
































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































426

At that time the Party was not yet faced
with the task of participating with other classes
and parties in Chinese society in the national
struggle for emancipation from imperialist op-
pression.

In exactly the same way the Party had not
yet set itself the task of struggle for the leader-
ship of the peasantry.

It was passing through the period of recog-
nising itself as the political representative of
the working class; it was working out its own
basic programme.

The enormous number of the petty-bour-
geoisie, vacillating between sporadic revolt and
anarchism on the one hand, and support of the
bourgeois system on the other; the lumpen-
proletarian environment (and, to a large ex-
tent, origin) of the Chinese proletariat; the
burden of backward craft prejudices—all these
factors forced the Chinese Communists, no less
than the Russian Bolsheviks, ‘‘to cut them-
selves off at first from all others, to single out
solely and exclusively the proletariat, and
afterwards to declare that the proletariat will
emancipate the rest. . . .’ (Lenin, “Supple-
mentary Notes on the Draft Programme’;
selections from Lenin’s writings, Vol. II, p.
132.)

The Party had followed this road down to
1921. But in front of it was the task of trans-
forming itself from small propagandist groups
into a mass political Party of the proletariat.

Programmes alone were now inadequate. It
was necessary to work out tactics. The prole-
tarian advance-guard was bound to extend its
horizon by the inclusion of an analysis of the
relations of classes, and to determine its role
and its tactical tasks within those relations.

The great importance of the second con-
gress, which met in 1922, consisted in the
realisation of the enormous importance of the
anti-imperialist struggle the struggle for
national emancipation, for the bourgeois demo-
cratic revolution in a semi-colonial country.

This involved a reconsideration of the
Party’s attitude to the mational revolutionary
organisations, already existing and strug-
gling in China, and first and foremost to the
Kuomintang. By its decisions on the forma-
tion of a single national front of all forces wag-
ing a revolutionary struggle with imperialism
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and militarism, the C.P. had pre-determined
its later entry into the Kuomintang.

The second congress had been preceded by a
“First Congress of the Revolutionary Organ-
isations of the Far East’ in Soviet Russia, at
which both the Communist Party of China and
the revolutionary trade union organisations,
and also the Kuomintang, had been repre-
sented.

This congress had enormous significance for
the whole further development of the C.P. by
laying down a permanent and systematic con-
nection between the Communist International
and the revolutionary movement of China.

It made that essential change in policy, which
was afterwards confirmed by the Second Con-
gress of the Chinese C.P., consisting in the
transference from propaganda work and the
organisation of trade unions, to active partici-
pation in the political struggle, to the struggle
of the proletariat for hegemony in the national
bourgeois-democratic revolution.

The Party handled this highly important
change in its tactical line with comparative
ease. Under the leadership of the Comintern
it overcame the tendencies towards complete
subjection to the Kuomintang which appeared
in certain places.

During this period the basic policy of the
C.P. in regard to the Kuomintang was the in-
struction given by the Comintern in January,
1923 :

“Whlist supporting the Kuomintang in all
national revolutionary campaigns, in so far as
that party carries on an objectively correct
policy, the C.P. of China must none the less
not become merged with that Party during
these campaigns and must not lower its own
standard.”

Foreseeing the danger of the tactics of a
united national front before the Third Con-
gress of the Communist Party, held in 1923,
the Comintern returned to this question, set-
ting forth the basic task of the bourgeois revo-
lution in China in all its magnitude (the reso-
lution on the agrarian problem) and emphasis-
ing the directing role of the working class.

Whilst absolutely confirming the position
that “‘the central task for China is the national
revolution against the imperialists and their
feudal agents,”” and thus confirming the neces-
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sity of winning the ‘“‘union of the wide strata
-of Chinese democracy in this anti-imperialist
movement,’”’ the Comintern instruction to the
Third Congress of the Chinese C.P. raised the
“problem of the peasants in the revolution to the
front rank, long before the Seventh and
Eighth Plenums of the E.C.C.I.

In that instruction we read :

“r. The national revolution in China and
“the creation of an anti-imperialist front will
inevitably be accompanied by an agrarian
‘revolution of the peasantry against the sur-
“vivals of feudalism. That revolution can be
victorious only if the basic mass of the
“Chinese population, the small peasantry, is
-drawn into the movement.

‘2. Thus the central problem of the whole
policy is the peasant problem. ‘To blur that
basic fact by any other conception whatever
means a failure to understand the importance
-of the social-democratic section on which alone
-a victorious struggle against foreign imperial-
ism, and for the complete annihilation of the
feudal regime in China, can be achieved.

“3. Consequently, as the Party of the work-
ing class the C.P. must strive to ally the work-
«ers and peasants. That can be achieved only
by an incessant propaganda for the realisation
in practice of the slogans of the agrarian revo-
Tlution, such as: the confiscation of rich land-
owners’ estates, the confiscation of monastery
and church lands, and its free transfer to the
peasantry ; the elimination of rack-renting and
-of the present taxation system ; the annulment
-of leases and of taxation regulations between
provinces; the abolition of tax-farmers, and
«of the mandarine system; the establishment
-of organs of peasant self-government to whom
«confiscated land is to be transferred ; and so on.

‘4. Starting from these basic demands, it is
mecessary to lead the whole mass of poor
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peasants to see the necessity of struggle with
foreign imperialism, exploiting to this end the
fact that taxes, the salt-Gabelle, etc., are in
the hands of foreign capital. Only by intro-
ducing an agrarian programme under the
slogan of the anti-imperialist front can we hope
for its further success.

“5. It goes without saying that the leader-
ship must belong to the Party of the working
class. ‘The latest events in the Labour move-
ment (the large-scale strikes) have clearly re-
vealed the importance of the workers’ move-
ment in China. To consolidate the C.P. by
transforming it into a mass Party of the pro-
letariat, to gather the forces of the working
class into the trade unions, are the first obliga-
tions of the Communists.

“6. The Communist Party must steadily
thrust the Kuomintang in the direction of an
agrarian revolution. In the places occupied by
Sun’s armies it is necessary to introduce con-
fiscation of the land in favour of the poorer
peasantry, and a number of similar measures.
Only thus can the success of Sun’s revolu-
tionary army, support by the peasantry, and
the extension of the basis of the anti-
imperialist revolution be assured.”

Thus, under the guidance of the Comin-
tern, was the Communist Party of China pre-
pared to meet the great wave of the revolu-
tionary movement. That Party had given
birth to great organisations of the working
class, had equipped itself with revolutionary
theory and had assimilated the experience of
the international workers’ movement while
waging unceasing war on petty bourgeois
deviations in its own ranks. And thus within
a few years it had been transformed from
small, unorganised propagandist groups into
the mass Party of the Chinese proletariat, one
of the foremost and boldest sections of the
Communist International.
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On the Road to the First Congress

Boris Reinstein

N these reminiscences of the First Congress
of the Communist International I have not
set myself the task of giving an analysis of
the work, the discussions and the resolutions
of that historic congress. I am confining my-
self only to an outline of the struggle that
went on in that congress over the question
whether to raise the standard of the Comintern
immediately, or to regard this first congress
not as a congress, but only as a preliminary
conference, which had first to consider whether
to found the Communist International, and if
'so, would have to take steps to call the first
" congress at some time in the future. But
before talking of the congress, I must sketch
the course of development which I, like certain
others, had to pass through in order to rally
to the standard of the Comintern.

I. BEFORE THE CONGRESS

For revolutionary Marxists who had worked
in the socialist movement of FEuropean coun-
tries the situation in the International in 1917
was clear enough. They knew that from 1914,
from the moment of the betrayal of the inter-
national socialist movement by the leaders of
the Second Internmational; from the moment
of the transfer of those leaders and the masses
led by them to the side of “their own” bour-
geoisie and “their own” governments, and
the replacement of the class struggle by
“civil peace” and the slogan of defence of
“the fatherland,” the Second International,
in whose ranks we had all struggled hitherto,
no longer existed. Of it only the ruins were
left. Its standard was flung to the ground,
trampled into the mud, and into the blood of
the international proletariat betrayed by its
leaders. The revolutionary Marxists of
FEurope not only knew that Karl Liebknecht,
Rosa ILuxemburg and the Spartacists in
Germany had begun and were carrying on a
struggle against the war and against social-
patriotism, but they also knew that on Lenin’s
initiative and that of the Russian Bolsheviks,
protests against the Second International

were growing louder and louder, and with
them calls to a revolutionary civil war, to a
return to international proletarian solidarity,
to the creation of a new International, not
social-democratic but Communist. They were
fully aware of what had occurred and how
questions had been raised at Zimmerwald and
Kienthal by the various groups of international
socialists of different countries and various
shades of opinion. They knew that there
could be no question of any resurrection of
the Second International, nor of re-assembling
the forces of the international proletariat under
the social-democratic standard of that Inter-
national, and they knew that the question of
establishing a new, third, Communist Inter-
national was the order of the day.

But we who had been working in the Ameri-
can socialist movement, even in the then left-
wing Socialist ILabour Party, were almost
entirely cut off, and from the beginning of
the war in 1914 we lost touch with the move-
ment in Furope and had only the most dis-
tant, and vague idea of what was happening
in the International, of whether it should and
could be cleansed of social-patriotism and com-~
promise. Nor was it clear to us what had
taken place at Zimmerwald and Kienthal or
what was the position in regard to the revival
of the International. Ome thing was quite
obvious to us, that was that the new inter-
national socialist movement, whether it was
revived under the Second International puri-
fied in the fires of war, or under a new, Third
International, that international must stand
for revolutionary Marxist principles and tac-
tics in order to deserve the support of the
International proletariat. In particular, it
was clear to us that in the first place it was
necessary to struggle against the idea of the
proletariat’s defence of “the fatherland,” (in
which capitalism still ruled), even in the event
of a so-called “defensive” war; and that
secondly it was necessary to struggle much
more insistently for the emancipation of the
trade union movement from reformist ideas,
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tactics, slogans and leadership, both nation-
ally and internationally—that it was neces-
sary to transfer it to revolutionary lines.

Later on, in 1019, I emphasised and insisted
on these basic ideas in my speeches and pro-
posals for the first congress of the Comintern,
although at that time these principles which
are now generally accepted among Commun-
ists, were not so readily accepted by everyone.
(See for instance the reservations made in the
speeches of Albert (Eberlein) and others
—especially on the question of whether
it was worth while for Communists to spend
so much attention and energy on such difficult,
protracted and thankless tasks as the struggle
for the conquest of the trade union movement,
and whether it would not be better instead to
rely on the creation and consolidation of
Soviets of workers, soldiers’ and peasants’
deputies, and the preparation for armed insur-
rection, the civil war and power to the Soviets.)

The inadequacy of our information on the
situation created in the International, as the
result of almost three years of war, is the
explanation of the fact that in the spring of
1917, when (after the February revolution),
T decided to return from the United States to
Russia, the C.C. of the American Socialist
Labour Party gave me, as its official repre-
sentative in the International, a mandate to
the International Socialist Conference called
in Stockholm, by the leaders of the Second
International, on the question of bringing the
‘war to an end, and of determining “just and
democratic” conditions of peace in the name
-of the international socialist movement. 1 was
also instructed to study the general position in
the International. The American Govern-
ment, which only just previously had decided
to take part in the war on the side of the
Entente, learnt of my tasks and endeavoured
to prevent me from going to Furope, taking
from me the American passport they had pre-
viously issued. I had to leave the country
illegally.

In June, 1917, comrade D. Pietrovsky, with
-a mandate from the American Socialist Party,
delegate D. from the Jewish party of the
social-territorialists and I, arrived in Stock-
holm. ‘There the “ Scandinavian-Dutch Com-
mittee” of the Second International was
settled. It was headed by the general secre-
tary of the Executive Committee, Camille
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Huysmans. It also included Branting, from
Sweden, Nina Bang from Denmark, Van Kol
and Troelstra from Holland, and others. The
head of the Second International, Vandervelde,
was absent, being occupied with carrying out
the instructions of his Belgian king. The
Scandinavian Dutch Committee had held a
number of preliminary conferences with the
socialist delegates who had arrived from vari-
ous countries. About the time of our arrival
a conference with the leaders of German social-
democracy had just come to an end. In the
hotel in which we stayed we used to come
across Scheidemann, now the head of the coali-
tion cabinet of Miiller, and others in the
corridors. There also were the heads of the
then German “Independents,” Kautsky,
Haase, Luisa Sitz, Ledebour, Fduard Bern-
stein and others. "They were at daggers drawn
with the Scheidemann-Miiller group at that
time, and they would not even talk to one
another. I had once, some thirty years pre-
viously, studied Marxism from lectures by
Bernstein, when he was still one of the most
authoritative Marxists, and was editing the
organ of the German Party, the “ Social-
Democrat” (in Zurich, owing to its being
prohibited in Germany by Bismarck). He
afterwards became the ideological leader of
German revisionism. During the war he was
a “left winger” to the same extent as Kautsky.
Now, from conversations with him, Kautsky,
Haase, and others of this group of German
“left wingers,” “Internationalists” and
Zimmerwald leaders, it became clearer and
clearer to me that all their Marxism had long
since dried out of all of them, that they were
typical German social-democrats, that although
they, too, were to take part in the forthcom-
ing Stockholm conference of Zimmerwaldists,
there would be no means of finding a common
language with them, that they would be of
no use in building a single, truly revolution-
ary International. But they were at least
“internationalists” in inverted commas, they
were at least fair-weather internationalists.
But the utter impossibility of reviving a re-
newed and more revolutionary Second Inter-
national, and the necessity of creating a new
Third International, was made clear to me
from conversations with the representative in
Stockholm of the Bulgarian social-dempcrats,
the late comrade Kirkov, and comrade Ganet-
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sky, who, with Radek and Vorovsky, was
working in the foreign bureau of the C.C. of
the Russian Bolsheviks, especially after the
conferences held between us delegates from
America and the Scandinavian Dutch Com-
mitee of the Second International.

The cynical compromises and opportunism
of these leaders were to be seen in all their
conduct, to be heard in all their arguments
and proposals of this committee. I need give
only one instance of this.

We were discussing what conditions of
peace the international socialist movement
ought to recognise as “just and democratic.”
In particular the question of the restoration
of Belgium was raised. When the Committee
proposed to include this demand among the
others, I said:

“In that case we must fight to ensure that
the restored factories, works, etc, of Bel-
gium should be handed over as national pro-
perty to the Belgian people.”

I noticed that Branting, Van Kol, Troel-
stra and Huysmans looked at each other in
amazement. The Belgian Huysmans took it
upon himself to overbear me, and the others
supported him.

“Do you really want in the name of the
international socialist movement to demand the
restoration of the ruined factories, etc., of
Belgium, and then to have them handed back
to their former owners, Belgian and foreign
capitalists, so that they can continue to squeeze
millions in dividends out of the Belgian pro-
letariat, with the aid of these enterprises ?” I
said.

“Of course you’re quite right in principle,”
Huysmans answered, “but this demand is too
radical. We cannot put forward such demands.
The restored factories, etc. must be returned
to their former owners. ...”

I realised that I was wasting time talking
to this committee. Our roads lay in different
directions. We could find no common language.
We could not be in the same International
with them.

In the search for a way to the restoration
of the International, I turned to the Zimmer-
waldists. At that time the situation in regard
to Zimmerwald was as follows:

In this camp, there were, besides really
revolutionary Marxists, Russian Bolsheviks
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and the future Communists of various coun--
tries, no few social-democrat centrists and
Mensheviks. Among them, as I have already
said, were also the German independents,
Kautsky, Haase, Ledebour and others. It
was obvious that Zimmerwald had played its
part and that it was unable to enlist all the
vital and militant elements in the inter-
national proletarian movement for any creative
work, especially for the initiation and crea-
tion of a new, revolutionary International. In
addition to everything else, this possibility
was ruled out by the heterogeneity of its com-
position and consequently the absence of a
single ideology, of uniform tactical principles.

Until the spring of 1917, the secretary of
Zimmerwald was the notorious Swiss social-
democrat “ Internationalist” Robert Grimm, a
prominent member of the Swiss Parliament.
After the February revolution, when the
Social-Revolutionaries and Mensheviks, Keren-
sky, Tcheidze, Tseretelli and others were the
real government, with “war to a victorious
conclusion,” as their slogan, Grimm came to
Petrograd and there, behind the backs of these
lackeys of the Entente, exploiting his connec-
tions with the Swiss powers, he endeavoured
to assist the German Government in their
efforts to achieve a separate peace with Russia.
Tseretelli and others got to hear of Grimm’s
part in these manceuvres and Grimm was
“ drummed out” of Russia. In June of the
same year he arrived in Stockholm completely
discredited, and had to hand over his post as
secretary of Zimmerwald to one who came
with him, and turned out to be mot quite so
angelic as everybody at that time thought,
Angelica Balabanova. Almost at the same
time there arrived from Petrograd personages
who were eagerly and impatiently awaited,
especially by Kautsky, Haase, and the other
German independents; to wit, the representa-
tives of the “revolutionary democracy” of
Russia, members of the C.C. of the Menshe-
viks, V. Rozanov (who afterwards, in 1919,
was arrested at the quarters of the Yudenitch
spy Steinberg in Petrograd for counter-
revolution and espionage), also the Social-
Revolutionary Smirnov and the late comrade
Goldenberg, then a Menshevik, but afterwards
a member of the Bolshevik Communist Party.

Tt was interesting to observe the manceuvr-
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ing resorted to by Kautsky and other indepen-
dents between this trinity of the “revolution-
ary democracy” and the Zimmerwaldists,
among whom the dominating figures were
Radek, Vorovsky and Ganetsky, during the
Zimmerwaldist conference that was then held.
At first, before the independents had finally
blended their voices with Rozanov and the
others, with whom they sought to curry fav-
our, and with whom they had an affinity of
soul, they participated in the Zimmerwald
conference, although not displaying any
interest in its proceedings. At times they
were forced right on to their hind legs, when
Radek and Vorovsky lashed them without
mercy in the discussions.

One episode of this Zimmerwaldist confer-
ence is worth recalling now.

The most temperamental and most passion-
ately argumentative member of the group of
independents was Luisa Sitz, who was then
already an ageing woman. It was difficult to
say whom she hated most, the Scheidemann-
ites or the Bolsheviks. In any case she could
not speak calmly of either the one or the other
group, and when Radek’s criticism and satire
stung the independents like a sharp rapier
point, whilst Kautsky impotently stuttered
and choked, and Ledebour tried to parry the
thrusts, poor Sitz almost burst with rage.
Finally, in his speech Radek exclaimed:
“Why, why do you independents shout about
your fight with Scheidemann and Co? It
won’t be long before you will be in one party
again with Scheidemann and the rest.” At
that poor Sitz could not restrain herself any
longer. Flushed and foaming at the mouth,
she was ready to fling herself at Radek with
her raised fists; and choking with rage, she
brokenly exclaimed : “ Why, how do—you dare
to—unheard-of impudence! How can you
declare that we—we—we—independents, will
ever be in one party—with those scoundrels—
traitors—the Scheidemannites?”” Poor Sitz
did not suspect then that hardly five years
would pass before Radek’s prophecy was real-
ised. It is worth while recalling this anecdote
for the benefit of those of our comrades who
at present are roused to passionate indignation
when anyone declares that for such renegades
of the Comintern, just as for Levy, there re-
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mains only one road: back to the camp of
Scheidemann, Miiller and Co.

Soon after this the independents entered
into relations with Rozanov and the others,
and their contact with the conference was
broken. At the close of the conference I went
to Petrograd, fully realising that from Zim-
merwald, or rather from what remained of it,
it was impossible to expect any initiative in
the creation of a new International.

At that time (the end of June, 1917) the
Social-Revolutionaries and Mensheviks were
in power in Russia. Even a large number of
citizens had decked themselves out in S.R. or-
Menshevik colours. Only in the factories,
workshops and to some extent in the barracks
of Petrograd, Moscow and other centres, did
the Bolsheviks’ influence predominate and in-.
crease, and only among them could any talk
be heard of the necessity for creating a new
Communist International, and even then it
was not looked upon as an actual task of the.
moment. All thoughts were turned in another
direction: the October revolution and the.
Soviet Government arrived. But after Octo-.
ber the atmosphere became more and more.
saturated with the idea of the Third Inter-
national, the idea of the Comintern. IL.ong
before the Comintern was born the mention
of this coming international aroused enthusi-
asm everywhere. Clubs and similar organisa-.
tions were named after it.

In December, 1917, I was invited to organ-.
ise a “Department of International Revolu-
tionary Propaganda” (a kind of rudiment of
the Agitation and Propaganda Department of
the still unborn Comintern). After the peace
of Brest-Litovsk the work of my department,
which was chiefly concerned with activities
among military prisoners from Germany,
Austria and so on, was reorganised, and was
occupied mainly with work among the masses-
of prisoners from the Entente armies who had
collected in Russia. At the same time, and
specially in order to carry on propaganda
among the Anglo-American soldiers who had
broken into the R.S.F.S.R. without any-
declaration of war, special machinery was set
up which published British newspapers, fly-.
sheets and so on, and in this one of the first
workers in the E.C.C.I., comrade Fineberg,
did great work.

The work of agitation and propaganda for-
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the coming International was carried on in
various ways among the soldiers of the
Entent governments then at war with the
R.S.F.S.R. At the front, newspapers, fly-
sheets, etc., were distributed by means of
aeroplanes. At the rear, especially in Mos-
«cow, to which town many war prisoners were
sent, they were not kept in prison or in con-
ccentration camps. They were left at liberty,
‘they were given a fraternal reception in every
sense, and for some of them their period of
““imprisonment” among the Reds was un-
‘doubtedly their first training in Communism
-and the class struggle. They returned home
much more developed, and much stronger than
‘they had come into the R.S.F.S.R. The Bol-
sheviks returned the Entente soldiers good
for evil.

The shadow of the coming International was
to be seen also in the setting up of a number
of organisations of Eastern and other peoples,
who were living, some of them only tempor-
arily, in the R.S.F.S.R. The enthusiasm
“which the very idea of the coming International
aroused, was revealed particularly in connec-
tion with the international meeting organised
at the end of 1918 in Moscow, at which, for
“the first time in the Soviet regime, Americans,
British, French, as well as Chinese, Koreans,
Hindus and others spoke. Soon after an
~equally successful meeting was held in Petro-
grad under the chairmanship of Maxim Gorky,
and at this war-prisoners and other foreigners
.spoke,

2. AT THE FIRST CONGRESS

At last the time for the realisation of that
“which all desired, the time for the foundation
.of the Communist International, arrived.

About the beginning of the new year a small
conference of representatives from the C.C. of
the Russian Communist Party, and certain
-other comrades who were working along this
line, was held. An appeal to the revolution-
cary proletarian organisations of all countries
was drawn up, inviting them to send repre-
sentatives by secret methods to Moscow by
March 1st, 1919, to discuss the question of
- founding a Communist International. I was,
- of course, glad to sign this appeal in the name
- of the American Socialist Labour Party, since
- it was realising something which I had sought
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and desired for almost two years. Cut off
by the blockade from contact with the Ameri-
can Party, T had no reason to doubt whether
I had expressed their desire by participating
in the foundation of the Comintern.

In consequence of the blockade, the inter-
vention and the need for secrecy, onlv a few
persons from Germany, Sweden, Norway,
Austria, Switzerland, Latvia and other coun-
tries could come from abroad for this congress.
The majority of the 51 comrades who parti-
cipated in that congress with voting or advisory
powers consisted partly of representatives of
the Russian Communist Party, and partly of
Communist emigrants from the Baltic and
other countries, who were living in the

R.S.F.S.R.

Next to the Russian C.P. the greatest pres-
tige and respect were enjoyed by the members
of the German Communist Party, which had
been reorganised from the Spartacus Ieague
not long before the congress. Only some six
weeks before the congress Karl Liebknecht
and Rosa Luxemburg had been killed, with
the participation of the Scheidemannites. In
the person of its advance-guard, led by the
Spartacists, the German proletariat had
struggled at the barricades of Berlin and other
centres of Germany, for a Socialist Soviet
Republic, for the replacement of the bourgeois
democracy by the dictatorship of the prole-
tariat. ‘The social-democratic executioner,
Noske had shot the flower of the German
working class in tens of thousands on the
streets and squares, in the prisons and the
barracks. It is difficult to describe the affec-
tion and respect with which the hundreds of
devoted comrades who gathered at five o’clock
in the evening of March 2nd, 1919, in the
small historical Mitrofaniov hall in the Krem-
lin, regarded the heroic, self-sacrificing Ger-
man Communist Party. That feeling was
passed on to its representative at the congress,
comrade Albert (Eberlein). Apart from the
opener of the congress, comrade Lenin, there
was hardly another comrade whose opinion and
wishes were so much respected, owing to the
party which he represented, as was comrade
Albert. FEverybody was in the mood to do
anything to meet the demands of his party
half-way.

But almost from the moment of the opening
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of the first session it became clear that this
feeling would be subjected to the heaviest of
tests. It transpired that the Spartacus League
were against that which all the others present
beginning with Lenin, so passionately desired,
They were against the immediate proclama-
tion here in Moscow, before the delegates
departed, that the Third International had
been founded, that its standard had been
raised and that this was the first congress of
the Comintern in Moscow. In the name and
by the instruction of his party, comrade Albert
insisted on regarding the sessions not as
sessions of the first congress of the Third
International, but as sessions of a preliminary
conference, which had to consider whether it
was necessary, whether it was expedient,
whether the conditions were ripe for the found-
ing of the Comintern, and if so, to take meas-
ures to call the first congress for the founda-
tion of the Communist International in the
future; but only after the basis and the
guiding lines of such an International had
been drawn up, and it had become clear that
the revolutionary ranks of the proletariat in
various countries would react with sufficient
approbation and in sufficiently large masses
to the international. If we remember the
blockade of the R.S.F.S.R., the military
fronts still existing around the republic, the
conditions of the first months after the :lose
of the war, the police and military repression
and persecution of everything that was vital
among the proletariat, especially when it was
a question of relations with Moscow (several
comrades were in fact arrested without get-
ting to the congress), it must be admitted that
to adopt comrade Albert’s proposal meant
putting off the foundation of the Comintern
for an indefinite period.

Everybody was astounded by the proposal.
Everybody had come with the first intention
of laying the foundation of the Comintern,
and could in no wise agree with comrade
Albert’s arguments that the revolutionary
ranks of the proletariat in the various coun-
tries might prove too timid and sceptical,
might not respond to a sufficient extent, that
a fiasco might prove very injurious and so on.
During the interval the astonished and dis-
illusioned comrades discussed the situation
thus created with great animation.  ‘There

A

_highly gratifying result of this conference if
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were comrades who saw in comrade Albert’s
arguments the expression of the timidity and
scepticism of the Spartacus comrades them-
selves on the question of the expediency of
establishing a new International. Certain of
them said that Rosa Luxemburg had also been
against the immediate foundation of a special
Communist International. Others went fur-
ther and considered that the position of com-
rade Albert indicated that the Spartacists and
Luxemburgites had not yet ceased to regard
the social-democrats as their deluded party
comrades, had not given up hope that they
would some time or other be united again, and
so were endeavouring to postpone the founda-
tion of the Comintern, since the latter would
interfere with their hopes.

Whatever was the case, the spell of the
German Communist Party was so strong that
at the first session no one plucked up courage
to definitely oppose comrade Albert’s proposal.
Fven comrade Ienin and the Russian Com-
munist Party delegation were ready to restrain
their desires and give way. In the name of
that delegation comrade Zinoviev declared:
“Qur party holds the view that the moment
for the formal foundation of the Third Inter-
national has arrived, and we should propose
to found it at this its first congress. But as
our friends from Germany, the German Com-
munist Party, insist on the recognition of this
congress as only a conference, we consider it
necessary for the present to adhere to this
proposal of the German Communists. At the
same time we declare that we shall continue
to agitate for the foundation of the Third
International as an official organisation as soon
as possible.” This statement was made in
the name of the delegation, which was com-
posed of Lenin, Trotsky, Zinoviev, Stalin,
Bukharin and others, and Vorovsky and
Osinsky with advisory powers.

Comrade Kuusinen also, in the name of the
Finnish delegation, (Sirola, Manner, Kuusin-
en, I Rakhia and E. Rakhia) declared: “ We,
the Finnish delegates, also adhere to the view
that the Third International ought to be
founded now. Taking into consideration the
circumstance just mentioned by comrade Zino-
viev, for the present we do not put forward
this proposal. But in our view it would be a

M
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it were to end with a decision that it should,
as a congress, set about the foundation of the
new International.”

The assembly decided to hold its sessions as
an International Communist Conference.

Thus it appeared that the question was
settled : the standard of the Comintern would
not be raised immediately, but at some time
in the future. Comrade Albert had won a
temporary victory, but it was merely tempor-
ary, lasting only a few hours.

None of those who had voted for the decision
were satisfied with it. They all felt that a
great error had been committed under pres-
sure, and were eager for a suitable moment
to put it right. That moment came the fol-
lowing day, at the evening session. A change
occurred in the mood of almost all the dele-
gates, in the direction of a resolute struggle
for the revocation of the concession made the
evening before to comrade Albert.

Considerable assistance was given by the
speech at the evening session of the second day
made by the delegate from Vienna, comrade
Gruber (Steingart), who had only just
arrived. He was a very temperamental and
able agitator. Intensely stirred even before
his departure from Vienna by the passionate
struggle of the handful of Austrian Commun-
ists with the treacherous social-democrats, the
bourgeoisie, clericalism and militarism,
Gruber and his colleague laid themselves open
to continual risk and danger, struggling for
seventeen days to get to Moscow for the con-
gress. 'They rode on locomotives and tenders,
on the buffers and in cattle-trucks, they got
safely across the front of the Petlura and
Polish bands, and at last they were in Red
Moscow ; and hardly allowing themselves time
to wash, they sped to the Kremlin in order
to be the sooner at the congress, among com-
rades, in order to aid in raising the standard
of the new revolutionary Communist Inter-
national. Here they were at last among com-
rades, delegates, and talking to them, describ-
ing the struggle, the enthusiasm, the self-
sacrifice of the Austrian Communists in words
of fire. But how Steingart spoke! It is diffi-
cult to convey the impression. He seemed to
electrify his audience, infecting them with his
boundless enthusiasm, audacity and faith in
the strength of our movement. I have heard
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Steingart many times since in Moscow, but I
have never again heard him make a speech like
that first speech in Moscow.

That speech, coinciding with the formal
proposal of a number of comrades to set to
work to found the Third International im-
mediately, turned the course of the congress
on this question. It was clear to all that the
error committed the evening before must be
corrected, that the foundation of the Comin-
tern must be proclaimed at once.

The proposal read:

“The representatives of the Communist
Party of German Austria, the left wing Social-
Democratic Party of Sweden, the Balkan
Social-Democratic =~ Revolutionary = Labour
Federation, and the Communist Party of Hun-
gary, propose the foundation of the Commun-
ist International.

“1. The necessity of the struggle for the
dictatorship of the proletariat demands the
existence of a ‘consolidated, international
organisation of all Communist elements.

“2. The foundation of the Third Inter-
national is all the more urgent since at the
present moment in Berne, and afterwards per-
haps in other places, attempts are being made
to restore the old, opportunist International
and to gather together all the irresolute, in-
determinate elements of the proletariat. Con-
sequently it is necessary to draw a sharp line
of demarcation between the revolutionary and
the treacherous elements.

“3. If the Third International is not
founded by the present conference the impres-
sion may be given that there is not unity
among the Communist parties ; that, of course,
would weaken our position and would increase
the confusion among the vacillating elements
of the proletariat in all countries.

“4. The foundation of the Third Inter-
national is consequently an unconditional
necessity, and it must be accomplished by the
international Communist congress in Moscow.”

Again the discussions began, but now every-
body, not excepting comrade Albert himself,
saw clearly that the proclamation of the Com-
munist International at this its first formal
congress was predetermined. Comrade Albert
conscientiously carried out his instructions.
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He brought into play all the force of his elo-
quence and conviction, but he convinced no
one. He was no poor advocate of a bad client.
But everybody realised that he was wasting
his powder or was talking only for the sake of
the shorthand typists. Some listened with a
benevolent smile of commiseration. Others
yawned in their boredom. He was answered
by Zinoviev, Balabanova, Grimlund, Rakhia
(he also read a declaration made by the C.P.
of Finland), Sadoul, Gruber, Fineberg and
others.
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Finally the vote was taken. Voting was by
name, the delegates with advisory votes also
being asked their opinion. The C.P. of Ger-
many did not vote (five votes). All the rest
voted unanimously for the resolution.

The Communist International was born amid
jubilant shouts and the sound of the “ Inter-
nationale,” with unprecedented enthusiasm,
on March sth, 1919, at nine o’clock in the
evening.
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The Foundation of

THE COMMUNIST INTERNATIONAL

the Comintern and

the Spartakusbund
Hugo Eberlein (Max Albert)

HEN, ten years ago, the representa-

tives of the world proletariat met in

Moscow to found the Communist
International, the Spartakusbund had fought
its first heroic battle against Noske's Novem-
ber republic. It had not succeeded in chang-
ing the imperialist into the civil war, in
crowning the revolution with victory. ‘The
young Party, founded on 3oth December,
1918, evidenced all the symptoms of the
“infantile disorder.”” The Spartakusbund,
which had broken completely with reformism
during the war, was wholeheartedly and vigor-
ously in favour of the Russian revolution. It
was prepared to take the road of Bolshevism,
in which, however, it saw only action, armed
insurrection, a life and death struggle against
reformism, against its governmental power
and its white guard mercenaries. The real
kernel of Bolshevism, the Leninist theory of
the role of a revolutionary party and its rela-
tion to the masses, the strategy and tactics
which lead to armed insurrection, was, it is
true, understood by many members of the
Bund, but the great mass of workers belonging
to it, ready to face death for the revolution,
were bound in no strict organisation governed
by the Leninist theory of the revolution and
the Party. Early in 1919, the Communist
Party was not a party in the Bolshevik sense,
in the sense of the revolutionary idea of the
Party which has since become the common
property of Communists. History had not yet
given it time to study the experiences of the
Russian revolutions. A few days after its
foundation, the threat of counter-revolution
forced it to take up the struggle. Without
the blood shed by the Spartakists for the Ger-
man proletariat in 1919, a German Commun-
ist Party would have been impossible. With-
out the lessons of the Spartakist struggles,
the revolutionary masses of Germany would
pever have realised the mnecessity for a
Bolshevik Party. Lenin’s remark that the

workers learn chiefly by their own experience
was justified in the foundation of the C.P.G.
At the beginning there was no centre keep-
ing all the sections of the Spartakusbund
together and directing their actions. Connec-
tions with provincial crganisations were very
weak. 'The great increase of revolutionary
workers in the Spartakus organisations meant
that, in the fire of the struggle, organisational
unity could not be maintained and streng-
thened. Every member bore a tremendous
burden of work and responsibility, which was
increased because of the lack of any concrete
political plan for carrying on the fight.

So it happened that when, early in January,
the invitation arrived from Moscow to send
delegates to a preparatory conference to dis-
cuss the situation in the international, the
provincial organisations could not be consulted
as to the delegates, nor give them the support
required by the importance of the conference.
As far as I know, there are no documents
relating to that period, and I have to rely
on my memory for the events which led up
to my being sent as a delegate.

* * % * * *

The invitation to the C.P.G. to take part
in a preliminary conference on the question
of the foundation of a new international
arrived in Berlin early in January, 1919. As
far as I remember, the invitation was
addressed to the Central Committee, to Rosa
and Karl. One night, as I was accompanying
Rosa from the editorial offices of “Rote
Fahne” to her house in the southern district,
she told me that the invitation had come, and
discussed the question of who should be sent.
She and Karl Liebknecht were not to be con-
sidered, for it was impossible for them to
leave Berlin. Apart from that, Rosa thought
that the C.P.G. should be represented at this
Conference by a German comrade whose poli-
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tical judgment would not be influenced by
previous disagreements with Russian com-
rades. She referred now and again to the
differences of opinion between herself and Leo
Jogisches, and the Bolsheviks.  Rosa sug-
gested that I should go.

WHEN SHOULD THE COMINTERN BE FOUNDED ?

During our conversation, she referred to the
importance of the conference in the following
terms: the Bolsheviks will probably propose
that a new international should be founded
immediately, even if only a few delegates turn
up. The foundation of the Communist Inter-
national is obviously and unconditionally
necessary, but it should not be premature.
The Communist International should only be
definitely founded when, in the revolutionary
mass movements sweeping over almost all the
countries of Furope, Communist Parties have
arisen. It is also particularly necessary to
choose the exact time of its foundation so as
to accelerate the separation of the revolution-
ary masses from the United Social-Democratic
Party. Rosa therefore suggested that at the
Conference I should propose the establishment
of a commission consisting of representatives
of the different countries, and that the in-
augural Congress should take place some time
between Easter and Whitsun. . . .

Three days later Rosa and Karl were dead.
We all felt the pain of the irreparable loss of
our leaders—there were no discussions among
us in those days. Then there was a meeting
in the Kochstrasse, in which Jogisches, Kar-
ski, Pieck, I.evi and Eberlein took part
(Meyer was under arrest). I reported to the
comrades my last conversation with Rosa, and
Leo Jogisches, who -hared her opinion, con-
firmed it. It was agreed that I should be dele-
gate, on the unconditional mandate that I put
forward the opinion of Rosa and Leo. A few
days later there was another meeting which
I did not attend, but Ernst Meyer was pre-
sent. Shortly after I began the journey to
Moscow. I travelled from the Charlottenburg
station with Leviné, who was arrested at
Eydtkuhnen.  Machine-gun fire sounded at
the Alexanderplatz . ... Spartakus was send-
ing revolutionary greetings to the Communist
International. . ..
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LENIN’S VIEWS ON THE NECESSITY OF THE C.I.

On my arrival in Moscow I had a personal
interview with Lenin. I gave a detailed re-
port on the situation in Western Europe, and
carefully and patiently Lenin tried, from my
description, to build up a picture of the posi-
tion. He asked me a number of questions
about the ideas and organisation of the Spar-
takusbund, its strength in the factories, its
influence in the trade unions, the organisation
of the armed insurrection in Berlin, etc. He
seemed very pessimistic about the anti-
parliamentary and anti-trade union decisions

‘of the inaugural party congress, which he con-

sidered absolutely incorrect. When I told him
the opinion of Rosa Luxemburg and the
Spartakus centre on the question of founding
the Comintern, he was not greatly surprised,
and said that he had expected such an attitude.
He discussed it as follows: from the tactical
point of view, these arguments have something
in them, but nevertheless the International
must be founded immediately. The advanc-
ing revolutionary movement, the effect of the
Russian revolution on the most advanced sec-
tions of the proletariat, the recognition by
large numbers of workers of the bankruptcy
of the Second International, and above all,
the historical necessity of leading and co-
ordinating the revolutionary action of the pro-
letariat, made such a step essential. He
added: “But I think it extraordinarily diff-
cult to found the International without the
agreement of the C.P.G.” He proposed that
the question of foundation should be brought
up towards the end of the conference. In the
days before the opening of the conference,
which only constituted itself a congress on
the third day, there were a number of meet-
ings with the Russian delegates to the Con-
ference, in which comrade Bukharin particu-
larly took active part, and which gave
opportunity for a lively exchange of opinion.
Positive results could only with difficulty be
attained, for it was not my personal opinion,
but my mandate and the possibility of Berlin
agreeing, that counted. But during the whole
time, Lenin did not doubt for a minute that
the Spartakusbund would become a part of the
new international, and that after its founda-
tion differences of opinion would be only of
an incidental character. Lenin and the whole
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Russian delegation considered the Spartakus-
bund as the most important and advanced
revolutionary party in western Europe. This
was expressed in the resolution on the “atti-
tude to the various socialist tendencies and to
the Berne Conference,” which contained the
following passage:

“3. Communists. In the Second Inter-
national, where they defended the Communist-
Marxist attitude to the war and to the tasks
of the proletariat (Stuttgart, 1907; Lenin-
Luxemburg resolution), they remained a
minority.  The left-radicals, (later the
Spartakus group) in Germany, the Bolsheviks
in Russia, the “tribunists” in Holland, the
youth group in Sweden, the left wing of the
youth international in a number of countries,
formed the first basis of the new International.
True to working class interests, they put
forward, from the beginning of the war, the
slogan of changing the imperialist war into a
civil war. They have now constituted them-
selves as the Third International.”

THE IMPORTANCE OF THE SPARTAKUS BUND

In accordance with Lenin’s appreciation of
the importance of the Spartakusbund, I was
elected to all the Commissions and to the
Conference Presidium. At Lenin’s sugges-
tion, the question of the foundation of the
International was not raised during the first
days of the full sessions. On all questions,
whether of the role of the Third International,
its construction, or the tactics to be employed
in western countries, such unanimity was dis-
played (in which I shared) that the “ Sparta-
kus debate” which was wvery short, had rather
a formal than a political significance. 1 was,
of course, obliged to give the position of our
Central Committee. In the only printed re-
port of the Conference (“The Foundation of
the Third International,” First Conference of
the Communist International held in Moscow
from March 2-6th, 1919, Vienna, 1919), my
speech is reported as follows:

“When the question as to whether the pre-
sent assembly should be proclaimed as the
conference of the International arose, only a
few voices were heard against it, and the repre-
sentative of the Spartakusbund expressed a
doubt whether the time had arrived for the
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formation of the Third International. He
referred to the warning example of Zimmer-
wald and Kienthal, which gave a picture, not
of unity, but of decay, and the organisation
fell to pieces. The opinion of the German
comrade was that the position of the yellow
Berne International was not in itself suffi-
cient reason for the foundation of the Com-
munist International, which could only live
on the support of the workers of all lands. As
however, there was a unanimous vote (with
one abstention) it was decided to constitute
the conference as the Conference of the Com-
munist International, and the German com-
rade could not but welcome it, and join it
in the name of the German revolutionary
proletariat.”

This report cannot lay claim to full correct-
ness. [Comrade Eberlein’s contention needs
historical examination. He himself is respon-
sible for the correctness of the report.—Ed.]
Unfortunately there are mno typewritten
reports.. But the printed report fails to give
my personal statement that I was fully agreed
with the conference, and that, had I a free
hand, I should have voted for the immediate
establishment of the Communist Inter-
national. ILenin’s arguments had convinced
me. The difference between my opinion and
my mandate was expressed by the fact that
I did not vote against the resolution, but
withheld my vote. Besides which I emphas-
ised that the Spartakusbund recognised the
necessity of founding the Communist Inter-
national, but considered that the time then
was, tactically, unfavourable. I certainly did
not draw the parallel with Zimmerwald and
Kienthal in that way, for it was contrary to
my opinion. Nor did I use the words “can
only live.” This incorrect report was mno
doubt due to technical conditions, and to the
fact that the speeches were not taken in short-
hand, but, as it were, reconstructed. When
I ended my speech with the statement that I
was firmly convinced that the Spartakusbund
would fully agree to the decision of the Con-
gress, Lenin said to me, “ We, too, were firmly
convinced of that, otherwise we would mnot
have determined on the immediate foundation
of the International.”

* *® ik & * *
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Since Rosa Luxemburg had taken the real
intellectual lead in the Spartakusbund, it is
not surprising that its early relations with
the C.I. corresponded in essentials to her
political ideas.

Rosa Luxemburg, and our small circle had
from the very beginning of the war realised
that a break with the Second International
was historically inevitable. That this declara-
tion was not made earlier is in my opinion
due to the fact that before the war there was
no definite left fraction, and Karl Liebknecht
the standard-bearer of the fight against oppor-
tunism, was irresolute in the first war weeks.
Liebknecht’s attitude on the outbreak of war
is well known. Although while hotly opposing
the ratification of war credits within the Party
and the Reichstag social-democratic fraction,
he felt himself obliged to maintain discipline
outside. Immediately after the outbreak of
war, Rosa was considering the publication of
a manifesto to the German workers which
should include the question of the Inter-
national. Why this was not done is told by
comrade Markhlevsky (Karski) :

KARIL LIEBKNECHT AND THE WAR

“The war broke out and from the first day
comrade Luxemburg started propaganda
against the war. She thought that she would
succeed in uniting a circle of German com-
rades to work in common. It seemed to her
that it was first of all necessary to have a
manifesto, signed by a number of comrades
popular among the workers Jogisches immedi-
ately declared that it would be of no use, but
still we made the attempt. But only seven
answered Rosa’s invitation to meet at her
house and discuss the question, and of these
only two were prominent party members,
Mehring and ILensch. The latter at first
promised to sign, but later withdrew his sup-
port. The manifesto could have been signed
only by Luxemburg, Zetkin and Mehring,
which was, of course, unthinkable and the plan
had to be given up. A reader, not very well
versed in German affairs, might ask: “ And
Liebknecht ?” Unfortunately Liebknecht was
still hesitating and only decided some months
later to take up the fight against the war.
This fight had to be carried on by conspira-
torial methods, and only a few were ready for
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this. The group which did take up the fight
consisted of comrades Luxemburg, Jogisches,
Mehring, the two Dunckers, Ernst Meyer,
Wilhelm Pieck, Eberlein, L.ange and myself
—we were, I think, all.”—(“Communist
Int ernational,” No. 3, Markhlevsky: “ Rosa
Luxemburg and Jogisches.)

Without Liebknecht’s signature the mani-
festo could not be published, We had to wait.
Rosa seized the first opportunity of raising
the question of the International in our group,
and of putting it before the German workers.
The opportunity came at the calling of the
first Zimmerwald Conference. Rosa Luxem-
burg, in prison, wrote, “The Crisis of Social-
Democracy,” with an appendix containing
“Directions for the tasks of international
social-democracy.” XKnown as the Junius
pamphlet, these theses were for the enlighten-
ment of the Spartakus group, and were also
intended to differentiate them from the cen-
trists Haase, Ledebour, etc. The demand for
the foundation of a new, Third International
formed the main point of the theses. The
decisive paragraphs run as follows:

“11. The Second International has been
blown up by the war. The inadequacy of its
organisation has been demonstrated by its in-
capacity to carry on an effective moral struggle
against national hostilities in the war, and to
maintain the united action of the workers in
all countries.

“12. In face of the treachery of the official
representatives of the socialist parties in the
principal countries to the aims and interests
of the working class, in face of their flight
from the proletarian international to bourgeois
imperialist policy, it is a vital question for
socialism that a new international be founded
which must take over the leadership and
organisation of the revolutionary ‘class
struggle against imperialism.

“It should be constructed on the following
principles :

(3) The weight of the workers’ class organ-
isation is in the International. The Inter-
national decides the tactics of the national
sections in time of war, to questions of mili-
tarism, colonial policy, trade, labour celebra-
tions and the whole tactic to be employed in
the war.
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(4) Obedience to the decisions of the Inter-
national overrides all other obligations.
National sections who oppose the Inter-
national’s decisions in war, thereby place
themselves outside the international prole-
tariat and release their members from all
obligations to them.”

It is not the place here to enter into all the
weaknesses of her pamphlet. Tenin’s critic-
ism has become common knowledge in the
International. But these quotations show
clearly how Rosa Luxemburg had revised her
attitude towards the questions of international
organisation, and of the role of the Party, in
a Leninist way.*

Of course, these theses have their weak-
nesses, due to Luxemburg’s ideas on imperial-
ism. The causes given of the breakdown of
the Second International are, from the Marx-
ist standpoint, far behind those in the “ Mani-
festo of the Central Committee of the Russian
Social-Democratic Workers’ Party on the
Imperialist War,” which appeared in Septem-
ber, 1914.

THE SPARTAKISTS AND THE C.I.

But if those extracts dealing with the
organisational structure of the new Inter-
national are compared with section 13 of the
“ Organisation question and the name of the
Party,” in the Introduction to the first con-
gress of the Communist International, the
rapid revolutionary development of the
Spartakusbund at the beginning of the war
can be fairly well measured. The section runs
as follows:

“13. The basis of the Third International
is assured by the fact that there already exist
in FEurope groups and organisations of com-
rades holding the same principles and employ-

* There is an inconsistency in Rosa’s attitude
to the organisation of the International and to
the split in the S.D.P. Lenin points this out in
his criticism of the pamphlet, which reproaches
the author with not having stated the inevitability
of the split and the connection between oppor-
tunism and socialist-jingoism. He writes: “It is
an astonishing inconsistency, for in the 12 Thesis
of the ‘International’ mention is directly made of
the necessity for a ‘new International ...”
(‘“‘Against the Stream,” p. 417.)
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ing, on the whole, the same tactical methods.
Such are particularly the Spartakists in Ger-
many and the Communist Parties in many
other countries.

“14. The Congress must set up a common
fighting organ for the purpose of establish-
ing permanent contact and for planned leader-
ship, that is, a centre of the Communist
International must be set up, for the interests
of the movement in every country are subor-
dinate to the common interests of the revolu-
tion internationally.”

The history of this suggestion is told by
Ernst Meyer:

“'The proposal, as comparison with the final
text shows, suffered but slight alteration. . .
But as against the final text it had the merit
of speaking of the “foundation” and not the
“creation” of the new International. This
alteration was not accidental, but was sug-
gested by Liebknecht to whom Rosa Luxem-
burg sent her theses from prison. . . .

Karl Liebknecht was also against the foun-
dation of @ new International. He only wanted
directions for the “in spite of everything, one

and indivisible International.”

Unfortunately we have not Rosa Luxem-
burg’s answer to this letter; but from the
final form of the theses it appears that Rosa
did not consider Liebknecht’s criticism to be
valid; in particular, the section on inter-
national discipline was kept.

In the first national Conference of the in-
ternational group, which took place in Karl
Liebknecht’s office on New Year’s Day, 1916,
the theses were put before the delegates and
accepted in principle. . . . The formal agree-
ment to the final text occurred at the March
Conference of the Spartakusbund.”

(“Under the Banner of Marxism,” vol. II.,
E. Mayer: “The Origin of the Junius pam-
phlet.”)

ZIMMERWALD AND KIENTHAL

The Junius theses determined the attitude
taken up by the Spartakus delegates, Ernst
Meyer and Bertha Thalheimer, at Zimmer-
wald. This led to a sharp break between the
Ledebour crowd and the Spartakists. On
most questions the Spartakus delegates sup-
ported the left under Lenin’s leadership; but
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not on one important question, that of an im-
mediate split and the foundation of the Third
International, on which account they did not
entirely support lLenin’s platform. It was
mainly due to the effect of the Junius theses
that at Kienthal the differences with the left
had grown weaker. On the question of the
Centralism of the International, the break
with the ILedebour opposition was most
marked, a sign of the revolutionary progress
that Spartakus had made towards Lenin in
the first years of the war. (vide E. Meyer:
Introduction to the Spartakus letters, 1.)

But we believe that the irresolution of the
Spartakists at Zimmerwald and Kienthal had
nothing to do with Rosa Luxemburg’s atti-
tude to the foundation of the Third Inter-
national, and that her position early in 1919
was caused by other motives than those which
affected her at Zimmerwald and Kienthal.

While in 1915 Rosa still envisaged the
possibility of winning the majority of social-
democratic organisations for the new Inter-
national during th= war, and, therefore, re-
jected the immediate foundation of the Third
International (which is apparent in the
Junius theses), at the beginning of 1919 its
foundation was an obvious necessity.

From all this it can be seen that the atti-
tude of the Spartakusbund and Rosa Luxem-
burg to the International must not be identi-
fied with that of the left radicals—incorrect in
principle—before the war to the question of
an organisational break with reformism, of
splitting the party. This is further proved
by Rosa Luxemburg’s attitude to the politi-
cal platform of the inaugural congress of the
Communist Party of Poland, which took place
on 16th December, 1918, that is, two weeks
before that of the C.P.G. Dealing with the
International, the programme declared :

“It is only in a few countries that the major-
ity of the Party are definitely and uncomprom-
isingly hostile to the war ideology; in other
countries groups are gradunally being formed
to fight the social patriotic majority. The
Zimmerwald and Kienthal Conferences were
the first attempts to organise this opposition.
But while the opposition of most did not start
from the struggle for peace within capitalist
society, among the revolutionary elements the
consciousness began to grow. .., etc.

In this way there arises the Communist
International, already active in every country,
the International of the social revolution.”

In their pamphlet “ Communism in Poland,”
comrades Brand and Valetsky write: “The
proposed political programme of the Party
which was to be founded, was sent to com-
rades Rosa Luxemburg and Leo Jogisches be-
fore the inaugural congress met in Warsaw,
and met with their unreserved approval.”

The criticism of Zimmerwald, which was for
Rosa self-scriticism, proves that the revolu-
tionary leader of the German proletariat was
at the end of the war completely in agreement
with the Bolsheviks on the principles of the
International.

* * * ® * ®

Thus the differences of opinion between the
Spartakusbund and Rosa Luxemburg, and the
Bolsheviks at the foundation congress of the
Comintern were not concerned with principles.
Not only the course and results of the world
war, but the ten years development of the
Communist World Party have shown that, in
everything which separated Rosa from Bol-
shevism, Bolshevism was right. Nevertheless
“Luxemburgism,” the ideas of the Sparta-
kists are indissolubly connected with the
origin and development of the International.

L, UXEMBURGISM’’

By “Luxemburgism” we understand; not
only its differences from Leninism, but also
its determined and irreconcilable struggle
against reformism. When over-zealous critics
make short work of “Luxemburgism” by
calling it “left Menshevism,” it indicates an
attitude to the Party’s part which is suited
to anything else rather than to making the
development of the Comintern clear to party
members, and to explaining, with ILeninist
criticism, the revolutionary tradition of the

C.P.G.

What was Lenin’s method? During the
war he sharply criticised the Junius theses,
and demanded the greatest exertion of efforts
towards Marxist development of the young
C.P.G., but he thought it quite unnecessary to
make a mechanical comparison of the develop-
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ment of the party in Russia and Germany, for
the simple reason that it would have helped
the young party neither to examine its past
critically, nor to take that path which was
necessary to transplant Leninism into the life
of the revolutionary fight in Germany. The
fact that Leninism has the uncontested and
incontestable leadership in the revolutionary
world movement is due not only to the
triumph of Bolshevik principles in the Russian
revolution, but also to the special conditions
under which Bolshevik ideology and organisa-
tion grew up in Russia.

“On the other hand, having come into
existence on this granite theoretical founda-
tion, Bolshevism went through fifteen years
(1903-1917) of practical history which, in
fertility of experience, had no equal anywhere
else in the world. In no other country during
those fifteen years was there anything
approximating to such wide revolutionary
experience, such a variety and rapidity of
shifting forms in the movement-—legal and
illegal, peaceful and stormy, open and under-
ground, embracing small circles and large
masses, parliamentary and terrorist. In no
other country, during so short a period of
time, has there been concentrated such a mul-
tiplicity of forms, shades and methods of
struggle, embracing all classes of modern
society. ‘To this it must be added that the
struggle, maturing with particular rapidity
because of the backwardness of the country
and the heavy yoke of Tsarism, assimilated
eagerly and successfully the latest develop-
ments of American and Furopean political
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experience.”
p. 12.)

Between 1903 and 1917 Bolshevism
developed that all-embracing theory, strategy
and tactics of the seizure of power as we
understand it to-day. And that it had to
become the international ideology of the revo-
lutionary proletariat is due to those same
causes adduced by ILenin why the Russian
workers were the first to seize power. Just
as that was no “accident,” but a necessary
result of diverse and unequal capitalist
development, so too, it was no accident that
the formation in Germany of a revolutionary
Party, in Lenin’s sense, took longer than in
Russia, and had to tread, and is still tread-
ing, a more painful and laborious road.

(“Left Wing Communism,”

So, when reviewing the ten years’ history
of the Communist World Party, one must
understand and consider it in its totality.
There are defeats as well as victories, in the
historv of the Comintern. In the critical,
and often agonising process of the birth and
development of the Comintern, there is re-
flected the transformation of the oppressed and
enslaved proletariat into the ruling class of
modern history. FEvery stage in that history
is dear to us, and must be studied carefully
by us and particularly by our younger Party
comrades, so that, in the next stage, we shall
know how to carry out a correct revolutionary
policy. At the foundation of the Comintern
Bolshevism, Lenin, formed the General Staff
of the new army of the proletariat, determined
on victory—Spartakus, Rosa Luxemburg, the
first revolutionary battalion of Western
Europe.
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The Formation of the Communist

International
J. Fineberg

HE historian of the Communist Inter-

national, with all the material and docu-

ments before him, will be able to record
with precision the minor as well as the out-
standing events connected with its inception
and birth. In these few lines I can only recall
from memory the impression I had on the
occasion of these historical events.

Looking back on the past ten years, in the
endeavour to re-establish in my mind the
occurrences of that time, I find that, so
crowded with events has the period been, both
in and around the Communist International,
that its actual inception seems to have receded
into the distant past.

I had the good fortune to attend the meet-
ing at which the decision was made to take
measures for the creation of the Third Com-
munist International. The picture of that
gathering that rises before my mind’s eye is
one shrouded in gloom. One day in January,
1919, I was informed that the meeting would
take place that evening, and was invited to
attend. At the hour appointed I went to the
Kremlin, and was shown into a vast chamber
almost in darkness. In one corner, lit by a
single electric lamp, was a table and some
chairs screened off from the rest of the room
by a rich screen. Out of curiosity I looked
behind the screen, and to my astonishment I
saw a richly emblazoned canopied bed. It
s0 happened that the consultation before the
birth of the Communist International took
place in the royal bedchamber of Nicholas the
Last.

As far as I can recall, there were only four
comrades present at that meeting : Comrades
Lenin, Chicherin, Sirola of Finland and
myself. We drew up to the table in the
corner of the room, and the light from the
single lamp seemed only to deepen the shadows
around us. On the wall over the table hung
the well-known painting of a young girl re-

clining at the mouth of a cave, reading a book
resting on a skull. The whole surroundings
seemed to clothe the proceedings in an atmo-
sphere of mystery and portent. Actually,
there was no particular secrecy about the
matter. A day or two afterwards the decision
was broadcast to the world. The gloom is to
be explained simply by the fact that Moscow
was obliged to economise in electricity in those
days. But having arrived in Russia only a few
months previously, I was still full of impres-
sions of the revolution and somewhat inclined
to take a romantic view of things.

Besides, the matter to be discussed was of
outstanding historical significance. The
Russian proletariat was struggling to consoli-
date its power in the midst of the close ring
of the counter-revolution. Outside of the ring,
in other countries, the proletariat was in re-
volt against the bourgeoisie, whose power had
been shaken. The parties of the Second Inter-
national, having betrayed the proletariat in the
world war, had now openly come out as the
saviours of capitalist society and with their
own hands were massacring the workers in
order to stem the tide of revolution with a
rampart of workers’ bodies. In Germany the
Spartakus-Bund was battling manfully against
the forces of the Butcher Scheidemann; in
Austria the proletariat was in revolt, and
even in England soldiers were in open mutiny.
The Social-Democratic Parties and those sec-
tions of them which had remained loyal to the
principles of international proletarian soli-
darity were floundering in this maelstrom, un-
able to control it.

In these conditions comrade Lenin had come
to the conclusion that the time had arrived
when the work commenced at Zimmerwald and
Kienthal must be completed. The Second
International was completely exposed. The
international proletariat could now have no
doubts that it had joined forces with the in-
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ternational bourgeoisie to crush the prole-
tarian revolution. They must be called upon
once and for all to break with this treacherous
organisation and to unite their forces under
the banner of a new, revolutionary, inter-
national organisation, that would lead them
in the struggle successfully commenced by the
Russian proletariat for the overthrow of the
bourgeoisie.

It was in this sense that comrade Lenin ex-
plained the reasons for convening the meet-
ing. He submitted a draft of the manifesto
to be broadcast to the workers of the world,
and suggested that it be signed by the repre-
sentatives of the Russian Party and of the
sympathetic foreign parties, who were then in
Moscow. After some discussion comrade
Lenin’s proposal was agreed to. At the same
time a draft was accepted of an invitation to
be sent to the parties that were in opposition
to the Second International to attend the in-
augural Congress of the Third Interndtional,
which it was decided at this meeting to con-
vene in Moscow in March.

Although I had no mandate from my party,
the British Socialist Party, to pledge it to the
formation of a new International, nevertheless,
I signed the manifesto in the name of the party
in the conviction that it would approve my
action. After expelling the jingo Hyndman
and his followers, the British Socialist Party
had fought to counteract the war fever among
the working class that was fanned by the bour-
geoisie aided by their social-democratic
lackeys. It had responded to the call of the
revolutionary wing of the Zimmerwald and
Kienthal Conferences, and only the physical
impossibility of sending delegates prevented
it from being represented at these conferences
and supporting the revolutionary wing. On
my departure for Russia it had instructed me
to express its complete solidarity with the
Russian Bolshevik Party. I was convinced
that logically it must endorse my action in
joining its name to this act of initiating the
Third International.

The manifesto and the invitation were broad-
cast by radio, and in Moscow preparations were
proceeded with for the holding of the Inaugural
Congress in March.

Unlike subsequent Congresses, the In-
augural Congress, as far as I can remember,
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took place on, or very near, the appointed
date. But also unlike other Congresses, we
did not expect, nor did we receive, many dele-
gates from abroad. In fact, the only delegates
that I can recall who came directly from
abroad were comrade Eberlein, representing
the Spartakus-Bund, comrade Rutgers, re-
presenting the American Propaganda League
and a section of the Social-Democratic Party
of Holland, and several Finnish comrades.
The other foreign parties represented at the
Congress were represented by members of
those parties then in Moscow.

On the same grounds that prompted me to
sign the invitation to the Congress, I took it
upon myself to represent the British Socialist
Party at the Congress, and subsequent events
proved that I was right in doing so. After
the First Congress the B.S.P. took the initia-
tive in convening a conference of the revolu-
tionary parties and groups in Great Britain
for the purpose of forming a Communist
Party. As the outcome of that conference,
the Communist Party of Great Britain, which
affiliated to the Communist International, was
formed.

The main point of discussion at the March
Congress was the question as to whether that
Congress should indeed be the Inaugural Con-
gress of the Communist International, i.e.,
whether the International should be declared
formed at that Congress, which should be
counted as the First Congress, or whether it
should be regarded merely as a preliminary
conference to discuss the advisability of {from-
ing the Communist International. The
Russian Communist Party, led by Lenin, and
the overwhelming majority of the delegates
present were in favour of the immediate in-
auguration of the International. To the dis-
appointment of all, the representative of the
Spartakus-Bund hesitated to cast his vote in
favour of this proposal without direct instruc-
tions from his organisation, and urged the
postponement of a decision until a future con-
ference. This was a serious obstacle, for the
Spartakus-Bund was, next to the Russian
Communist Party, the largest proletarian or-
ganisation actually engaged in the revolu-
tionary struggle. The newly formed Com-
munist International would be far less in-
fluential without the affiliation of the fighting
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German organisation than if it had it in its
ranks.

Long and earnest were the appeals of the
other delegates to comrade Eberlein to alter
his attitude, but his sense of duty to his or-
ganisation would not permit him to budge from
his position. Lenin’s logic, however, proved to
be more sound and fav-sighted than that of
comrade Eberlein’s. He argued that the
Spartakus-Bund could not fail to join the Com-
munist International if it were formed. He
proposed, therefore, that, notwithstanding
comrade Eberlein’s reservations, the Thirl
International be formally declared established,
firm in the conviction that the Spartakus-Bund
and all other revolutionary proletarian organi-
sations would rally to its banner.

This proposal was carried with acclamation
by the Congress; the Third International was
declared formed, and that gathering was de-
clared to be its First Congress.

Lenin’s forecast of the attitude of the revo-
lutionary proletarian organisation in other
countries towards the Communist International
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soon proved to be correct. A little more than
a year later the Second Congress was held,
and was attended by delegates from all coun-
tries, who, in order to reach Moscow, had to
break through the barbed wire entanglements
with which the bourgeois governments had
blockaded Soviet Russia. More than that, the
flowing tide of revolution that carried these
revolutionary organisations into the Com-
munist International also swept with it the
flotsam and jetsam of the disintegrated Second
International. But the Second Congress put
up a grating in the shape of the Twenty-one
Points to keep out undesirable elements, and
at subsequent Congresses a good comb was
fashioned to comb out such as had managed
to penetrate through the grating.

Since it was formed ten years ago, the Com-
munist International has witnessed many
arrivals and departures with every rise and
fall of the revolutionary tide. But its core,
the revolutionary vanguard of the proletariat,
remains steadfast like a rock on the sure
foundations that Lenin laid.
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Ten Years of the “ Communist
International ”’

'IF celebration of the Comintern is also

the celebration of our journal. In March,

1919, the Communist International was
founded, and on May 1st of the same year
the first number of the “ Communist Inter-
national,” the organ of the E.C.C.1. appeared.
The editorial and publishing offices were in
Smolny, Petrograd, in the one-time centre of
the October, the world revolution. At the
top of our first number there was printed the
manifesto of the inaugural congress of the
Comintern “To the proletariat of the whole
world,” followed by the Executive’s manifesto
on May Day. For this number Lenin wrote
his article, “The Third International; its
place in history,” in which he proclaimed to
the workers of the world, who with hope and
anxiety were watching the Russian revolution,
threatened on all sides by enemies; “as a new
type of State, the Soviet Republic cannot dis-
appear.” Zinoviev wrote on the “ Prospects
of the Proletarian Revolution” ; Maxim Gorki
wrote an enthusiastic article, “ Yesterday and
to-day” ; Rudas on “The Proletarian Revolu-
tion in Hungary.” Besides many other
articles, the first number also contained most
important material on the inaugural congress
and the early activity of the C.I., including
an appeal to the workers and soldiers of all
countries on the Hungarian revolution, greet-
ings to the workers of the Bavarian republic
and letters to the Hungarian and Bavarian
Communists.

In the first years of the Comintern, the
“C.1.” was its only regular publication, and
had therefore to be its theoretical organ and
its vehicle for the publication of Comintern
documents. Until the end of 1924, it appeared
very irregularly. Up to the end of 1923 only
29 numbers had appeared, containing alto-
gether 7,055 pages. During 1924 it was also
found impossible to issue the journal regu-
larly. This began on January 1st, 1925, and
from then the paper appeared regularly every
month, as had been announced in 1921, after
the Third World Congress. The same number

which made this announcement also stated
that, since the world congress had decided
upon a special publication, “International
Press Correspondence,” the “C.1.”” would in
future be devoted only to questions of theory,
tactics, and organisation. The promise made
of the regular publication of the “C.1.”’ was
not then kept, and this was partly due to the
fact that after the appearance of “ Inprecorr”
the “C.I.” was, for a time, pushed rather
into the background. The jubilee number
which appeared on the fifth anniversary of
the Comintern (the double number 31-32 of
1-3-24) and which was partly devoted to
Lenin’s death, contained a number of contri-
butions concerned with the Comintern celebra-
tion (including Zinoviev: The first five years
of the Communist International, Klara Zetkin :
From the International of words to the Inter-
national of deeds ; Sen Katayama : The Comin-
tern and the Far East, Kuusinen: Under
Russia’s Leadership) but nothing, not even a
notice, on the five years existence of the jour-
nal, on its work and tasks.

It was only during the course of the year
1924, so important in the development of the

ommunist movement, and in connection with
the first Trotskyist crisis and the first
right danger in the whole Comintern, which
aroused the first great and lively discussion
on an international scale and indicated the
urgency of the need for firm ideological
leadership, that the necessity for the regular
publication of the “C.I.” was apparent. And
so from 1st January, 1925, it appeared regu-
larly every month. Apart from the twelve
monthly numbers, there was also during that
year a special number “ Problems of the Fast.”

But it soon became evident that even regular
monthly publication was not enough to make
the “C.I.” a really guiding organ of the C.I.
The number of problems, the rapidity of
development, and the necessity for fruitful and
quick discussion and enlightenment was too
great to be met by a monthly journal, and
it was decided to make it a weekly publication.
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This was done in the autumn of 1926. Since
September, 10926, our journal has appeared
weekly in the Russian and German languages,
and fortnightly in English and French.
Weekly publication in the latter two languages
is at present impossible because of the small
circulations.

THE GREAT INCREASE IN COMINTERN
PUBLICATIONS

During the ten years’ existence of the
Comintern and the “C.I.,”” the Communist
movement and the extent of its propaganda
have grown tremendously. To-day the “C.1.”
is by no means the one theoretical organ of
the Communist movement. A number of the
Comintern sections—apart, of course, from
the C.P.S.U.—have their own theoretical
organs, and there are a great many “Com-
munist Reviews” in many countries and ton-
gues. The “Unter dem Banner des Marxis-
mus” (“Under the banner of Marxism”) also
exists, devoted particularly to theoretical
scientific work. But, overlooking this, the
development of our journal from irregularity
to regular weekly publication shows that, al-
though there has been such growth in the
publications of the Comintern, our “C.I.” has
lost none of its importance. On the contrary,
the more the Communist movement progresses,
the more varied and urgent its problems, and
the greater the amount of periodic an! non-
periodic literature, the more necessary grows
the publication of a central organ for the
Comintern, whose task it is to sum up the
experiences of the world Communist move-
ment, to review all its work and to direct it, on
an international scale, along the lines laid
down by the E.C.C.I. In addition, the
Russian edition of our journal has to estab-
lish contact between the Comintern and the
organisations and membership of the C.P.S.U.
The leading role of the Party in the country
of proletarian dictatorship and in the world
party of Communism gives special importance
to this aspect of our journal.

After the Russian, the German edition of
our “C.1.” has the largest circulation. Then,
with a big drop come the French and English
editions. Considering the huge area to be
covered by the English edition, the English
“C.1.” should have a much larger circulation.
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The French edition, too, is used for countries
where French, while not being the national
language, is the one used in connection with
the rest of the world. Greater circulation of
the French, but more particularly of the Eng-
lish edition, is of the greatest importance
from the standpoint of the Comintern’s work
in countries outside Europe. Our circulation
1s still far too “European.” The develop-
ment of the Communist movement in Latin

" America will, within & fairly short time, make

a Spanish edition necessary, which will be
particularly useful as no theoretical Commun-
ist paper is published in the Spanish language.

THE URGENT NEED FOR SYSTEMATIC
CO-OPERATION

Obviously the publication of a journal such
as ours in more languages, and, so to speak,
for the whole world, presents many difficulties.
If it is to be the real organ of the E.C.C.I.
the editors must be the same for all editions,
and must work at the offices of the E.C.C.I.
But editing and printing are done in Moscow,
Berlin, Paris and London. This, in addition
to the long distances to which the “ C.I.” has
to be sent, particularly the English edition,.
gives rise to many great difficulties of a purely
technical nature, which can never be entirely
overcome. This only makes still more neces-
sary the utmost possible support of the Com-
intern sections, not merely by organising an
effective system of circulation, but also by
providing regular, reliable and prompt co-
operation. It is the duty of all Comintern
sections and Party writers to see that the
“C.I.” becomes more international than it is
at present. How useful and necessary it is.
was shown last year on the occasion of the
Fourth World Congress. Both in theoretical
preparation for the Congress, and in working
out its results, our journal did great work,
and supplied extremely useful material on all
questions dealt with at the Congress. All its
work and services in the past prove that, if’
all Comintern sections and all the comrades
concerned were to carry out their duty to our
journal properly, it will remain and improve,
as the central organ of the Comintern, the
leading fighting Leninist journal of the Com-
munist World Party.
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Ten Years of Comintern Publications
M. Krepps

HE years of the peak point of the revolu-

tionary wave, 1919 to 1921, did not leave

a large amount of literature behind them.
Of the far from attractively produced publica-
tions of that period the first place was occupied
by translations from the Russian of State and
Revolution, The Coming Catastrophe and Will
the Bolsheviks Maintain Power? by Lenin,
and later the publications from Smolny, which
made their way with difficulty through the
cordon of enemies. And these constitute the
first slender pamphlets of Bolshevik post-
revolutionary publication in the West.

Only rarely preserved, isolated specimens
are left to remind us of the first attempts of
the press propaganda of the Comintern during
the years of civil war. These quite numerous
brochures, printed largely on cigarette paper
or news paper, and almost on packing paper,
in German, French, English, Czech, Rou-
manian, Greek, Polish and other languages,
-made their way from hand to hand over thou-
sands of miles, by the most unexpected and
tortuous of ways, to those who eagerly awaited
them. And did not many of the comrades in
Britain, France, Italy receive those little
packets of reports and resolutions of the First
and Second Congresses, or the first numbers
of the “Communist International,”” rich in
their content, and printed on fine silk paper
so as to render them easier of concealment?

How great was the demand for literature is
.evident from the fact that State and Revolu-
tion was translated in a very brief period into
all the widely used languages, as also were
the A B C of Communism, the Russian Com-
munist Party Programme, the Constitution of
the R.S.F.S.R. When, in 1922, the larger
parties began to build up their own legal pub-
lications departments, the first books issued
found a wide demand, not only among the
Party members and the working class but also
far beyond their confines. It was not for
nothing that the French edition of the theses
and resolutions of the Third or Fourth Con-

gress of the Comintern were on sale in all the
bourgeois bookshops of North America.

The slogan of ‘“The Struggle for the
Masses’ and the task of organisational and
ideological Bolshevisation demanded that the
Comintern and the C.P.’s of the leading capi-
talist countries should considerably extend
their production of literature and should estab-
lish literary bases for the theoretical education
of Party members.

In 1923 began an unbroken growth of ac-
tivity, both quantitative and qualitative, in the
publication of Communist literature, in spite
of the repressions and obstacles of this or that
social-democratic, democratic, Fascist or
colonial regime.

In its development that growth reflected all
the inequality of development of the Com-
munist and revolutionary movement in various
countries and all the heterogeneous political-
economic and cultural-historic pre-requisites
of the class struggle in thkose countries. In
such countries as Germany, where before the
war social-democracy had built up a rich
Marxist literature, the Communist publishing
companies occupied first place, surpassing the
traditional social-democratic publishers in the
quantity, the realism, the theoretical level and
the make-up of the becks they published. By
occasionally publishing the classic works of
Marx and Engels in a revised and mutilated
form, the social-democratic publishers only pay
tribute to the demands of their own left-wing,
which still pretends to be Marxist. In the
majority of countries the task of supplying the
workers’ movement with propagandist and agi-
tational literature naturally lies entirely on
the shoulders of the Communists.

The unfailing source for the propagandist
activities of the Communist Parties is the con-
tinually growing stream of Marxist-Leninist
scientific research and scientific publication
work, both in the ranks of the larger C.P.’s
and, in particular, in the U.S.S.R., a work
which is profoundly interesting in its char-
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acter and which answers to the primary de-
mands of the international workers’ move-
ment.

The Marx-Engels Institute, the Lenin In-
stitute and the Communist Academy give, and
promise to give much more, valuable material
for translation into the languages of other sec-
tions of the Comintern. Already such a
gigantic enterprise as the international publi-
cation of a complete authoritative edition of
the works of Marx and Engels is in process
of realisation; already translations in four
languages of the thirty volumes of Lenin’s
works, published in Russian by the Lenin
Institute, have seen the light. There is no
doubt that the five-volume collection of Lenin’s
works promised by the Institute will be
quickly translated by the Communist pub-
lishers into the majority of the written
languages.

A selected edition of the works of Marx and
Engels would find widespread distribution,
and the necessity of such a publication has
long since been obvious and has found reflec-
tion in the decisions of the Comintern.

An indication of the certainty of their wide-
spread distribution is found in the result of
the German revolutionary Marxist publishing
company, the Verlag fiir Literatur und
Politik, and the ‘“Marxist Library’’ already
well-known in the International, the first
volume of which was issued at the end of 1926.
Since that date sixteen little books have been
issued, and this library has become a valuable
equipment of every active Communist. Since
the end of 1927 the ‘““Marxist Library’’ has
been published in France, where eight volumes
have been published, and also in Britain,
America and Japan; only very recently have
publishers in Mexico and the Argentine also
begun their publication.

The “Marxist Library’’ is characteristic of
the international level of the Marxist-Leninist
theoretical book. In addition to these, and to
the agitational brochures and works devoted
to special problems of world policy and the
workers’ movement, no small place in the pro-
duction of the Communist publishers is occu-
pied by investigations, reports and reminiscent
impressions devoted to the struggle and the
construction proceeding in Soviet Russia.
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Books throwing light on the problems of the
Comintern, its decisions, and reports of its
Congresses, Plenums--and commissions, are
appearing to a greater or less extent in all the
well-known languages.

Revolutionary novels and memoirs are carv-
ing out a broad highway for themselves.

Translations of the works of Lenin occupy
quite a separate and incomparable place, both
as regards numbers of languages and of
editions and issues.

Naturally the publishers have yet much
work to do in order to give the international
proletariat everything of Lenin’s. There is
still much leeway to be made up in all spheres.

The number of Marxist manuals which have
found or could find international circulation
is quite inadequate. The task of working out
and popularising the basic problems of Lenin-
ism must also be enlarged and developed. The
publication of a series of works commenting
on the programme of the Comintern is en-
tirely a task for the future.

An extraordinarily small amount has been
done so far for the unmasking and the dissec-
tion of social-democracy as the agent of the
bourgeoisie and a most dangerous ememy of
the coming proletarian revolution.

The publication of a series of works devoted
to an analysis of the present condition of capi-
talism is a task of moment.

One of the big tasks of immediate import-
ance is that of making the masses of the C.P.’s
familiar with and fixing their attention on
colonial problems. The same has to be said
of the task of continually illuminating the
threatening danger of war.

If there are not a few tasks awaiting the
Comintern in the direction of enlarging the
character of the productions of the Communist
publishers, the number in the field of distribu-
tion is still more considerable.

In the work of distributing their produc-
tions, the bourgeois ideologists, literateurs and
publishers exploit, first and foremost, expert
advertising. In the work of distributing Com-
munist propagandist literature the chief
weapon is the Party organisation and the entire
Party mass with its immediate environment.
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Our task is not only to learn to publish
well and to publish what is most necessary,
but also to ensure its wide distribution. In
essence, together with the successes in the
task of strengthening the organisational basis
of the Party, in the task of winning the trade
unions and attracting the unorganised into
active struggle, a good test of the degree of
Bolshevisation of this or that Party is the level
of its achievements in distributing propa-
gandist literature.

Reasons of space prevent one from citing
concrete figures, but we can say that in the
distribution of propaganda literature Germany
holds first place. In that country the Party
has succeeded in creating reasonably good
machinery and the attention of the Party
masses is sufficiently fixed on the necessity of
constant theoretical study and on the task of
agitation among the non-Party masses with
the aid of press material.

The situation is otherwise in France, where,
despite the existence of well-organised publish-
ing firms, the Party has not succeeded in ap-
preciably extending the distribution of litera-
ture. For the purpose of comparison it is
worth mentioning that the Communist publish-
ing firm of the Italian emigrés, also estab-
lished in France, distributes its literature with
much greater success. Whilst it is true that
the French worker takes a different attitude
towards books from that of the German
worker, the fact that the Italians succeed in
distributing books in France much more than
do the French themselves hardly testifies to
the ability of the French Communists to make
use of their Party literature and to carry out
propaganda on its behalf.

Of the Anglo-Saxon world one can only say
that whilst during the last two years consider-
able successes have been registered by the
Communist Marxist publishing firms in
Britain, and especially in the United States,
in regard to the distribution of literature one
very considerable defect has to be put to their
debit : the inability (especially of the British)
to pass beyond the bounds of their own
country, to penetrate into the corners of the
colonies and to pour books into the dominions.

One has but to mention that only single
copies, not only of Comintern literature, but
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cf theoretical literature generally, find their
way into Canada, South Africa, Australia,
New Zealand and India. It was not without
reason that the Communists in Johannesburg
decided not to send a comrade in prison the
British edition of ‘“Materialism and Empirio-
criticism.”” They were afraid to risk it ; there
was only one copy in the whole of South
Africa. Even though this may be an exag-
geration, it is quite a probability.

The situation is considerably more difficult
in those sections of the Comintern which have
been completely driven underground by the
Fascist regime. None the less, certain of these
sections have given splendid examples of
ability to combine legal and illegal possibili-
ties and tackle the problems of widespread dis-
tribution and successful publication of mass
propagandist literature.

The colonial and semi-colonial countries are
quite a new sphere, and a very fruitful one.
Here the neglect of propaganda in the colonial
countries, which was the Second Inter-
national’s glittering ‘‘virtue,”” has had heavy
consequences. During the past year, the de-
mand from the colonies and semi-colonies for
ted books has grown appreciably; the bour-
geois and petty-bourgeois intelligentsia of
India, and of Japan even considerably earlier,
the national intelligentsia of the Arabian Fast
are all demonstrating increased interest in
Marxism and Leninism, the U.S.S.R. and the
Comintern. Of course, the influence of the
Chinese revolution and also the wave of eman-
cipation movements of the Arab peoples, as
aiso the growth of the revolutionary movement
in India, all have their share in this. 'The
Japanese publishers are issuing—it is true, in
a form badly emasculated by the censor—
literally everything which the large-scale
left-wing publishers in Europe are putting
out. In this respect Japan comes before China,
which has now lost much of the funds of pro-
pagandist literature which were so plentiful
during the Wuhan and Canton periods. None
the less, despite the ferocity of the Kuomin-
tang reaction, Communist books are still multi-
plying in China.

The intelligentsia of India are using litera-
ture in English, and the C.P. has so far been
too weak to create literature comprehensible to
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the masses of workers and peasants in even a
tew of the innumerable tongues which those
masses speak. The Communist Party of India
is now endeavouring to fill this breach, having
instructed a number of comrades to enrich the
native languages with an adequate termin-
clogy and to translate the chief productions of
Marxist literature and the most important
documents of the international Communist
movement into those languages.

The situation is approximately the same in
the East, where the sole published edition of
Lenin in Arabian has been a translation of
State and Revolution, issued by the Wafd

. publishing firm in Egypt in a translation
which is brilliant as literature, but inaccurate
as a translation. The publishing problem of
the Arabian Fast is rendered more complicated
by the fact that although there is a single
Arabian literary script, it is accessible only to
the educated sections of the population, as the
masses of the various Arabian countries speak
separate dialects which are very distinct one
trom another. Here, as in India and Indo-
nesia, as in South America and Mongolia, as
also essentially even in certain European coun-
tries, the task consists not only in enriching
the languages and translating into them the
18th Brumaire of Marx or the Programme of
the Comintern, but also in the parties them-
selves creating divisions of their own popular-
isers, agitators and propagandists, who have
been leavened with the yeast of revolutionary
Marxist and Bolshevik literature, and who
have to create, and are already partiallv
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creating, an idiomatic literature for the
masses. There are still few such workers in
the parties, especially in the colonial and semi-
colonial countries, too few mass propagandists
who know Arabian or Spanish, Malayan or
Mongolian, and can talk to the masses or write
for the masses on their most urgent problems
in. the language of Marx and Lenin, the lan-
guage of the Comintern.

But the sources are not exhausted, all the
forces are not mobilised, the possibilities of
those cadres of theoreticians, propagandists
and literateurs which the Comintern already
has at its disposition and which every day has
fresh forces added to them are by no means
fully exploited.

One of our most important tasks is to
karness all our forces, which are growing up
every day in the theoretical and practical
school, to know how to find within every party
such books and such authors as can be ex-
ploited internationally, to compensate for the
comparative scarcity of proletarian intellectual
workers (writers, artists, translators, etc.) by
their international exploitation, to assemble
them around the agitation and propaganda
committees, and publishing firms, to organise
their work.

Another of the many vital tasks-of inter-
national and national Communist publishing
activity is to afford systematic assistance to
the Communist publishing firms of all the
world, and to conduce to their more active par-
ticipation in the work of preparing the Com-
munist Parties for the forthcoming battles.
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