematic preparation of the
general strike prior to the declaration of war.

The possibility of working. for the general strike prior to
the outbreak of war is not raised in the Theses. The general
strike is considered only as a means for the transformation of
the imperialist war into the civil war, a means that is applied -
after and not before the declaration of war.

The third question is that of fraternisation. We believe
that the Theses contain a certain distortion of this slogan.
Above all we must note an effort to push fraternisation, like
the boycott, to the rear. One looks upon iraternisation as an
isolated fact, not as a rather long-drawn process. The frater-
nisation is looked upon as an act that {akes place only at the
front, whereas in reality it begins with collective demonstra-
tions of the soldiers, and only reaches its apex at the front.
The combination of the soldiers’ partial demands and the final
act of fraternisation must be shown. All partial demands only
have the one purpose of leading the soldiers towards fraterni-
sation. Therefore we must reject those partial demands which
come into contradiction with the slogan of fraternisation.

As an example, cne may cite the question of the reduction
of the service period. This demand can be looked upon by us
as a partial demand only to the extent that it contributes to
the disintegration of the army, and moves the soldiers towards
fraternisation. But if this demand is raised without any con-
nection with fraternisation, one performs a service to the bour-
geoisie which is interested in shortening the service period,
as has been shown in France in the execution of the new mili-
tary laws.
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In the Theses an attempt is also made to narrow down the
'~ Communist mode of conceiving fraternisation, in favour of
. the obsolete demand for desertion. The slogan of “desertion”

is wrong. If the word “desertion” is used in the Theses it
merely cloaks the inadequacy of a concrete analysis of the
conditions for the disorganisation of the bourgeois armies.
We are told that we must support “desertion” if it bears an
organised character. But this can be obtained only if that
which is designated in the Theses as “desertion” in reality
means the going over of troops to the Red Army, or the for-
mation of partisam groups. What is organised in this case
is not desertion but the going over of imperialist troops to the
. Red Army. This “desertion” may also mean the formation
of groups of Red soldiers. In this case also it is no longer
" desertion but the beginnings of a workers’ militia. Conse-
quently we must not use the word “desertion” in our Theses,
even if we try to alleviate this mistake by a series of ad-
jectives.

In the Theses we repeatedly find anmarchistic tendencies,
e. g. the slogan “Not a man and not a penny”. In France this
slogan is anarchistic, a slogan for boycotfing the army. It
must therefore unquestionably be struck out of the Theses.

On the fraternisation question we must say furthermore
that in the Theses we see repeated efforts to confine the frater-
nisation to armies that are neither professional armies nor
colonial armies. But in case of war the professional armies are
an important factor of fraternisation for us. We must neither
boycott nor disdain the professional armies. It is also declared
that the slogan for soldiers’ councils is not applicable to pro-
fessional armies. This is an obvious underestimation of the mo-
dern professional armies and a lack of understanding of their
present conditions of origin. In fact, at present one may say
that the professional army arises in connection with the
growing unemployment in capitalist countries. The more that
unemployment grows, the greater the industrial reserve army,
the greater are the opportunities that capitalism, with the aid
of the economic pressure upon the youth strata of the prole-
tariat, will be able to recruit the professional soldiers needed
for its army. Consequently we must look upon the professional
army as a fraternisation factor. The best concrete proof of
the correctness of this statement is the fact that an indisputably
professional army, which calls itself the “Foreign Legion”,
has more than once engaged in fraternisation. We must there-
fore raise objection to the way in which the professional
armies are dealt with in the Theses.

In respect to the colonial troops we find the same mistake.
There is talk about the isolation of the colonial army, or
about its destruction from the outside. We cannot make this
conception our own. We must work in the colonial troops
in the same manner as in the troops of the mother country,
but with other partial demands, and with the setting forth
of the national revolution, of the independence of the colonies,
as our aim. The proof that we must work for fraternisation
in the colomial troops, and that we must not under-estimate
the partial demands ot the colonial troops, as is done in the
Theses, is found in the fact that in the Moroccon war and in
numerous other colonial wars, it was precisely the coloured
troops that fraternised with the insurgents.

These shortcomings and theoretical errors in the question
of fraternisation must be energetically eliminated. Particularly,
the concept of fraternisation must be broadened, it is not a
spontaneous phenomenon, but depends, to a considerable extent,
upon the organisation work of the Communist Parties.

The critical study of these few points — the question of
pacifism, of mass actions prior to the declaration of war, the
question of fraternisation and the colonial question generally,
might be broadened by a considerable number of other im-
portant questions. This shows us that the Theses presented
here must be subjected to an earnest re-working, that the
sentences which contradict one another, and also the repeti-
tions, must be eliminated in order to cut down the length
of the Theses.

Comrade RAZA (India):
Comrades, war is the necessary outcome of the economic
contradictions inherent in the capitalist social order.

These antagonisms which exist among the various capitalist
countries will continue to exist till war sounds the death knell

over this moribund system of society. But let us not forget
the fact that the political victory of the Russian proletariat, as.
an outcome of the world war of 1914, and the intensification
of the class struggle, has its direct effect upon the world
bourgeoisie by making them, although temporarily, forget
their mutual differences and unite all their forces — on the
one hand to try to coerce and annmihilate Soviet Russia, and
on the other, to solve the unemployment and other acute
labour problems in their respective countries by sending
millions of proletarian masses to the battlefields and proclai-
ming martial law and various other repressive measures against
the workers at home. The task of the Communist International
is to concentrate, for the present, all its efforts round these
two main factors which are shaking the construction of the
whole bourgeois world.

The imperialist bloody tyrants have not forgotten that
the last World War was the main cause of the triumph of
the Russian proletariat. So, in the face of a stabilised
U. S. S. R, as it is today, backed by millions of armed
workers and peasants, these imperialists will not dare to de-
clare war amongst themselves until they have come to a con-
clusion as to0 the struggle against the first proletarian state.
It is therefore, the first and toremost duty of the world pro-
letariat to do their utmost, to shed their last drop of blood
in order to save their home — the U. S. S. R. The Communist
International should not wait until the ememy begins the
offensive, but, on the contrary, we must prepare for the offen-
sive ourselves. We must utilise the short time at our disposal
by directly organising and declaring war in the very heart
of the capitalist countries, by intensifying the class struggle
to its. utmost degree. The Communist International must declare
with all the force at its disposal that before an offensive can
be organised against the U. S. S. R. the bourgeoisie, as a
ruling class, will cease to exist.

Comrades, the bloody imperialists are talking about the
outlawry of war. Look at the mean roguery of the whole
affair. The proposition has not yet been put before the Soviet
Government, the only state which openly condemns all wars
for the purpose of exploitation. Is it then not clear that this
new slogan of the outlawry of war has been adopted by the
international bourgeoisie to put off the settlement of their
mutual differences for the ultimate object of declaring war
against the U. S. S. R.? And then — “War is to be outlawed’,
— but Great Britain’s right to rule over the seas and the
colonies must not be tampered with. The same is the case
with all the imperialists. Then how can war be outlawed when
the very germs of war are not destroyed? And further, what
explanation is given for the blockade which is being organi-
sed by Britain against the U. S. S. R.? The States, bordering
on the Western frontier of the U. S. S. R. may be considered
as the very first base of military operations against the Soviet
Union.

Why are these huge military preparations going on all
along the northwestern frontier of India? Afghanistan with
all her poor military forces cannot hold out against the British
armies for more than a week. Persia is yet too young and
weak. But still the preparations are multiplying — new aero-
dromes, extension of railways, roads to new military stations,
increase in the military strength all along the frontier, enormous
mechanisation of the army, and, above all, the frantic efforts
of the British Government as regards recruitment. The north-
western frontier provinces of His Majesty’s Indian Empire
looks like a war zone. All these facts demonstrate that British
imperialism is certainly aiming at some bigger game, which
in plain words, is the colonisation of Soviet Turkestan. The
attack will begin, it is apparent, from the northwestern frontier
of India, Afghanistan will have to surrender to the onslaught
of the imperialist armies, or the latter will cut their way
through that country, which will be treated as the second
and the most important base for military operations against
the U. S. S. R.

Let us not forget the defeat of the Chinese Revolution,
the treachery of the Kuomintang and the part played by the
British troops in China. Just before we Ileft India, in the
Meerut Division alone f{ifty thousand men were recruited
within the course of one fortnight. Landlords and the feudal
chiefs were approached by the government to help in the
recruiting propaganda just as they did in the previous World
War. Can you now understand the velocify with which Bri-
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tish imperialism is preparing for war and the keen interest
it is taking in helping the Chinese counter-revolution as well
as its flirting with Japanese Imperialism? The Chinese front
is, tgergfore, the third base of military operations against the
U. S S R

Then India, — this oppressed India — the focus of the
British Imperialists which, as Lord Birkenhead said at the
end of 1926 at a conference of the Dominian Premiers, “is
not only the biggest market for British capitalist exploitation,
but a vast military reserve for British Imperialism”. Industry is
being hampered on the one hand, but on the other factories
for the production of war material are being established on
a large scale. This means that the British Government is
going to make the Indian frontier its chief base for wai
operations.

Therefore 1 particularly wish to draw the attention of
the Congress to this front i. e. th northwestern irontier .ol
India and to emphasise again and again that this front will
prove the most formidable one if no energetic counter steps
are adopted. ’

But there is hope and a strong hope too. The British
Government is obliged to meet the military budget by en-
hancing the land taxes and various other direct and indirect
taxations which are greatly pressing upon the peasant masses
in particular. This is the main cause which is driving the
peasantry more and more into the folds of revolution and
which is going to be one of the most important factors in
the history of the Indian Revolution. Then there is the highly
oppressed but militant army of factory workers. The main
task of the Communist International must therefore be to con-
centrate all its” efforts on the work of organisation in this
very focus of British Imperialism — India, and it is doubt-
lessly there that British Imperialism will be paralysed and
receive a death blow.

The task of the Communist International is to give a
tremendous impulse to the existing revolutionary mass move-
ments, organise the workers and peasants, capture the trade
unions, organise and conduct military agitation under the
leadership of a strong, centralised Communist Party of India,
so that if the enemy dares to advance he can be cut off in
the rear. The Communist International must, in an open
manifesto, declare that all organs of the Communist Inter-
national unitedly stand and work for the complete independence
of India; that free India shall be given an equal partnership
in the union of the World Soviet Republics. Moreover,
the dispatch of troops from England and her other colonies
must be discouraged and steps taken to prevent it once and
for all.

Comrade BELIEVSKI (Poland):

Comrades, in his report Comrade Bell gave us a valuable
analysis of a whole series of existing and developing coatra-
dictions between imperialist countries.

The Polish bourgeoisie, whose rule is based upon the
subjugation of West Ukraine and West White Russia, but
which clearly realises the danger of the growing revolutionary
movement, sees in the bare fact of the existence of the
U. S. S. R. a constant menace to its own existence and in the
destruction of the U. S. S. R. a necessary precondition for
its further rule.

The Polish bourgeoisie is interested in the conquest of
Lithuania, first of all for strategical and political reasons,
the creation of the Baltic bloc and the assurance of its rear
in the war against the U. S. S. R.

Of greatest importance for Poland is also the question
of an additional access to -the sea, aside from Danzig.

If Polish big industry, allied with the feudal agrarians,
. declares itself in agreement with the establishment and support
of the Fascist regime, headed by the notorious military ad-
venturer, Pilsudski, this proves that it will be ready also
for further Fascist adventures, and unquestionably for a war
against the U. S. S. R.

1In short, as a result of its geographical situation between
the U. S. S. R. on the one side, and highly industrial Germany
and Czechoslovakia on the other, Poland cannot count on any

sort of markets towards the West. After the Fascist coup
d’etat (May 1926) there was an improvement in business
conditions as a result of a new distribution of super-profits
on the home markets. These super-profits were in turn the
result of the financial aid for which Poland had to thank the
unexpected increase in its coal market as a result of the
British Miners Strike in 1926. Now, however, this favourable
conjuncture is approaching its end. The military treaties which
Poland has recently concluded or renewed are, therefore,
quite comprehensible. Equally comprehensible are the trips
of Polish Generals, the feverish building of the State war
industry, the partial militarisation of private industry. Military
expenditures amount to about 44.5% of the total budget.
Compared to the military expenditures of recent years we see
last year an increase ot 23% in comparison to the previous
year.

On the basis of partial capitalist stabilisation, in connection
with the collapse of the hopes for a peaceable conquest of the
U. 8. S. R. by capitalism, the bourgeoisie, kulaks, and upper
strata of the petty bourgeoisie ‘of West Ukraine and West
White Russia are being drawn into a united front with the
Polish bourgeoisie and the Polish lanndlords, under the
leadership of the Fascist government, against the toiling masses
of Poland and simultaneously against the U. S. S. R. Towards
the population of these border territories, the Polish Fascist
government is conducting a cunning policy, by making certain
concessions to the big and middle bourgeoisie with respect
to language, church and also in respect to certain granting
of credit to rich peasant strata and to local industry, the
employment of individual representatives of the local petty
bourgeoisie in the service of the State, etc. Hand in hand
with these political and economic measures there also proceed,
however, measures of police terror which led to the destruction
of the big peasant organisation, “Gromada” in West Whita

-Russia.

The national policy of Pilsudski in West Ukraine has also
shaken the ranks of the Communist organisation, and has
resulted even in a split in the C. P. of West Ukraine and in
the Peasant organisation “Selrob”, although here a part of
the blame must be placed upon the insufficiently consistent
and firm political line of the leadership of the C. P. of Poland.
In connection with this the Party is confronted with the
extraordinarily important task of consolidating the proletarian
corps of the Communist Parties of West Ukraine and West
White Russia.

The Fascist Government is also resorting to the intro-
duction of Fascist methods in the factories; it is introducing
a fascisation of the trade unions as well as compulsory arbi-
tration procedure. In this of course it is energetically suppor-
ted by the P. P. S., which is being more and more integrated
with the Fascist State apparatus and which is losing its
influence in the big industrial centres to our Party, as was
shown in the recent municipal and Sejm elections.

Comrades, aside from the already mentioned measures,
the Pilsudski government has launched upon the mass milita-
risation of the youth, the drawing in of the adult population
into military societies of various kinds. At the present time
there are in Poland 23 military societies, headed by the
“Streletz”. The total membership of these military societies
runs to over a million. These organisations have a united
leadership, which is under the control of the government.
Their military and political training, as well as their sport
activity, follows a uniform programme. The instructors are
officers of the Polish army. Among other organisations
attention must be given tc the Women’s League, the Rural
Workers League and the Railwaymen’s Union, which have
been founded only a relatively short time ago. Their task is
propaganda for the necessity of military and sport training
of the population, support for the rationalisation of the
factories in which they work, and assurance of a regular
course of production in case strikes.

The struggle of the C. P. P. against the war danger
during the past two years consisted in an ideological and
propaganda campaign in the broad proletarian masses which
has the aim of enlightening the working class of Poland on
the significance of the U. S. S. R. for the international prole-
tariat and for the further development of the international re-
volution.” Aside from this campaign which is carried on in
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all enterprises and which found expression in big mass actions,
manifestoes were also published to enlighten the masses of
workers on the war danger resulting from the imperialist
. conquest tendencies of Poland against the weaker Lithuania.

It must, however, be admitted that the Party did not
devote the requisite attention to the Polish attack upon Li-
thuania, which is now being prepared, and even still less
to the imperialist intervention in China.

In an equally insufficient degree the Party directed the
attention of the masses to the militarisation of industry and
of the population. It undertook no big campaigns for the
unmasking of this militarisation, no propaganda inside the
militarist organisations. Something along this line was done
by our Y. C. L.

As far as propaganda in the army is concerned, the Party
strove to link up the questions immediately interesting the
soldiers, the so-called partial demands such as, e. g., raising
of pay, granting of leave for holidays or farm work,
service in army units in the’place of residence of the recruit,
etc., with the ‘general questions of the working class in the
respective town, or with the political and economic cam-
paigns of the Party.

In this work, however, the Party devoted but insufficient
attention to the national minorities in the army, although they
cconstitute about 30% of the men, and in some units even

the majority. Nevertheless, we may state ithat the general

direction of the work in the army is correct.

The only answer that the urban and rural proletariat,
allied with the poor peasantry, can and must give to the
imperialists in the approaching armed assault upon the
U S. S. R, is the transformation of this assault into a civil
war for the overthrow of the bourgeoisie and for the erection
- of the proletarian dictatorship. The bourgeoisie knows of this
readiness of the proletariat and therefore still postpones the
moment for the attack, organises the elements of the population
that are loyal to it, tries to delude certain strata of the workers
and peasantry as to its true intentions, and makes alliances
with other bourgeois states. But the decision draws ever
nearer as a result of the rapid and menacing development of
the market and raw materials’ crises. The radicalisation of
the proletariat and peasant masses, the national liberation
movement of the colonial peoples is constantly increasing.
Therefore the Comintern and its Sections are confronted anew
with the task of devoting increased attention to the ideological
and organisational readiness for the coming battles, for the
armed uprising, which will be the decisive battle.

The transformation of the imperialist war into a civil
war is not an easy task. It demands an all-sided preparation
in an ideological, propagandist, and organisational-technical
direction, for the road to the civil war leads through all the
stages of the class struggle — demonstrations, strikes, general
strikes and partial uprisings to the gemeral armed uprising.

These stages cannot be successfully passed through without -

a prior theoretical and practical preparation of all Com-
intern Sections, without firm organisational and technical
measures, without a painstaking study of the enemy and his
weakest points, without the drawing in of the masses of
workers and peasants in co-ordinated, active ' campaigns,
without linking up the proletarian revolution with the national
liberation movement of the oppressed masses.

Of special importance in this connection is an energetic,
ideological and organisational activity of the Party among
the railwaymen, and among the workers in the chemical and
war industries. The Parties have thus far not devoted the
necessary attention to these question.

Of equal importance is also the co-ordination of the anti-
war preparations in the coal districts of Poland, Germany
and Czechoslovakia.

Our Party will be able to cope with the tasks confronting
it only provided that an end is made to the internal factional
struggle which today paralyses the Party’s capacity for work.

The Comintern must do everything possible to overcome
the present situation in our Party. This is possible only if
our Party gets a leadership equal to the political situation,
which can consolidate the Party, instead of splitting it in
such a responsible moment. The Congress must raise this
question and solve it.

Comrade COHEN (Great Britain):

Comrades: I want to deal chiefly with the question of the
volunteer army. In the theses there is a great deal of con-
fusion between the volunteer army and the mercenary army
or the armies of the so-called civil war troops. I believe that
we must make a proper distinction between the volunteer
armies, the so-called mercenary troops and the civil war
troops. For example, in England we have a so-called volunteer
army. It is true we have no conscription in England, never-
theless the British army is not a voluntary one, but an army
of economic conscripts. .

You will understand that the unemployment problem in
Great Britain is a very great one and that it affects most of
all the large masses of young workers. The consequence is,
that these young unemployed workers are driven into the
army because they have no other possibility of getting food,
clothing, shelter, etc.

In the struggles that took place in Great Britain 1926,
particularly in the great miners’ struggle and the betrayal of
this struggle by the reformists, we find that one of the first
consequences was a driving of the young unemployed miners
and the young victimised miners into the capitalist army.

Therefore, comrades, we cannot look upon such an army
recruited from the ranks of the working class, recruited from
the ranks of the unemployed, as a cadre of civil war troops
or as a mercenary army — an anti-working class army in
any shape or form.

The overwhelmingly proletarian basis of the army in
Great Britain, the very methods of recruiting this army, by
means of starvation and attacks upon the working class and
working class youth, are convincing proof that this so-called
voluntary army is not a voluntary army at all. It is an army
of economic conscripts, and above all, it is not an anti-
working class army or any army of the civil war troops.
Nevertheless we must underestand that in spite of the com-
position of this army, the ruling class in Great Britain
very cleverly knows how to utilise all these young proletarians
in the army against the working class in industrial disputes,
etc. Therefore, we must make this distinction between the
voluntary army as in Great Britain and the mercenary armies
or the armies of the civil war troops.

An indication of the mistakes to which we will be
led if we do not make this distinction is given in the second
paragraph point 65, in the theses dealing with the question
of the slogan of “Soldiers Councils” in which it is said:

“With respect to mercenary armies in most cases the
slogan of Soldiers’ councils will not be applicable. The
form of struggle, which, in the people’s armies, are
applicable only against the officers’ corps, must be extended
more or less to the entire body of troops in the case
of mercenary armies or special civil war troops.”

. Here you have an example of how this volunteer army
is confused with the mercenary army and the armies of civil
war troops. I -maintain that this slogan of soldiers’ councils
is applicable to the volunteer army of Great Britain, not at
the moment, of course, but in a revolutionary situation.
Regarding our attitude towards the different kinds of
armies, I think we must combat the armies of the civil war
troops absolutely but we cannot act likewise against the
volunteer army of the type existing in- Great Britain. During
the General Strike in Great Britain in 1926, the Baldwin Go-
vernment brought out the troops, but we found that large
numbers of the soldiers were not prepared to be utilised
against the working class in a General Strike, and we found
that the Baldwin Government realised this too, as it did
not attempt to use these troops because it could not rely
upon them for effective action against the striking workers.

. We are also convinced that 'in future industrial struggles
with good proper work carried out by the Communist Party
and the Young Communist League, troops of the so-called
volunteer army in Great Britain will also refuse to be utilised
in the interests of capitalism, against striking workers and
the masses in general. Real effective work must be done
inside the volunteer army on our part, and above all, we
must understand that more work must be done inside the
ranks of the unemployed workers, and we must win the largest
possible mass of unemployed workers for the Unemployed
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Workers Committee Movement, so that we can develop our
anti-militarist work in the army on a proper basis.

So far as the Party and the Young Communist League

in Great Britain are concerned, we can say that we have
some achievements in work in the army. The British Party
and Y. C. L, have issued two separate programmes, one
for soldiers and one for sailors, and a special programme for
airmen is in preparation. These particular programmes have
been distributed on a very large scale. As a consequence of
the distribution of these programmes and the agitation carried
on in the army, certain measures have been granted to the
troops. We must also mention that when the troops were
being sent out to China for intervention, there was a good
and systematic work carried out both by the Communist
Party and youth by -means of distributing leaflets and making
propaganda against the sending of soldiers to China. During
the recent period also, systematic distribution of agita-
tional material to the soldiers has been carried out in Great
Britain. But we must admit that this work is only in its
beginning, and we must strengthen this activity in every
direction so that we can carry out anti-militarist work in
a real effective way. Above all, we must make our average
Party members of Great Britain understand the urgent ne-
cessity for this particular kind of work. We must not allow
this antimilitarist work to be considered as something out-
side the daily work of our Party and youth movement, but
we must develop the idea of regular daily activity to be
undertaken by every member of our Party and youth orga-
nisation in this connection.

In the theses importance is given to the supplementary
organisations of the various capitalist states for militarising
the youth and generally preparing them for war. In Great
Britain we have an organisation called the Territorial Army,
a very important army which brings large numbers, parti-
cularly of young workers, under the influence of the War
Office and of the military organisations. No mention is made
at all in the theses of the important work of the British Com-
munists inside this organisation. Young workers are recruited
into this army by the prospect of camps and a bounty — a
yearly amount of money is the bribe given to the young
workers who join this army. The consequence is that alarge
number of young workers who get very low wages and have
very few opportunities for engaging in camping or going on
holiday, rally in large numbers to this so-called territorial
organisation. This organisation is linked up with the War
Office, which regards the activities and development of this
organisation as one of its most important tasks, and appoints
very high military officials to work in this territorial force.
This organisation, it is true, is training large numbers of
young workers in the use of arms. In so far as it does that,
1t is good, but it brings them also under the influence of the
capitalist military organisations and prepares them for war,
when and how the imperialist government shall see fit to
declare it. Therefore, comrades, the question of work in the
territorial organisation is of the utmost importance. We must
send our comrades into the territorial forces. We must come
forward with demands for them and we must endeavour,
as far as possible, to bring them over to the side of the
Communist Party and Young Communist League.

The Communist Party and Youth of Great Britain must
also develop their attractive features, such as camping, mili-
tary instruction etc, and by that means win them away
from the territorial organisation and get them to the workers’
army.

Another point is the struggle against the war danger.
* The English reserves are only called up when there is a world
crisis. For example, when the British Tory Government de-
cided upon military intervention in China then the reserves
were called up, and the same happened on the outbreak of
war in 1914. The reserves were then sent to the front right
away. In view of the increasing imminence of war and the
fact that the first people to be drafted 'into the. regular army
will be these reserves, the British comrades are faced with
the necessity of conducting work amongst the reservists. We
had a situation that when the British imperialists decided
upon intervention in China, no general activity was under-
taken by the British Party so far as the reserves were con-
cerned. A large number of these reservists who have returned

from China have now lost their jobs. Eighty per-cent of
them are now unemployed and the British Communist Party
has done very little work amongst them to win them over
for the revolutionary movement and for the fight against war.
This is a most important question in connection with our
struggle against war.

A few words about the pacifist role which the British
Independent Labour Party plays in deluding the masses of
the workers with regard to the possibilities of peace under
capitalism. The sentiment of the large masses of British
workers is undoubtedly for peace. The I. L. P. exploits this
sentiment and comes forward with so-called opposition to
war, developing a propaganda against war, picturing the
horrors of war, etc. While it does that its members are
participating actively in the imperialist oppression of the
colonial workers. Its members defend the use of war, inter-
vention in China, etc., by the capitalist governments. The
British Communists are faced with the necessity of con-
ducting a sharper struggle against pacifism not only exposing
it in the sense that it is worthless and useless for the working
class, but we must do more in the future in the direction of
popularising the Leninist attitude to war. Here I must say
that while we have conducted a clarification in the ranks of
our Party with regard to the Leninist Bolshevik fight against
war, enlightenment of the working class, regarding the
Leninist attitude to war and against pacifism, is still one of
the most important tasks that face the English Communist
Party.

Finally, with regard to the navy, England’s main pover
in the sphere of war is its sea power and we must say that
the Communist Party has not conducted very great ~work
amongst the sailors .and that in connection with the fight
against war: we must intensify our work in the navy, and
do everything in our power to build up Communist groups
there, carrying on systematic agitation amongst the sailors
to develop a real ferment so that in the event of war we can
lcok to the navy as well for definite fighting action against
the attempts of the capitalist class to plunge the British
workers into another capitalist war.

Comrade PRUSCHANSKI (Poland):

I beg your permission to enter the following declaration
in the name of the majority of the Polish Delegation: In view
of the statements of Comrade Herwik, formally directed against
the representative of the delegation of the Ukrainian Commu-
nist Party Comrade Mikolos, the majority of the Polish Dele-
gation declares the following: i

1. We protest most emphatically against the invectives —
outrageous in form and essence — levelled by Comrade Herwik
against Comrade Mikolos, which in reality are directed against
the line followed by the C. P. (b) of the Ukraine in question
of the C. P. of West Ukraine. We declare that the responsibility
for these attacks falls upon the Minority of the Central Com-
mittee of the C. P. of Poland, in whose name Comrade Herwik
spoke. :

2. The attempt of Comrade Herwik to paint the minority
of the Central Committee of the C. P. of Poland as advocates
and champions of the line of the E. C. C. I. and of the
C. P. U. (b) is obviously untenable, and has been repudiated
from the tribune of the VI. Congress by the declarations of
representatives of the C. P. U, as well as by Comrade
Mitzkevitch.- The attacks of Comrade Herwik are in reality
directed against the decisions of the E. C. C. I. and of the
C. C. of the C. P. U. on the question of the C. P. of West
Ukraine, as well as against the unanimous decisions of the
recently held Party Congress of West Ukraine in which the
correctness of the line of the C. C. of the C. P. P. was
recognised in general and especially in the Ukrainian questiom.

3. The attempts of the Lenski-Herwik group, to exploit the
treason of the Vassilkov group in order to blacken the past
of the C. P. of West Ukraine in the eyes-of the Polish workers
as nationalism ‘and opportunism, signalise the danger of a
relapse into the anti-Leninist, Nihilist position on the struggle
for national liberation of the peoples oppressed by Poland, a
relapse into the conception that was still very recently held
by the leaders of the Minority and which opens wide the
door to the menace of a Pan-Polish chauvinism. The majority
of the Polish Delegation condemns these attempts as extremely
dangerous and as politically harmful. (Applause).
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Twenty=-first Session.

Moscow, August 4, 1928.

Continuation of the Discussion on the Question of
War Danger.

Chairman: Cqmrade KILBOOM:

Comrade STANISLAVSKY (Poland):

Comrades, there are two gaps in the Theses presented,
which must be filled in.

The first gap consists in the quite insufficient treatement
of the peasant question both in respect to the struggle against
the war danger as well as with respect to the struggle to
transform an already raging imperialist war dinto a civil war.
On this gap Comrade Krulikovski has already spoken.

The second gap consists in the failure to give consideration
to the question of the oppressed national minorities.

A whole series of European countries, as they are con-
stituted on the basis of the Versailles Treaty, contain within
their borders strong national minorities who are fighting for
their freedom. This applies not only to the classical countries
‘which oppress national minorities, such as Poland, Roumania
and Czechoslovakia, nor only to the Balkan States, but it
includes also West European countries such as Italy and France,
Spain an((ii Belgium, and finally also Great Britain with respect
to Ireland.

Our work in the armies must devote itseli quite parti-
cularly to the soldiers belonging to the national minorities,
and in the formulation of partial demands their special strivings
and interests must be taken into consideration. This is all the
more important because the imperialist governments themselves
seek to corrupt the national liberation struggle by all sorts of
fictitious concessions, a process in which they find willing
instruments of this policy among the bourgeois strata of the
oppressed nations. Most crassly does this phenomenon appear
in Fascist Poland. .

In order to prepare the war against the Soviet Union,
Pilsudski attempted already last year to wipe out the national
revolutionary organisations, especially those of the peasants in
the Eastern countries of Poland. It is sufficient to mention the
gigantic trial of the White Russian Gromada, the most vicious
terrorism that is being applied there. Simultaneously, he bribed
the White Russian and Ukrainian bourgeois nationalist elements.

One of the most important questions which must engage us
already now, is the question of the attitude of the Communist
Parties in the period immediately preceding the outbreak of
war, which has also great importance for the first period imme-
diately after military action begins. This period will be the
period of raging terror against our organisations. It is being
most painstakingly prepared for by the governments. This terror
constitutes an important part of the plans of the capitalist
governments. In Poland, for example, we know that the govern-
ment, through its local organs, has drawn up proscription lists
which ‘contain the names of more than a 100,000 political
suspects, On the order of the government they are to be thrown
into prisons and concentration camps within 24 hours. In other
countries it will be no different. It will be much worse than
in 1914 because not only we, but also the bourgeoisie learned
from.the experiences of the war and the revolution. It will not
suffice to tell the legal parties that they must establish in advance
an illegal apparatus to meet such and similar_situations. This
can be seen from the fact that the Communist Party of Poland,
which is entirely underground, must reckon with an attempt
to smash its enfire organisational apparatus. It must therefore
do in advance what is necessary to maintain as much as possible
of its organisation, and to re-establish as quickly as possible the
ripped connections in the hell of the beginning war.

A few words on the balance sheet of the activity of the
Communist Party of Poland in recent times in the struggle
against the war danger which now approaches. The struggle
against the war danger was in the centre of all agitation and all
actions of the Party throughout the whole period. Every strike

and every meeting; every street meeting was utilised for anti-war
agitation. Millions of illegal leaflets which were distributed
among the workers and peasants of all the districts of Poland,
enlightened the masses on the character of the war that is being
prepared by Pilsudski, called upon them to protest against the
war and to show active solidarity with the Soviet Union.
__The whole struggle for the overthrow of the Fascist Regime
in Poland, for the establishment of the proletarian dictatorshi
on the path of the revolution, is most closely bound up wit
the struggle against the war on the Soviet Union. Just a few
days ago our Party arranged a mass meeting against the war
on a public square in Warsaw, despite the terrorism of the
government and its social-Fascist henchmen. At this meeting,
which was attended by thousands of workers from the big
industrial enterprises, the protest note of the Polish Government
against the speech of Comrade Bukharin was answered with an
announcement of solidarity with this VI World Congress, and
with the Communist International.

Despite all that has already been done by our Party under
the most difficult conditions, there can be no doubt that the
whole Party, and particularly its leadership, must double and
treble its activity against the war. This applies particularly to
direct organisational work in the ranks of the army itself.

In conclusion I must mention the important role which falls

" upon our youth organisation in the domain of struggle against

the war and of the preparation of revolutionary action for the
event of the outbreak of war. In recent times it has worked
vigorously throughout the whole country. I must express my
conviction that, in closet connection with the whole Party, and
under its united leadership, the Y.C.L. will do its duty also in
the approaching moments of special danger.

Comrade KOLAROV (Bulgaria):

I take the position that all Parties of the Communist Inter-
national must put the question of the struggle against the war
absolutely concretely. Not all of them have done this so far,
and therefore it is one of their highest tasks.

The imperialist war has quite decidedly changed the
situation in the Balkans from the point of view of the war
danger. The Versailles Treaty has augmented the danger of
new wars in the Balkans.

First, the Versailles Treaty, after the final break-up of the
Ottoman Empire, divided up the Balkans in such a way that
national oppression and national subjugation appeared in new
forms, thereby creating new premises for national wars,

Second, development after the imperialist war took such a
direction that the influence of international imperialism upon the
Balkans is today stronger than in the past, that the Balkan
countries are drawn into its shere of influence to a greater

‘degree. Consequently, all occasions for international war are

reflected accordingly also in the Balkans, and instigate the
danger of the Balkan war.

Third, the appearance on the scene of such a neighbour
as the Soviet Union, against whom international imperialism
will organise a new crusade, likewise constitutes a cause of .
the war danger in the Balkans. ’

Comrades, in what consists the war danger in the Balkans?
It is certain that first of all there is the menace of a war against
the Soviet Union, The Balkans will be of strategic importance
in this war and will play a role also as a source of reserve
man-power against the Soviet Union.

But in addition there is also a direct connection with this
war. Roumania, that has seized Bessarabia, is today an ad-
vanced post in the war against the Soviet Union. In preparation
for this war, international imperialism, with Britain at its head,
has taken a series of measures in the Balkans and is also
working further in this direction. In first rank it supports the
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policy of throttling the revolutionary movement, of Bolshevism,
of the pro-Soviet sentiment of the Balkan peoples.

Everyone knows that White Terror in the Balkans is sup-
ported by international imperialism, that the Balkan countries,
despite the fact that they are pushed toward this by serious
economic and other interests, do not dare to resume their re-
lations with the Soviet Union due to the influence of inter-
. national imperialism, above all the British, Only Greece has
done so, yet we see how today the most powerful pressure is
being exerted on the Greek bourgeoisie in order to make it
break off relations.

England is endeavouring to create a Balkan bloc, by
seeking to conciliate or alleviate the inner contradictions in the
Balkan in order to draw the Balkans into the anti-Soviet Bloc.
This British policy can already record considerable success.
Greece is dominated by British influence — England rules it
with the aid of the heavy guns of its Mediterranean fleet.
Bulgaria, likewise, belongs in {he sphere of influence of British
imperialism. At the present moment British imperialism is
advancing on Yugoslavia. The recent loan, so urgently needed
by the Serbian bourgeoisie for the consolidation of its hegemony
and its general situation, is granted by the British banks; this
expresses the powerful pressure of British capital on Yugo-
slavian politics. Roumania also is to a great extent under the
influence of British finance capital.

It would, however, be a fatal error to believe that this is
the only danger that threatens in the Balkans. The danger of
an imperialist war in the Balkans is also extremely grave and
acute.

Although the rivalry between Britain and France in the
 Balkans has hitherto taken on sharp forms, one may say
definitely that at the present moment there is no immediate
danger of war threatening the Balkans in connection with the
Anglo-French rivalry. )

Quite different are matters with respect to the Franco-
. Halian rivalry, which is sharpening uninterruptedly in connec-
tion with the whole problem of the Adriatic and Mediterranean
seas. It is expressed first of all in the irreconcilable conilict
between Haly and Yugoslavia, which increases in severity from
year to year, from day to day, sometimes taking on menacing
forms and always remaining one of the greatest and most
inimediate dangers not only of a'Balkan war, but of a European
imperialist war.

There is in the Balkans the so-called Liitle Entente, which
allegedly is intended to prevent a war in the‘Ba.lkLans.'Bt.lt it
is directed only against Hungary and Bulgaria, viz, it is a
preventative instrument only against the nations defeated in the
world war. The Littfle Entente is entirely without meaning,
however, with respect to the war against the Soviet Union
or a war between Italy and Yugoslavia.

Halian imperialism, which is vitally in need of adventurist
offensives, is directing all its strength and all its atfention to
the Balkans, it is conducting a sharp aggressive policy there
and incessantly instigating acute dangerous military crises.

In his remarks on Anglo-Italian relations, Comrade
Garlandi declared that Italian foreign policy was entirely
dependent upon British imperialism, and that the latter would
never permit Italy to launch a conflict in the Balkans, nor to
permit matters to come to war between Italy and Yugoslavia.
It is true, comrades, that British pressure is very strong in
Italy, and that British imperialism strives in every way (and to
a considerable extent it will also succeed), to hold back Italian
imperialism. Nevertheless, it is possible that Italian imperialism
will risk an adventure regardless of British pressure, The
Italian C.P and the Communist Parites of the Balkan countries
must therefore keep this possibility in mind. They must tell the
masses that despite all retarding factors such a danger exists
in an acute form, and that one must be prepared for a struggle
against the imperialist war between Italy and Yugoslavia.

Italy is carrying on a policy of isolating and encircling
Yugoslavia, and it has also been able to surround Yugoslavia
t%y enemies on all sides. One must realise clearly what Italian

ascism is figuring on. It can find a concrete satisfaction of
its interests now only in the Balkans. Italian imperialism will
unquestionably demand certain compensation for its partici-
pation in an anti-Soviet campaign. In this sense a conilict
between Italy and Yugoslavia also means a conflict between Italy
and France, which plays a decisive role for Italian imperialism,
and which thus far still dictates its policy.

Thirdly, there are in the Balkans a whole series of causes
for local wars. Macedonia is divided between Yugoslavia,
Bulgaria and Greece, and constitutes the apple of discord
between these states. Macedonia is the basis of inner domination
for the Serbian bourgeoisie. Macedonia must be Serbian in
order that the Serbian bourgeoisie may rule in Yugoslavia and
play a leading role in the internal policy of the Yugoslavian
state. On the other hand, however, the Serbian bourgeoisie,
which in the Balkans, is part of the heritage of the Austrian
Empire, has taken over the imperialistic urge towards the
Aegean Sea and Saloniki, and for these plans of conquest it
must have Macedonia as an indispensable base for its offensive
towards the Aegean.

The importance of Macedonia for the Greek' bourgeoisie is
very great because of economic reasons. The chief export of
Greece is tobacco (60%). Tobacco, however, is grown precisely
in Macedonia and Thrace. The Greek bourgeoisie can only
exist if it retains Macedonia and Western Thrace, :

The Bulgarian bourgeoisie is in a blind alley, it sees no pos-
sibility for its development. It must therefore seek a way out
through territorial expansion, above all at the expense of Mace-
donia, which it looks upon as part of its own territory, at
the expense of the Macedonian people which it looks upon as
a part of the Bulgarian people.

This is the “Macedonian tangle” which incessantly creates
a chronic feverish situation between these three states, calling
forth conflicts and possibly leading to a new Balkan war as
it has already done on two previous occasions.

Similar is the importance of the Transylvanian question for
the relations between Roumania and Hungary, of the Dobrudja
question for the relations between Bulgaria and Roumania.

However, comrades, we must state openly here that the
danger of local wars in the Balkans exists only to the extent
that the interests of the Balkan states or of the Balkan bour-
geoisie, coincide with the interests of international imperialism.
The Balkan States by themselves are too small, and the influence
of infernational imperialism upon them is too powerful, to
permit them to declare war without the consent of their cre-
ditors. The course of the Grecc-Bulgarian conflict in 1925 and
the latest Bulgarian-Yugoslavian conilicts is a proof of this.

But we must not forget that both the causes of local con-
flicts in the Balkans, as well as the conilicts themselves, are
exploited by the imperalists, and that precisely in this lies the
danger. From this grows out the duty of the Communist Parties
to follow attentively these conilicts, and fo devote the greatest
attention both to their causes and to. their connections with
the conflicting interests. of the imperialist states in the Balkans.

Above all I should like to indicate the slogans under which
the bourgeoisie is conducting its war preparations and under
which it will also wage a war in the Balkans, In this respect
the Balkan countries are divided into two categories: victors
and vanquished.

The victors — Yugoslavia, Roumania and in part Greece
— have already attained a condition of national and territorial
satiety. They have received more territory and population than
they dared hope for. The bourgeoisie in these countries is arming
for a war under the slogan of “defence”’, of “resistance” to the
“aggressive intentions of the Soviet Union”, of Italian imperia-
lism, or of a reawakening Hungarian and Bulgarian nationalism,
This circumstance is the source of considerable difficulties for
the Communist Parties of these countries. But they must get
clear on these questions and be able to enlighten the masses
on the character of this “defence”, to show these masses that
this war is in reality an imperialist war, even when, from the
point of view of the bourgeoisie, it is a “war of defence”.
They must point out to the masses that the war is called forth
by the fact that the Roumanian, Serbian and Greek bourgeoisies
have seized foreign territories, have subjugated other peoples
to their rule, that the bourgeoisie of the Balkan states is a tool
in the hands of the international imperialists, that the war in
the Balkans is closely bound up with the rmperialist war, with
the war against the U.S.S.R., of which it is an integral part.

The war prepafations of the defeated nations on the other
hand, viz.,, Hungary and Bulgaria, are under the sign of a re-
awakening nationalism. . )

In these two countries the work of the Communist Parties is
made easier by this aggressive character of nationalism.

_Hungary and Bulgaria (for the realisation of their natio-
nalist plans), Yugoslavia, Roumania and Greece (for the
“defence” of their imperialist conquests), are seeking inter-
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national support, and they find it at the expense of being trans-
formed into' tools of international imperialism, The military
treaties between Roumania and France are well-known; they are
directed against the Soviet Union. Likewise, the agreements
between Hungary and Italy, between Yugoslavia and France,
between Italy and Bulgaria are open secrets.

Military preparations go hand in hand with this. The Soviet
Union, which is being accused of militarism, has upon its vast
territory, with a population of one hundred fifty millions, an
army of only 600.000 men, But what should we say of Yugo-
slavia, a little state with 13,000,000 inhabitants, that has an army
of 200,000 men (including the military gendarmes)? We have
a similar phenomenon in Roumania. The Balkan countries which
emerged from the war of 1914—1918 as victors, have transformed
themselves into army camps, they are arming incessantly for
war. In Hungary and in Bulgaria this should really be an
impossibility since under the international tireaties they are
supposed to be disarmed and kept under strict observation by
their armed neighbours. Yet, comrades, the St. Gotthard incident

' shows that the work of arming Hungary is under way. The

same thing may also be definitely stated of Bulgaria. There are
imperialist stafes that are interested in arming both of these
countries, Military training takes place outside the barracks —
in Hungary as well as in Bulgaria. The bourgeoisie is creating
a “black Reichswehr” just as in Germany. R

The oppression regime that is applied against the national
minorites is also a means of war preparation. The ruling bour-
geois class everywhere resorts to-the most brutal measures for
the forcible de-nationalisation of the national minorities. The
Balkan countries are now filled with fugitives who were driven
from their homeland as a result of the imperialist war and the
preparation of new wars, The fugitive question has a particu-
larly sharp form in Greece and Bulgaria and is one of the most
burning problems of the Balkan states, In Macedonia we see an
intensfied de-nationalisation of the Macedonian population, their
transformation into Serbs. We see in Bessarabia, in Western
Thrace, eic. the same thing — in all of the conquered provinces
of the Balkan states. o .

The fascist regime in all Balkan states, its intensification,
is likewise a means of war preparation. . .

Comrades, this constantly sharpening situation, which
makes war not only inevitable but a matter of the
near future, confronts the Communist Parties of the Balkans with
the task of fighting the war danger to the fullest extent. There-
fore, we must regret that some of the Communist Parties of the
Balkans have not yet given serious discussion to this problem,
and have failed to take concrete decisions on it. Thus for
example the Roumanian oligarchy is making its preparations
for war without encountering any resistance whatever from the
C.P. of Roumania.

The weapons of the struggle against the war danger are
primarily of an ideological nature. We must first of all expose
before the masses the character of the imperialist policy of the
big powers, both on an international scale as well as on a
Balkan scale; we must expose the driving springs and the aim
of their Balkan policy, the masses must be shown that the
bankers of London, Paris and other towns are “concerned” with
the fate of the Balkan peoples, with their economic and political
well-being, only for the purpose of using them later as cannon-
fodder against the Soviet Union or in an imperialist war. The
Balkan countries are semi-colonial countries. This fact is of
greatest importance and the Communist Parties of the Balkans
must direct their attention primarily towards the struggle against
international imperialism, which is intriguing incessantly, in the
Balkans,

At the same time, however, the disputable character of the
“national” policy of the vanquished States, and of the “national
defence policy” of the bourgeoisie in Yugoslavia, Greece and
Roumania, must be exposed. Here very litile has been done thus
far. There are even cases in which the Communist Parties seem
to reckon with the “defence point of view” of the bourgeoisie.
On the Macedonian question recently a few comrades in the
Yugoslavian C. P. revealed a tendency to credit the alleged
“defence” positions of the Yugoslavian bourgeoisie against
Italian Fascism. Thus, Comrade Markovitch in his defence speech
before his judges, stated that the Communists also were against
the Macedonian partisans, who are tools of Italian imperialism,
and who are engaged in terroristic attacks and murders on
Yugoslavian territory. In this question, a distinction must be
drawn between the agents of Italian imperialism and the masses

-

of the Macedonian organisation. There are some agents, and
they must be exposed. But the Macedonian mass, even those
which follow these agents, are something quite different. They
are striving for national liberation from the yoke of the Serbian
bourgeoisie. The struggle of these masses is to be supported,
and their demands must be defended. The Yugoslavian Party
has on the whole a correct policy in the Macedonian question.
But thus far it is only theoretically correct. We have not yet
seen any practical execution of this line and the Balkan comrades
have still to temper the correctness of their ideological position
in actual practice. ) .

But side by side with the ideological struggle there must
also be a struggle bound up with the concrete tasks of domestic
and foreign politics. We must mobilise the masses of the popula-
tion against every advance of British and international imperia-
lism against the U.S.S.R., or against the Chinese Revolution,
against the oppressed nations of Northern Africa, India, etc.
We must mobilise the masses in defence of the Soviet Union —
not abstractly, however, not only on the ground that the Soviet
Union is a workers’ State — but concretely, in connection with
definite facts that are themselves closely connected with the vital
interests of the masses of the population.

Since the conilicts between the various Balkan countries are
important for the whole of the Balkans, the actions of the-
Balkan Communist Parties must be coordinated. I must admit
here quite frankly that in this respect the Balkan Parties are
very weak. To our great regret I must state that in recent years,
notwithstanding the sharpest conflicts in the Balkans, there has
been no collaboration whatever between the Communist Parties
in the Balkan countries. The Parties were isolated. Each thought
only of itself, of its own affairs; the general Balkan point of .
view was left out of consideration, Lite itself gives us a mul-
titude of occasions for the mobilisation of the masses in connec-
tion with national oppression in the Balkans, with the de-natio-
nalisation policy of the Balkan bourgeoisie. Every day masses of
the people are being violaled, robbed of their property, their
land divided among the agents of the Roumanian, Yugoslavian
and other oligarchies, and the most elementary rights of the
oppressed nations are crushed underfoot.

How shall the Communist Parties of the Balkans behave
in case of war? In solving this question the Balkan Communist
Parties must first of all take council in their own experiences.
During the last imperialist Balkan war, these Parties on the
whole had a correct revolutionary attitude, in that they con-
ducted a bitter struggle against the war. This wealth of
experience gathered by the Balkan Parties in two wars, must
be reckoned with by them. I must, however, point out that
while at that time the Balkan Parties were revolutionary
Parties, they were nevertheless still Social Democratic. They
still lacked the perspective of the international revolution, they
still lacked a proper organisation for revolutionary mass
struggle. )

In determining their tactics, the Balkan Parties must
also take into consideration certain peculiarities, above all,
the general weakness of the Balkan bourgeoisie, the decay
of their economic, political and military mechanism, the
compromise of the Balkan bourgeoisie in the eyes of the
masses of the population, the sinking of their prestige. Se-
condly, we must take into consideration the powerful “paci-
fist”, _anti-imperialist and anti-militarist tendencies and moods
of the masses of workers and of the toiling peasantry. Further-
more, we must take into consideration the deep sympathy of
the masses towards the Soviet Union, which cannot be
destroyed by all the lies, calumnies or violence on the part
of - Government, Fascists, and Social Democrats. The national
liberation movement of the subjugated peoples, which is de-
veloping without interruption despite the terror, and which
is taking on revolutionary forms, and finally also the sharpness
of the peasant question, the strong peasant movement and the
weakness of the Social Democracy, must all be considered.

These facts mean that a Balkan war can give the
signal for a not distant, immediate civil war. We also
know the strength of Fascism in the Balkans. We know
that military mobilisation will bring with it a white terror -
of unprecedentedly horrible forms. Nevertheless, a war ind
the Balkans will very quickly, perhaps from the very be-
ginning, result in a revolutionary situation. It is also possible,
however, that the revolutionary movement will come some-
what later.
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As a result of the economic backwardness of the Balkan
countries, and the numerical weakness of the proletariat, the
peasantry will play the decisive role in the struggle against
the war there. During the mobilisation a part of the peasantry
will not report, will not appear for the mobilisation, in briel,
a mass desertion will immediately set in. This also happened
in 1914—1918. It will happen this time to an even greater ex-
tent. Furthermore, desertion from the front will also grow con-
stantly in volume. Finally, however, the deserters who flee from
the army, the masses who are persecuted by the Government,
will launch a guerilla war. The Balkan peoples, thanks to cen-
turies of practice, are virtually born to guerilla warfare. Of
course, the Communist Parties will' not issue the ‘slogan of
refusal of military service. Yet should this refusal, this deser-
tion, take on large dimensions, it is a proof that a revolutionary
situation has arrived. >

A further important factor in the Balkans is the circum-
stance that the civil war there will go hand in hand with the
national liberation war. These two wars will run parallel,
and it will be the task of the Communist Parties to establish
close relationship between these two wars.

Comrades, I must point out that while the theses contain
certain suggestions along this line, the character of the
national liberation wars in capitalist countries has not been
sufficiently clearly worked out. When these masses, i. e. their
best armed sections, are torn away from their own districts,
when it is made possible for the bourgeoisie to mobilise the
soldiers of the oppressed nations and to scatter them over the
whole country, this paralyses the national revolutionary mo-
vement for a long time. Insofar as this involves Macedonia,
Montenegro, Albania, Bessarabia, the Debrujda and similar
territories, the Communist Parties must, immediately at the
time of mobilisation, even though the general situation is not
yet openly revolutionary, issue the following slogans for the
oppressed nations! “Do not go into the barracks, but take to
the mountains! Organise yourselves and start the national
guerilla war in the rear of the army!”

Simultaneously, a united leadership must be established in
the form of the Communist Party. Only if the Communist
Parties keep contact with all of the forces of the revolutionary
movement, will they be able to organise mighty forces against
the bourgeoisie, to develop the revolutionary and civil war ‘in
all its forms, to smash the bourgeoisie, finish the revolution
and establish the workers’ and peasants’ Government.
{Applause.)

Comrade MARJORIE POLLITT (Greal Britain):

Comrades! In reviewing the factors militating for and
against the development of our fight against war, many Parties
are- inclined to underestimate very seriously the importance
of the role of working women in the struggle against war.
To ignore the tremendous and fundamental hatred which
women feel for war, is to throw them into the arms of the
bourgeois, pacifist and religious organisations.

In Great Britain, to take one example, the propagandising
of the work of the League of Nations, the poularising of no-
conscription movements, the propaganda work that is done
by the No-More-War Movements, and all forms of pacifist
resistance propaganda — are carried on chiefly by working
women’s organisations.

But of what nature is their support? It merely depends
on the fact that these women feel that they must have some
means to express their hatred of war, and because we do
not sufficiently harness these feelings, they are captured by
these bourgeois and pacifist organisations. It is purely a sen-
timental, unreasoning, uncomprehending and unthinking sup-
port. Therefore it is obvious that one of the biggest fields
of our work, and one to which we must devote the most
careful consideration, is a thorough and systematic under-
mining and exposure of the real meaning of these organisations
in order to destroy the influence which they wield over vast
masses of working women. If we are to do this, if we are
to expose them, and show them up for the glib, hollow phrase-
mongers they are, we can only do it by being most explicit

and clear in every way ourselves. We can only do it by,

having a definite clear-cut attitude towards war, formulated
so clearly, that the most simple, uneducated working woman
can be in no doubt whatever where our Party stands on this

question. Particularly we must be explicit upon what we are
asking the workers actually to do at the outbreak of war.
It is not an easy question to formulate in any country, but
in QGreat Britain, where there is a voluntary army system,
it is avquestion which requires particular explicitness and care-
ful formulation.

Obviously, in peace time, the task of the Communist Party
is to discourage recruiting into such a voluntary army. It
is the task of the Communist Party to expose it, to hold it
up to contempt and hatred on the part of the workers as
widely as possible. That this work is being done with some
measure of success is shown first of all by the big drop in
the recruiting figures into the British army which followed
immediately upon the Shanghai expedition. It is also tacitly
admitted by representatives of the British Government itseli,
who, speaking in the British House of Commons on the intro-
duction of the Blanesborough Report, made it pretty obvious
that one of the main reasons for lowering the unemployed
benefits of young workers was in-order that recruiting might
be stimulated and hastened by economic pressure.

Such facts make it quite clear that, when war actually
does break out, neither the British Government nor any other
capitalist government placed in a similar position, is going
to rely upon a voluntary army. One of the first measures it
is going to undertake is a conscription measure. What then
is the retort of the Communist Party to the introduction of
conscription? The theses point out quite plainly that the®
immediate task of our Party is to rally together the workers
of all grades and of both sexes in order to organise great
mass demonstrations, great mass protests, partial strikes, local
strikes, general strikes, and mass action of every kind, against
the introduction of conscription. But what I think the theses
do not make clear is that on no occasion can this policy be
confused in any way with the policy of the boycott. The policy
of strike action against recruiting, mass action, mass demon-
stration, mass protests, etc, must be most clearly and empha-
tically differentiated from the policy of the boycott. On no
occasion whatever can Communist Parties accept the slogan
of the boycott as advocated by the Pacifists. Neither is it
enough to tell the workers, where a mass feeling against
conscription exists, that the boycott method merely is “not
very effective”. (N. B. Quotation from War Theses) Where
such mass movements do exist, it is obviously the duty of
the Communist Party to turn this feeling against war and
against conscription into channels of mass demonstrations; to
turn such -sentiments and such movements among the masses
of workers into strike movements; to rally, not merely the
men affected, not only the individuals who receive their
calling-up notices, but to draw in all the industrial workers

not directly affected, — the young workers, those above
military age, those physically unfit, the women workers, the
housewives, — to draw them all into this great mass struggle.

Our perpetual aim and objective should be mass strike
action, not in the belief that strike action is going to stop
the war, but used as an agitational measure to draw in
and around the Communist Party masses of workers who,
through their strike experiences, will become more and more
convinced that the only way to stop war is to overthrow the
bourgeoisie which cannot be done without entering the army
in order to carry out more effectively the work of dis-
integrating it and so making possible the turning of the
imperialist war into the civil war.

This need for explicitness is not merely confined to the
slogan of the boycott, and to the promotioen of the general
strike; it is necessary in all forms of our anti-war work.
I know that propagandists among women have particularly a
tendency to separate the question of war from the general
question of the class struggle. It is very tempting to play
upon the emotions of working women, merely to stir them
up into a bitter resentment and a horror of what the next
war will produce; and not convince them that the only way
to overcome war lies in the disarming of the bourgeoisie and
the taking of nower by the working class. Especially in the
ihreatment of the Soviet disarmament proposals are there very
great pitfalls in this direction. We have seen how pacifist
organisations in every country have perverted these proposals
in order to make it appear that the Soviet Government had

srenounced all its historic attitude toward the question of war;

to make it appear that the Soviet Government was at long















































































