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ecomrades are nol aware that comrade Serrati was compelled to

confess here at the last ress that he was in the wrong

in Livorno and that the Cominiern was right. Should the

Norwegian comrades maintain their present attitude, the evenis
« which happened in Ialy will be repeated in Norway.

; Hoeglund (Sweden)

Comrade Radek wanted me to substantiate my criticism of
i the, attitude of the Exeeutive u Scandinavian questions, and
1-am going to gratify his wish. We recognise that certain mistakes
had been made in the Norwegian situation by both sides, which
called for intervention by the Executive. The mistakes of the
past and present Executive may be summarised as follows:

1. Expulsion of Lain, chairman of the Norwegian Trade
Union Executive.

2. Publication of the first letter of the. Executive to the
| Party Executive was first made in the Pravda, and the Norwegian
| Party it only alter it had already been published in the
Sozialdemokraten, which had reprinted it from the Pravda for
demagogic purposes,

3. The second letier of the Fxecutive, of the 22ud. Sep-
Qbﬂ, was drawn up without either consulting or wegotiating

i

th the Norwegian Party Executive.
4. The so-called magazine articles by comrade Tranmael
; were represented as !bou%h he was in favour of organic fusion
with the right wing socialists, which was not the case,

5. The second letter so sharply and scathingly attacked
the Tranmael following that it really aggravated the conflict
instead of allaying it

6. It was a misiake when the Executive appointed a
wepresentative of the Norwegian Party minority fo a seat upon
the Executive,

7. Comrade Bucharin preferred grave charges against
the Mot-Dag group, pointing to fascist tendencies of some
sndividual parts of-this group. Then again, Comrade Shatzkin
in the Klassenkampen mcited the Communist Youth against the
Party, altbough the Norwegian Party strife was declared liqui-
dlta{ at the last Party Congress. In the Danish question if was
a mistake 10 negotiate with the semi-anarchist “putschists” who
‘ had committed a grave breach of discipline. Finall‘y, Comrades
1 Hellberg afid Ernst Christiansen were expelled, a\hough they
‘ had rendered great services to the International in hard times.
Comrade Hoeglund went on to deal with the comments ol Radek
and Bucharin on his article “Religion and Communism”, poin-
#ing out that he was not against tional work in this matter,
but he merely wished to prevent any blunt anti-religious propa-
ganda detrimental to the Party, in order not fo estrange the honest
religious workers and peasants. He believed that in spite of
everything the discussion has shown unity upom the principal

questions.
Laursen (Denmark)

Coiunrade Hoeglund seems to resent the fact that the E. C.
acled as mediator in the Danish Party dispute, The attitude of
the Executive was correct. At that time it would have been
possible to reestablish a united communist organisation in Den-
Sbeacies: Abler . Tejeiion of it proposa] 1o medise, e

its proposal to iate,
ched the Danish Party and demanded
seftled at any cost. When the Executive

made by the Scandinavi Couuiuion.itdedd::me'fem tl
vian
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which was appointed by the Enlarged Executive, we will once
more do.our utmost 1o bring about the unification of all the
Communist elements in Denmark. However, we are juslihed mn
expecting that all our Scandinavian brother Parties will do their
utmost 1o bring about such a unification.

Aoki (lapan)

In Comrade Zinoviev's references to the Japanese movement
he expressed the opinion that a legal political labour party should
be lormed. The Japanese comrades were not afraid of persecution
or imprisonment, They had put up with suppression for the
last thirteen years. But in his opinion it would be premature to
fcrm a iegal political party., They needed the support and syni
pathy of the militant elements among the working class.  These
elements were indifferent to politics. They were inexperienced and
had a narrow outlook on politics. FEven the present leaders of
the Yuaikai were losing their influence because of their reformist
tendencies.  Should we form a party at the risk of losing the
militant elemenis of the working class? The syndicalist workers
were opposed to the communisis merely because they were poli-
deal, I
least for somie years,

Tranmael (Norway)

When considering the differences between the Nor.
wegian Party and the International it was necessary
to take into account the structure and {raditions of the
Party. It was organised 36 years ago mainly as a federation of
Trade Unions without definite political opinions or socialist
aims. Its radicalisation into a Socialist Party and finally into
a Comumunist Party has been a long process. Its transformation
mto a Communist Party had begun long before its affiliation to
the Third International. _‘,

On the question of the United Froni, the situation in Nor-
way is rather different than is the case in most other countries.
Four-fifths of the workers follow the Communist Party, and
those who are influenced by the social democrats can be reached
through the Trade Unions. Under the circumstances, our appeal
to the Social Democratic leaders would only serve to strenghten
that Party,

The second letter of the Comintern was also sent without
previous discussion with the Party Executive and was based upon
mcorrect and incomplete information,

The Fourth Congress decided upon a sharpening of centra-
lisation. This was serious for a Party with the traditions of the
Norwegian Party, especially in view of the experience they
already had of the manner in which is was likely to be carried
out. The Executive Committee made some concessions and there
was no doubt that it had, in some measure, altered its views in
vegard to the questions at issue, among those the time required
for reorganizing the Party. There was, after our Congress,
reason o believe that the conflict was over. But the strife was
again opened by the article by Schatzkin, reprinted in Norway,
siating that if the choice rose between the Executive Committee
of the Party and the International, the choice would be with the
International. Such remarks pre-supposes that the strife js still
fo continue. Zinoviev's speech at this meeting also gives us
reason to fear that the conflict has again row

There is strife in the Trade Unions which the socialists are
exploiting, There are also proclaimed large strikes, and lockouts.
It would, under these circumstances, be folly to induce the Trade
Unions at this particular time to send a delegation to the Cou-
ference of the Profintern,

they formed a party they would suffer great loss, at
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The Enlargéed Executive
Fourith Day of Session

June 15, 1923,

The session opened at mid-day. Comrade Boeitcher was
o the chair. A statement was read by Comrade Schatzkin in
vhich amongst other things it was said: My article was printed
o the juﬁeadmurmionale and was reprinted without my know-
ledge in Klassenkampen. The article criticised the resolutions of
lhe Norwegian Party which were o to the decisions of the
Fourth Congress, and it furthermore stated that the Norwegi
Young Communists were entitled and even bound in the disputed
uestions to give preference to the decisions of the Communist
nfernational rather than to the majority of two votes of the
Party Congress.
_The Chairman then called on Comrade Zigoviev to reply fo the
discussion.

Concluding speech of Comrade
Zinoviev

“Hoeglund complained that in my speech I overlooked a great
deal. That was omly natural. \W); have 50 Parties and there
ire so many problems to be discussed. It was not my intention
lo give a catalogue but only to deal with the most important
matters. And of course there was also a written report distributed.
Wh{ did Hoeglund raise his criticism? Because he would have
prelerred if 1 had not dealt quite so much with the Scandinavian
questions. But it was these very questions that were most im-
portant. The discussion on religion will prove to have been
useful. Hoeglund is now putting the best face he can on the
matter: he says he is satiesfied, he had won the argument. It
would appear that we were proposing a grand campaign against
religion. It is not we who are conducting a campaign but the
bourgeoisie who are attacking us because we have presumed fo
punish counter-revolutionary priests, We know very well that
' Germany, in Enil:nd and in Ireland, there are broad sections
of the proletariat who are still religi At the Fourth Congress,
ari out of the debate on the Workers’ Government, we de-

to co-operate even with istian
not stand in need of instruction. But
to adopt a different policy toward ion
And not on the question of religion alone.
our Russian Party are undertaken; in
the Communist Parties have not yet come
necessary 1o adopt suuh drastic measures,

who are still religious bej

was no question of a

Hoeglund complains that I criticised him without quotin,
him. 1 ﬁlhﬂt, so to speak, out of friendliness, but 1 lhgll nO\‘v .
quote a passage of his article which involved a question of
principle. Hoeglund writes:

) “The Party is not concerned whether certain Conunu-
mists carry on religious or anti-religious propaganda. As a
Party, we demand only that our mer ouﬁ adhere to our
political program and our statutes.”

This point of view is wrong. Lenin, as early as 1905, bluntly
stated that religion as far as the State was concerned, was a private
matter, but not as far as the Party was concerned. Our Party
cannot be indifferent {o religious questions., We must demand of
our members something more than the acceptance of our political
program and statutes; we must demand what Lenin demanded,—a
scientific outlook. Was Lenin in favour of a sect? He has aroused

reater masses than Hoglund has, not only in Russia, but
throughout the world. The Communist Party, as a party, says
what Marx said, that religion is an opiate for the peop{e. 6(
course, it is very important how your anti-religious propaganda
is conducted, whether it is done shrewdly or crudely; but
Héglund did not put it this way. He merely says that the Social-
democrats will exploit our discussions. Unfortunately, we have
to take that risk, but Hoglund must not forget that the Social-
democrats will also exploit his article against us. 1 therefore
repeat that we are prepared to co-operate with any honest
religious worker; we have no intentions of starting’ a grand
campaign against religion. We hold with Lenin and Marx, but
we expect that the work of education should be carried on in a
reasonable manner. ’

Passing {o the Norwegian question, 1 must admit that
Falk and Tranmael spoke in a very comradely manner. I note
their desire that an understanding should be reached. But we
must not overlook the facts. In 1921 we were already engaged
in conflict with the Norwegian Party. Two years later the
Central Committee decided to leave the' Communist Internaffonal
These are very serious facts. The Communist International is
not :r:d"gl%et' mn,‘ tht:ou wl:‘ich one can pass in and out, but
a sa ing fraternity, whose members are bound together
for life and death.

Hoglund defended the periodical “Mot Dag”. H
demands tweshouldbelg;:lltotheN &f“u'ﬁ'c%
gleoune.weumtbeloaltomudu,bptm
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Party, although he has never bees a The

reproach rebounds upos fhe Norwegian comrades, since Kaj
was the editor of theTﬂﬂ . Comrade Tr&’d.

\ ! paper.
:':Iys, only give us fime and all will be well. Yes, that is right.

We are reproached with haviag -:c‘l 2“ from the

e mugl give them Gime Bul these ase questions that have
not sprung wp over night. Three years el before the name
of the chief party paper, the “Sozial ten” was changed
to the ‘“‘Arbeiderbladed”’, amd before the reorganisation of the
Party was begun. Schatzkie is ight whea he says that
it is the duty of the Yommg 2 o submit to

the discipline of the Inlermastional We -ndg‘:bjm to the
contemptuous manmer im which the Youth Movement was referred
:o. The Yonh‘:oun:mt is I;e l?eslldsc:clion of the Communist
njernafional; is a8 be becamse

heralds of the future. . .

Hoghlond has accused us of being dis . It is mot he
whoddendndhdg'-c&uhdisloya.bumdomtc
[ ce of the 21 points breaks it. It is disloyally when the
P refaing elements in its midst who its di He
reproaches us with the case of Liau: but Lian appeared at Genoa

Burean. We demanded his exclusion frem the Parly, but it ed
out that e had gene there sot on Mis owx imitiafive bui af th
reques! of the Central Committee of the Parly, He dn;
us with hangadwmnithout hvmim ed

1s not our if we did not disowss matters with this repsesen-
tative of the Party, _ —

He reproaches us of having unjustly criticised the action
the Parliamentary fraction. But 'j_-'cr_'. h:em:
this reproach. Hoglund says it was an error 1o have appomied
Schefflo and not Mayer as representative of the majorily. But
Mayer is only a recent member of the Pasty. l& of the
Executive of the Communist Internationa) must be comrades
who personify the movement, He further complains that Bucharin

the Tniermational and their excomtion should be leff to the
dividual parties. And this comes from a SocialDemocrat. We
‘mm-im‘“bnr_:lﬁhﬁ(h&".‘ q-u.
a Party, or a
merely ﬁuﬂhﬂy?*'l;-.h,wy ,“um:
imteraational ft ve mof in
local questioms: uol'-\mlhdwﬁ-?nﬁ
“wﬂ—ﬂﬁuud&dﬂ
coutrally. reproaches ws with dealing with the Danish
=H-Muuhm-&dybur8m-
1 comrades. lﬂb“mm. itis
his right to draw onr #o woorrect conclusions, so fhat
they may be correcied: but he is wrowg when he invites the
encamics of the Communist lsternational o his That
is disloyal. We shall do all in our power {0 come o an wnder-
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One would have belleved that the questions of unemploy.

tuent and of the
sulficient occupali

and of the trade unions would have offered
The coatrast of manoeuvres and positive

aims, as made by Comrade Zapotocky, is mistaken. The ma.

uwoeuvres are undertaken solely to prepare for positive aims,

The news comes from Bulgeria that Stambolisky is pre-

paring for a counterblow and that in Plevna, the Communisis
would have made an uprising, but (hat the Central Committee of
the Communist Party opposed it. If this news is true, it was a
serious error. Now we musl ally ourselves with the accursed

The Bol

shevisty fought with Kerensky against

Koruilov. The Bulgar.an Party has the accumulation of 25 year
- - . - - o s
behind it; il must now show whether this was an accumulation
of Communist energy. There are now three possib:lities 1
Balgaria: The party can enter into the fight, in which case

it might become a fight for a Workers’ an

Peasants’ Govern.

ment. I the an oes not fight, and the present governmecat

siands, thea the b

of the Party is at slake or the rot will set

in, The third aliernative 15 that the Central Commitiee of the
Party remains inactive but that the rank and file are drawn
inlo the struggle. This will lead 10 8 split. We are far away
from the source; we cam give no lead from here. But we must

draw the atiention of the

sarian Party to the dangers.

Returning o the question of the Workers’ and Peacaats’

Government, it has flo

subject is wfru( that it is

the slogan.

noted that the unanimily om ths
now pessible 19 proceed 1o announce
observed justly that the new siogan me=ant

no petty parlamentary coalition with so-called peacant parfies,
that in reality are bourgeois parties, but that we must approach

the peasant masses.

What the mational socialist paper “Das Gewissen” writes
about the German Communist Party is the greatest complim:at
to the latter. The Germanm C.P. is not national st in the ordinary
mog 'lhtmlvord; but i‘lhis important that a section of the

ousie now see that 1t is a party that is turn'ng to
the whole population ef the counyry. 'l'lhis {s a greal Sucr'sg'; it
shows that the party does noi conceive the cliss war in {00
narrow a sense. The German C.P. is a class party, but
the semse of its being a revolutionary party on lhe eve of the

Episodes still
i lb:’

is indubitable,

u!lhubulldku&l:hery I ouly say thal we must not

it is
be a ceremonial Isternationa

ar:se, but the issue of the struggle
the Second International:

The most pecent event in the labour movemaat fhe alliance
between the transport workers of the two trade union inter-
proves that the balance of forces

vour. isive eveals may siill occur belore the

m&ngrea:eeh. Let our eyes be keen, our tands firm,

It us be true

laternati

and oar success is coriaia.

At the conclusion of Zinoviev's speech the chairman read

s

ing declaration from ihe secretary of the Swed sh Com-
y Comrade Strtm. * ¢ -

“To avoid misunderstanding, we hereby declare that
telegrams of greeting and also mvilations to the Swedish

Parties.”

Ewert (Germany)

made the following declaration:

were duly sent to both Danish Cuamunist

subscribed o it: France, Bulgaria,
Holland, Austria, Swiizerland and German
delegation, moreover, has iniroduced tioms om
the question of the “Moi-Da group tions of the
Norwegian Party o niernational, bave been
supporied by the British delegates. resolution
:lzeﬂ:&h&hrg Executi tendencies
“Moi-Da as absolu i
R e
i Comumni
towards iis relationsh iphml:ea- MM
as wrong and harminl” 3
the name of the Russian Zinoview
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mission which should come to an understanding with the Nor-
wegian comrades.

It was upapimously decided to hand the resolutions to the
Commission.

Speech of Comrade Radek
on the World Political Situation

New Phenomena have appeared in world politics since
the last ( ongress. The situation has chanFed in many respects.
1t is our dufy to draw the necessary tactical conclusions. .

Lord Curzon called the Communist International a mischie-
vous organisation, presamably because it concerns itself with
questions of world politics. We have not studied world political
questions at Eton College. We, as the objects of world politics,
studied wor d political questions in the school of bitter experience.
It may be we have not studied sufficiently, and that would be
bad. Ii we are to be successful we must have an exact know-
ledge of the world situation.

The first important fact during the last six months is the
Anglo-American pact on the question of England’s debts. The
second was the occupation of the Ruhr. The third, the Lausanne
Conference, where on the question of Turkey, England and
France exchanged parts. The fourth fact is the Anglo-Russian
conflict, and the fifth, the liquidation of the Washington Treaty
on the Far East.

All these facts are closely connected. Lloyd George also

posed an arrangement on the question of the debts acmrdi;f
to which the burden of France was to be considerably diminished,
but in return for which France was to reduce her armaments
and her reparations demands on Germany. Had this proposal
been adopted, it would have eased the struggle for the hegemony
of Europe. A reduction of the burden of reparations would have
increased the purchasing power of Germany and with the enlive-
ning of trade relations beiween Germany and England, adecrease
of unemployment in England, which is costing the State
£100,000,000 annually, would have resulted.

Furthermore Lloyd George wished to draw Russia into
werld commerce as a capitalist state. Russia was to have re-
nounced Socialist reconstruction and pay her former debts. This
in practice would have led to her morigaging her railways and
harbours. Had the plan of Lloyd George succeeded, it would
have led to the restoration of European capitalism. It was a

reat idea, the only defect of which was that, like Ario’s horse,
ft was dcad. Lloyd George had counted without America and
without Russia. America did not intend to mix herself up with
European affairs, and that is quite understandable. Since the
beginning of the war she has doubled her output of steel and
more than doubled her wheat area. America feels no necessity
for intervening in European politics. Nevertheless there were
circles who believed in intervention. The farmers were very an-
xious 1o export their products to Europe, and certain banks were
very anxious to finance the export.

But owing to the prevai ingegros rity in America, the in-
fluence of this group was minimized. America was more concer-
ned with Eastern Asia than with Europe. American capital
feared the revolutionary situation in the old world. On the other
hand, Eastern Asia réndered an alliance between England and
America impossible. Furthermore, England and America were
competitors for sea power. In a struggle between America and
England, France might become the ally of America. Therefore
at Washington, in spite of the great talk about disarmament, no
measures were adopted against the French armaments.

Lloyd George’s plan revealed a slight error. He believed the
new economic policy was a parachute with the aid of which we
intended to lower ourselves to earth. We were prepared to make
concessions for the sake of credits, but we were not prepared to
hand over either our railways or our heavy industries to capital.
At Genoa Lloyd George threatened that if we rejected
his plans, and thereby made them impossible, we should lose our
best friend. We, however, said to ourselves, God save us from
our friends; with our enemies we know how to deal,

If one method will not do, we will try another, thought our
enemies, and they changed their attitude towards Russia. Baldwih
concluded the financial l&reemmt with America on the question
oi the debts. On the subject of this agreement Lloyd George
wrote that England experienced a cold shiver at the thought that
for sixty years it will have to. pay about 600,000,000 gold marks
annually,” Ten per cent of the revenue from taxation would have
to be devoted fo paying the debts to the-Allies. The attempt at
ra e lo;d with lmcrntk was l:atot theuwonly r'uult' c;ut the

Oeo;gc. brought up uestion o ure
rdﬂomhla with France, Speaking mili , England had
ceased fo be an island. It consists now of nothing but Achilles’

same time the 'opﬁmmaumm’
mummh other words. the Petlura hands,

heels owing to the overwhelming superiority of the French
aerial forces. This disadvantage, England is seeking to balance
by other means. )

At the Paris Conference, England made a proposal on the
question of reparations which it is true was not worse than the
French plan, but which made no meution of gurantees. England’s
plan was a gigantic piece of provocation. She knew that she was
not in a position to defeat French imperialism, and there’ore plan-
ned to break its neck against the wall of German opposition. While
the British Government in England was declaring its neulrality
on the question of the Rubr conflict, the British imbassador in
Berlin, Lord D’'Avernon, was encouraging the German. bour-
geoisie to resist with the promise that England would assist Ger-
many at the critical moment, England speculated that after Poin-
caré had run his head against the resistance of the German miners
and the Germany bourgeoisie, the turn of the iron and the coal
trusts would come, at which point English capital would have an
important part to play. This plan was nullilied by the German
bourgeoisie itself. Events in the Ruhr proved that the bourgeoisie
is nol only not in a position to rebuild capitalism, but that the
defeated bourgeoisie is not able to subordinate its own individual
inferest to its class interest. Owing fo the colossal support given
by the German Government o the Ruhr capitalists, which was used
by them for monstrous speculations, the dollar which at the outset of
the Ruhr occupation stood at 7,000 marks, rose to 99.000 marks.
Resistance was thereby broken.

Prices are rising so high that the workers ought to receive
wages many times higher that they receive now. Nevertheless the
German Government demanded a reduction of wages and in order
to dam the strike wave that was spreading over the whole of the
Ruhr and the whole of Germany, Lutterbeck, the German, appealed
to the French General Degoutte for assistance 1o break the resis-
tance of the German proletariat. When 14 days afler this incident
Cuno declared that the German resistance on the Ruhr was broken,
it implied a “restitutio in integrum” which notoriously never suc-
ceeds. The German bourgeoisie were willing to capitulate on the
backs of the proletariat. The German heavy industry proposed
that an annual payment of 500,000,000 gold marks be m for
reparations, which they would gurantee on the condition that the
8-hour day was abolished, that the railways were handed over, the
repeal of the Tenants' Protection Law, and free exports. These
roims imply nothing more than that the German workers failed
o conliscate the capital of the bourgeoisie, but that the bourgeoisie
will confiscate in the literal sense ol the word all the capital cf the
State. Poincaré's victory on the Ruhr is not formally complete.
The German bourgeoisie who let loose the hounds of nationalism
against the comununists find that they have released a spirit which
they cannot now control. It endeavoured to thrust the responsi-
bility for the collapse in the Rubr on the Communists, but the
German Party kept its head and did not permit themselves to be
provoked by this manoeuvre.

The occupation of the Ruhr by France was directed not
only against the German bourgeoisie, but also against the British.
As a consequence of the struggle in the Ruhr, Germany has been
thrown back economically for many years. For England it implies
that its mosi important customer has been rendered incapable of
buying for many years. Consequently, for many years Central
Europe will be so disturbed that it cannot be regarded as a market
for the disposal of goods. The only outlet therefore is the colonies,
and it was this that the Curzon Note to Soviet Russia expressed.
It is remarkable that on the very same day a Note was handd to
Germany in which the British Government called upon Germany
to pay the reparations sum demanded by France. At the first

lance it would appear to be madness to make both Germany and
ﬁussia enemies, but there was method in this madness. Britain
was prepared 10 surrender Germany to France, in return for which
France was 1o be set againsi Soviet Russia? On the one hand it
was the failure of the Lloyd George plan, on the other the develop-
ment of affairs in Russia and the East. Lloyd George, whose
hopes of a Russian capitulation, had, in spite of the civil war and
the famine, been dashed, found himself also deceived in his expecta-
tions of the results of the new economic policy. Instead of bringing
a return of capitalsm. NEP. only strengthened the existing regime.
Russia was able to export grain, and given a favourable harvest,
she will be in a _?osilion to export grain to the value of 150,000,000
Eold roubles. This will bring about a revival of the light and

QIV{ industries, which in turn will consolidate the oountr{. The
developments in the East are also strengthening the nosition of
Soviet Russia. In this England sees a threaf to her communica-
tions with the colonies, and .therefore Cdtzon counied u‘pon
bringing Soviet Russia 10 her knees now belore if was foo late.
All the Western States were fo renounce their relations with
Russia; Russia was fo be isolated from the sources of
currency and to be subjecied to a new economic blockade, At
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SR’s and the Georgian Mensheviks were {o be induced by British
goid to unleash civil war in Russia. British Xohcy counted also-
uson a Polish war against Soviet Russia. Anolher faclor was
the speculation uga the illwess of Comrade Lenin. But England
coun.ed without 25 years' hislory of our party. An American
journalist, who came from London, and whom I asked why Cur-
zon wan'ed war with Soviel Russia, replied: Curzon wantis to test
how strong you are without Lenin!

We did not give the ussoue these people expected. The
Government of Workers' and Peasanis’ does not want war, but
it il is forced into war, it will see to it that the Soviet Government
is maintained with a minimum of sacrifice. Throughout all the
speculations, Curzon forgot one side—the Russian side. He com-
mitled a similar error in'India. He was the unwilling founder of
the National Movemunt in India and was obliged to leave the
country like a man whose political back was broken. In Russia,
where the working class is in power, national consciouness is a
part of the dictalorship, Mirbach and General Hoflmann were
the fathers of this national movement when they forced the Peace
of Brest Lilovsk upon Russia. And Curzon, with his noles, is

iaying a similar role. We will see 10 it that these noles are
ranslated into popular Russian and brought fo the notice of every
worker and peasant.

Curzon is also underestimaling the situation in the Fast
The peoples of the East know that the Russian representative, Com.
rade Vorovsky, fell in the fight for their emancipation and that we

e what we always were.

~JLord Curzon wanted a break with Soviet Russia. but he
did not dare to enforce it because not only was the resistance
of the Labour Party and the liberals too great., but also be-
cause there was considerable opposition to such a step in the
ranks of the Conservative Party,

The first act is at an end: but the new act Is about to
commence. The disruption of capitalism in Europe is proce-
eding. The only power which knows what it wants in this
situation s the first Proletarian and Peasant Government

Russia is not the only enemy of England. It has another
encmy in the wprising Mohammedan World whioh finds a
rallving point in the Turkish State, Therefore England
thought to throttle Turkey also by setting Greece against her.
Her speculations failed and the Greeks were beaten. Fngland
then adopted the policy of Lord Beaconsfield: war with Russia
and peace with Turkey, Turkey is too weak to win back
the territories England deprived her of, and therefore the
attempt was made to make Turkey a friend in order eventu-
ally to play her off against Soviet Russia. Hence, too, the
sudden change of front at the Lausanne Conference. The
Conierence ended by France becoming the enemv and Lord
Curzon the friend of Islam. But here. too. Lord Curzon made
a serious error. During recent years important social diffe-
rences have arisen in Turkey. Soviet Russia supported the
revolution in Turkey not from confidence in any Pasha who
called himself the Peoples' Commissary, and sent a telegram
to Lenin, but from the conviction that the interests of the
Russian peasant were in conformity with the interests af the
Turkish peasantry, The result ¥s that the mass of the Turkish
population regard Russia not as an enemy, but as the only
vower whioh supported it in difficult times,

I must say a few words about the situation in the Far
East, The Washington Treaty was intended to be the basis
for the relations of power there, Russia was not recognized
as a Great Power and was not Invited because It was not
interested in the Far East. Since then, we have marched into
Viadivostok. Meanwhile, the Washington Treaty was con-
cluded. It fixed a certain nuwmber of dreadnoughts for each
of the participating powers. England, America. and Japan.

Japan understood that this was meant to crush her and
although she submitted. she changed bher strategic olan and
counted upon the construction of last cruisers and sub-marines,
This provoked counter measures on the part of America and
England. America responded by an extensive scheme for the
construction oi fast cruisers and submarines, while England,
who saw her base in Hongkong menaced, built a great har-
bour in Singapore. This situation renders lapan to a great
extent dependent upon Soviet Russia. She absolutely requires
peace and good relations with Soviet Russia in order to leave
her hands free against America.

What conclusions are to be drawn from this analysis?
Firstly, the famous reconstruction of Europe has given place
to a trust for the dostruction of Europe, We are able today
to perceive the great lines of cleavage which will batter the
whole world. i today reconstruction takes place, it is only
coniined to certain regions, as in America and England. where
capitalism is experiencing a temporarv revival. The oM
continent, however, is faced with new conflicts. The magni-
tude of the budgets for military expenditures Is today far
larger than before the war and consequently the danwer of
war is greater than in 1914,

Secondly, th: only oroletarian power in the world |s
oday in a position of great danger solely because it is
stronger than ever before and because the hopes of counter-
revolution are bein shattered. Lausanne and Curzon are the
danger signals, We shall not allow oursclves to be defeated,
but it will depend upon you whether this new attack upon
Soviet Russia Is to be the signal for the attack of the prole-
tariat against capitalism.

Thirdly, the German working class is in a perilous situation
and with it the German revolution,

The need of the German workers ks so great that the
admonition, “comrades, don’t allow yourselves to be provoked"”
is not sufficient. They will be forced to fizght. Since Germany
Is a colony for French exploitation, and since it is impossible
to exploit a territory where revolutied reigns, the German
proletariat will have to fight not only against German Fascism,
but also against French Impertalism. It is the task of our
l"rencl; comrades to help our German comrades in this terrible
strugzle.

Fourthly, the revolutionary movement in the Orient is in
danger, We have only just recently heard the news that in
Teheran the National semi-Democratic Government has been
overthrown and replaced by Anglophile elements. In Turkev
also, the elements who ar%_anxinus for an acreement with
the Entenie are also the bitierest opponents of communism.
The attention of our English Party must be directed to this
question,

During the last month we have gone through an experience,
the awiul! consequences of which have not yet been realised
by us all. Prior to the occupation of the Ruhr and the Curzon
notes, the representatives of millions of orzanised workers had
gathered in the Hague and this assembly did not raise a
;lnzer aaénllmt ﬂ{g danzer; \;‘/hichhmenaced 0761 ;althoux'h niit
oresaw m, ¢ passed through the vear 4 seco
time, If fhe bourgeois?e so defermined, we should have a
new war and there would be no revolution. W¢ should be
too weak to prevent It and we must therefore draw the con-
clusion that we must pay more attention to warld political
problems, not as spectators, but as proletarian fighters,

After several business announcements made by Comrade
Neurath with reference to the work of the Commissions on
the Italian and Austrian questions. and the question of Cen-
tralisation, the sitting was adjourned,

Fifih Day of Session
Morning

i June 16, 1923,

Comrade Bottcher opened the Session at twelve o'clock
{noon), and mmmﬁtomlndh-
cussion on the item on the

Neurath (Czecho-Slowakia):

]
task was either to win over or neutralise the best part of the
petty-bourgeois and oroletarian sections of the population, and
to carry on a volicy which would enable the French orole-
tariat to conduct a vigorous struggle against French
Imperialism,

What efforts were made to solve this task? The question
was: should one deal with the situation by making use of
nationalist prejudices, or by combating them ruthlessly?

The International, the
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questions of the Ruhr War”, This article contained the follo-
wing paragraph.

“Although the German bourgeoisie Is in its inmost
heart counter-revolutionary, it has been given the oppor-
tunity to appear outwardly as an objectively revolutionary
factor, owing to the cowardice of the pettyv-hourveois
democracy  (principally the social-democracy). It is
outwardly (at least for the time being) revolutionary in
spite of itseli (as Bismarck was from 1864 to 1870), and
for analagous historic reasons’.

As a matter of fact, in this struggle, the German bhourge-
oisiec has not plaved anywhere an obicctively revolutionary
role. Its role has been counter-revolutionary,

The German Party has taken the right view of the situ-
ation. In its political resolution, the German Party Confe-
rence made, among other things, the following statement:

“The only way out of the terrible situation (which
grows daily worse) In which the German working and
middle classes find themselves at present, and the only
way to avoid the dangers which are threatening the very
existence of Germany, is the establishment of a militant
united front of the working class against its own bour-
geoisie, and working class leadership of the nation.'*
This means that French imperialism can only be de-
feated by the CGerman proletariat, if the latter will. in
the first instance, carry on a relentless struggle against
its own bourgeoisie. It is only thus that the Party helps
the French proletariat to defeat the French bourgeoisie.
Comrade Thalheimer referred to Marx' and Engels' atti-
tude to the Franco-German war. If a parallel is to be drawn
at all, it must be this: just as Thiers arrived at an upder-
standing with Bismarck concerning the slaughter of the revo-
gutionary French proletariat, so has Lutterbeck (on behalf of
the German bourgeoisie) arrived at an understandine with
the French general concerning the slauzhter of the German
revolutionary proletariat.

In his reply, Thalheimer wrote, among other things. as
follows:

“It must be one of two things: either the German
working class must look wupon its present defensive
struggle against French Imperialism as a revolutionary
aim, or, if 1t does not do that, then in the latter case this
struggle should not be carried on at all. 1 am of the
opinion that the struggle of the proletariat against impe-
rialism in general cannot but be a revolutionary aim. But
the question is, what is the best way for the Gérman
working class to conduct this struggle. | reiterate. the
best way for the German working class to conduct the
struggle against French imperialism is to realise that it
must first of all overthrow the German bourgeoisie or
carry on a relentless struggle/ against it, in order to
estahll'sh a united fighting front with the French prole-
tariat”,

Previous to that, In Nr. 5 of the International. Thalheimer
sald: ,The defeat of French imperialism in the world war
was not a Communist aim, but its defeat in the Ruhr is a
Communist aim.*

I confess that T do not understand this theoretical prin-
ciple. I put the question: was the struggle against French
imperialism in 1914—18 a Communist, and thus. a revolu-
tionary socialist aim or not? If In 1914 the struggle against
French imperialism was not a communist aim, the Entente social
patriots were perhaps right in their assertion that the struggle
against the Hohenzollern dynasty was revolutionary. ‘

From the beginning of the war, the struggle against
French imperialism, and every kind of imperialism, was nat-
urally a Communist and a revolutionary aim. The proletariat
of every State is under the obligation to fight against its own
bourgeoisie, thus creating the pre-requisite for the overthrow
of International reaction,

Such, then, was the situation between 1914 and 1918, and
such it is today. Comrade Thalheimer pointed out that great
changes have taken place since 1914. But what are these
changes? Thalheimer wanted to know what German impe-
rll:;llsn;‘ was, ra‘mdk ‘éhero wa?l its strenut};. ?‘ut lg lels crltl&
cism he overiooked a small matter, viz. that during an
towards the end of the war the forces of the German bour-
geoisle were shattered, that its militarism is practically non-
existent, and can therefore not be considered as a force, as
was the case in 1914 and later. The QGeriman bourgeoisie
being today the weakest, it Is occupying at present the
weakest position in the world's structure of capitalism. Over«

QGerman bourgeoisie, establishment of a Workers'

. the
- lnde::u_'nt;' QGovernment, alllance with the Soviet Gover-
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ment and after the victory of the working class—if It cannot
be avoided--a repetition of Brest-Litovsk, some compromise
with French imperialism, such is the way not only to carry
on a successful struggle, but. by such direct methods. to
bring large massses of petty-bourgeois proletarian  sections
of society over to Communism, This will not happen. if we
attempt to compete with the German nationalists, but onl

if we maintain in this critical situation the strictest inter-
nationalism

Roy (India):

Radek's review of the situation left little to be desired. but
he wished to develop certain aspects and new fendencies
of British Imperialism. The action of the International had
not been properly adjusted to these new tendencies.

The British Government knew  that the time was not
suitable for war, that the Border States could not be driven
to fight Russia.  The whole manocuvre was a piece of
camouflage to terrify Russia.  The curious thing was that
what purported to be an ultimatum was based not upon Fu-
ropean issues primarily, but upon propaganda in the Fast

The relation of the British Party to the colonial move-
ment was involved.  The British delegation unnecessarily
took exception to Zinoviev's remark. It was directed not
against the British Party alone, but against the entire atti-
tude of the International.  Theory is not enough., we must
define practical policy. The Communist Partics must help
the revolutionary and nationalist movements in the colonies.

British imperialism has changed its policy to the colonial
and semi-colonial countries. It finds it advantageous to come
to some agreement with the bourgeoisies of these countries:
and this will counteract the influence of the Russian revo-
lution in the eastern countries. A tremendous import of
British capital into India is commencing. This coincides with !
thie interests of the Inidian bourgcoisic and they se¢ no reason
for a struggle against imperialism.  The plan of British impe-
rialism is to encourage the Indian bourgeosie and to terrify
them with the cry of Bolshevik propaganda. {

But the masses of India are affected for the worse. We,
must therefore study what are the soclal classes who stand’
in conflict with imperialism. We must build big mass move='
ments of workers and peasants against imperialism, and thus';
prove to the colonial bourgeoisie that they need not come to,
terms with imperialism and play the part of a secondary,
partner, but that with the help of the mass movement they
can make a bid for kower.

(Boticher (Germany):

Comrade Neurath dealt with the question of the tactics
of the German Party in the national question, I will not:
enter into polemics with Comrade Neurath, but will deal with
the main point of his speech. What role has the trend of,
history imposed on the German bourgeoisic in the Rubr,
struggle, and what role has it actually played? The question,
is not, as Comrade Neurath put it, whether the German’
bourgeoisie is revolutionary, but that the German ruling,

ss must now defend the German Fatherland against Poin-;
caré. which means that it must do what is really the task
oft the Socialist Republic. The failure of the German bour-
geoisie must be accounted .for by the inner dlscrenancv,f
between its function as a class and its role of leader of the
German nation. The task of the German Communist Party,
consisted in exposing this discrepancy, and to show itself,
to be the revolutionary leader of the class, which alone now,
is capable of reestablishing Germany's independence. This,
was done by 'our Party, which stood up for the national;
Interest and thus exposed the treachery of the German Bour=
gooisle and made it possible for us to attract to our ranks,
considerable petty-bourgeois and proletarian sections of the,
population. Comrade Neurath said, that the betrayal by the
bourgeoisie of national interests did not concern us as a
Communist Party, as we are instransigent internationalists.'
The German Party's answer was: The struggle against Poin<'
caré is a revolutionary struggle! This does not of course
mean that the struggle against Cuno is only of secondary.
consideration, but that the Party must conduct the struggle
against Cuno and against Poincaré with equal vigour. Neu-
rath’s policy strengthened Fascism in Germany, The position
of the German bourgeoisie became such, that it had to abate

the nationalism which it had at first aroused as it was con«
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social-democrats and the trade union leaders plaved no part
whatever in this struggle. They were not an independant
force, but merely an appendange of the Fascists. I the
CGgrman Party practised nihilism In the national question in
the midst of this grouping of forces in the Ruhr, it would
bave sullered a catastrophical defeat, instead of co-ordinating
the strugeles in the occupled and the unoccupied territories.
Comrade Neurath’s conception was represented in Germany by
1ichknecht at the Party conference of the Ledebour Groun.
His view Is the same as the view of that groun, namely,
struggle not against Poincaré and Cuno. but solely against
Cuno. In view of what Comrade Zinoviev said that we do
pot want a “‘craft” party in Germanv now, bhut a Party
whose nsychology is such that it can lead the nation, Comrade
Neurath's policv means reallv ten steps backwards in the
tacties of the Communist International. It would not be an
extension of the basis of the Party bevond “craft” lines, but
rather a narrowing down. [ think that there will be a con-
sensus of opinion that we must positively refuse to be a
“craft" party of intransigent interpationalism. I declare that
the Central Committee of the German Party are in full accord
with Comrade Thalheimer's conception. and that the workers
within the German Party have accented it as belng absolutelv
necessary.  These tactics are mnaturallv not without their
dangers. It would be ridiculous to deny the dangers of chau-
vinism and nationalism: but the best way of overcoming
these dangers Is—to throw ourselves into the situation with
the correct slogans, to combat all deviations from them. and
0 soe to 1 that all mistakes are enickly remedied Comrade
Neurath did not say a word about his views at the special
conference held a few weeks ago in Moscow between the
opposition and the Party majority. The resolution which was
carried at that conference, contains the following paragraoh
on this question: “Defeated in the war, the German bour-
geolsie 1s compelled to carry on a strugele against the vic-
torious Pntente cavitalists and to tug continually at the fetters
of the Versailles Peace Treaty. While determined to maintain
Its domination over the working class, and, with this aim in
view, carrying on a counter-revolutionary policy, owing to
Its position. it plays. a revolutionising disintegrating role as
far as the Futente canitalists are concerned”. Another para-
graph contains the following: “Owing to the honelessness of
its efforts at compromise the German bourgeoisie Is com-
pelled to carry on the above described revolutionary volicy,
but. unable to depend for support on the masses in the struegle
against the Pntente, it is compelled by historv to repel these
masses”. At that time Comrade Neurath neither voted nor
spoke against this conceotlon. It is a mystery to me how
a member of the Executive can bring up this question after
the Executive has already decided on it. It is verv important
that the Communist International should know 1i Comrade
Neurath's opinions on the national question have the backing
of the Czech Party. <

(Radek interjecting: The Czeck comrades are for Czecho-
Slovakian independence).

In his report Comrade Radek drew the conclusion that
we must expect great upheavals, and that the German wor-
king class is in peril. This seems to me to be the crux of
all further developments, . ‘

national struggle against the domination and exploitation of
the British imperial system. Especlally must it develop every
tendency to class-conscious expression on the part of the
workers and peasants within these movements.

But the extraordinary difficulty of the problem must he
stressed. No one could know this who had not studied-the
great complexity and haphazard illogicality of the structure
of the empire.

Of Ireland and the changes of policy that are reauired,
It was unfortunate that owing to the absence of a vart of
the British Delezation the material relative to the Colonial
question was not to hand.

Although recognising its obligations. the British Party
was verv small, and faced with an old, experienced and
cunning bourgeoisie,. A beginning had been made. The
Oriental Seamens' Union had deen formed to link tovether
the sailors and port-workers of all the Oriental Colonies,
Contact had been made with the Indian students in Eneland,
Wherever it wns possible In the press or by propaganda to
educate the British worker as to the true situation. this was
done. But the extraordinary lgnorance of the British worke-,
and his Indifference to the empire must be remembered. It
was, curiously enouch, owing to this ignorance that Lord
Curzon falled recently to arouse enthusiasm for an attack
unon Soviet Russia, on the plea that the emnire was in danger.
There was, howewer, the section in the British Labour Party,
who, because they hoped one day to take power, were
concerned about the daneer to the empire. But the masses
of the warkers were indifferent.

The British Delegation was consclous of Its Inexperience
and would welcome the advice of the more experienced
members of the Congress.

Hoérnle (Germany):

Comrade Neurath gave the Impression that we must not
enter into competition/ with nationalism but that we mnst
reoresent intransigent Internationalism. This method of de-
aling with the question shows what dangerous conclusions
one can arrive at when dealing with it abstractly instead
of from the point of view of the actual relation of forces.
In 1914, nationalism was a means used by the bourgeoisie to
plav its imperialistic game. The question stands quite diifer-
ently when taken in conjunction with the occupation of the
Ruhr. Here it Is no longer a chess game that the Cerman
bourgeoisie desires to play at the exvense of the German
proletariat. The German bourgeoisie is prepared to betray
the national interests of the masses of the population if by
this means it can protect ils own private interests. At the
present moment the German bourgeoisie is acting not as the
leader of the nation but as its betraver. The task of the Ger-
man Party is to prove to the masses that the salvation of
the German nation cannot be achieved under the leadership
of the German bourgeoisie but under the leadershin of the
German revolutionary proletariat. Contrary to 1914 the oues-
tion of the proletarian revolution today is not merely a
subject for propaganda, but an actual aim of the strugzle.

central point of Comrade Neurath's argument was that
the task was to fight Cuno and not Poincaré. But in order
to overthrow the Cuno Covernment the Communist Party
must have the broad masses on its side, and to achieve that
it must imbue these masses with its own psychology. The
success which the Party is achieving In this cennection is
Indicated by a communication which was received today. In
connection with the Ruhr strikes, a brigade of 1.000 Fascistl
was mobilised in South Germany to be despatched to the
Ruhr, As a result of our propaganda only 600 men reported,
and when Lutterbeck's letter to the French general, together
wth the manifesto of our Party was made known. the ma-
fority of these mutinied and declared that Communists were
in the right and that it was the Government that was be-
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nationalism in the mamner in which It has beean applied by
the Communist Party of Russia.

The situation in the colonies is somewhat different, There
it 1s quite possible that .the rising bourgeoisie may conduct
an active struggle against the imperialism of the mother-
country and therefore the communists must take a step
further by supporting the bourgeolsie in the national strugxie
while at the same time advancing the movement of the wor-
kers and poor peasants,

Trachtenberg¢ (U.S.A.):

Specking for the American delegation, he was of the
opinion that Comrade Radek had not covered the whole field.
‘e had leit out American imperlalism. It was the duty of
‘he International to take American imperialism into account.
‘adek dealt with American imperialism only in relation to
Furope, but Amnierican imperialism extended to the Paciiic
(’cean, the Carribean Sea, and Central and South America.
Americen Imperialism was young, but like everything Ameri-
can it grew rapidly and was very brutal

The revolutions in South and Central America were engi-
neered by American imperialism. The National City Bank of
New York, which represented big Ameritan finance, was
exlending its activities into South America. Mexico was
21so a sore point. These places are small but they are
suffering from exploitation as much as the big Asiatic peoples.
And they are fighting alone. Recent revelations of the brutal
excesses of American capital in the colonies had at last
aroused the interest of the American workers. The American
Federation of Labour was obliged to summon two congresses
on the subject, but Gompers, instead of offering the support
of labour, lauded the action of American capital.

It was time for the Comintern to devise ways and means
for exposing American imperialism, Our Comrades should
be got to t ke greater interest in the matter. A conference
of partics of the countries involved should be summoned.
Profintern, too, could perform important work.

Brand (Poland):

I would tike to develop the description of the world situ-
ation given by Comrade Radek in connection with Poland.
In spite of the fact the Poland has absorbed Upver Silesia,
Vilna and Fast Galicia, it is not an element of stability, but,
on the conirary, a standing menace of war. Only 62 % of
the population of Poland is purely Polish, the rest Is made
up of other nationalities against which the agrarian capltalist
Government is conducting a savage policy of exploitation and
oppression, For three years from 60 to 70 % of the ex-
penditure of the state has been covered by note issues,
whereas in Russia, thiy has been done only to the extent
of 20 to 30 %, and lately even less. Germany alone comes
within the Polish ideal. Poland has much territory. In the
Fast and South, in the North and the West it has conquered
new territories, but for all that it feels that It is weak, It
has a tremendous fear of Germany and therefore desires still
further to weaken her. The Polish Stamboliski, and leader
of the rich peasants, Witos, has come to an understanding
with the large landowners and capitalists to betray the

ts. The Polish peasants must now give up thelr age

¢ dream of legally acquiring land. The coustantly rising
prices have reduced the standard of living of the Polish
workers and oifice employees below that of Russia. The
situation there in this respect Is somewhat similar to that in
Germany and Austria. The apparent Intermal stability is
made possitle by a ruthless police regime. Poland has
become a great prison for Ukrainians, White Russians, Jews,
Germans and all the Polish workers and peasants. At the
same time Poland is a great military camp. For three vears
the average sentences on communists have been twenty
convictions to 70 years Imprisonment per month, During the
last few months this greatly lncreased and the monthly

average lias been 120 convictions to 400 years severe deten-
tion. The present Government Is a tool In the hands of the
Entente capitalists, particularly of France. The reason why
a sharper tone is not adopted towards Soviet Russia today
is because Poland's master France is engaged with Germany,
It is certain that at the command of France it will march
against Soviet Russia in spite of the fact that the economic
position in Poland demands a rapprochement with Sovlet
Russia. In the present situation, when the peasants have lost
all hope and the oppressed natlonalities have abanloned all
hope of assistance from the Entente, the communists alone
point the way to these masses. For that reason, we partl-
cularly welcome the watchword of Workers' and Peasants’
Government for Poland. For Poland it signifies, down with
war, down with militarism, land for the peasants, rapproche-
ment with Russia, down with the alliance with France,
freedom for the oppressed natlons.

Kalayama (Japan):

Japanese policy has changed since the Washington Con-
ference. Japan formerly looked to England, and in return
for her alliance, played the watchdog over India. But Eng-
land was compelled to give up her alliance with Japan, and
Japan was therefore forced to change her forelgn policy. Japan
achieved a diplomatic victory in the case of China at the
Washington Conference, but she has since realised (hat
without China she would be isolated and has therefore re-
cently begun to make advances to China. By ber inter-
vention in Russia, which in the end turned out to be unsuccess-
ful, the Government made enemies amongst its own people.
The militarists became unpopular. As a consequence Japan
was oblized to change her policy also as revards Sovlex
Russia. The visit of Joffe has inspired a greal movemen
amongst the Industrialists for a trade agreement with Russia.

He believed that the revolutionary movement in Japan

would make greater strides in a few years than the Furopean
movement has made In as many decades.

Malakka (Dutch Indies)q

1 would like to speak of a few new phenomena in the Inter-
national world situation. These new phenomena may
divided into two groups: those that are agalnst us. and those

that are in our favour. Asainst us .is the occupation of the

Ruhr and the influx of Americain capital in the EBast, The
occupation of the Ruhr will terminate in a compromise bet-
ween German and French capitalism, which may result in
unprecedented development of capitalism . in Europe,

become a strong menace to the German revohution. The
second point is the migration of capital from Europe to the
Fast. In 1870, the English textile industry was still dominant
in the world market. Today the market is in Anglo-Indian
hands. This situation is made even more acute by the appe-
arance of America upon the world arena, America invests
untold millions in the East. The danger now arises of a
possible compromise between the liberal revolutionary bour«
geoisic of the East and Amercan capital. Such a compromise
would mean a step backward in the oolitical and econo

world situation. Among the points favourable to us we note

the competition between Japan and America In the East whiclt
s bound to lead ‘to <rave complications between these two
countries, We also note the rising power of Islam, which
contains many revolutionary elements, It shoulkd be the main
task of our movement to see to it that Germany should remain
a barrier for Russia, and to orzanise the scattered nationalists
and proletarian parties of the East and te them and
bring them into Mne with the European vroletdriat, In this
respect | would wge our comrades
ve
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Newbold (Great Britain):

The British Delegation agrees with Comrade Radek in his
criticism of Lord Curzon and the policy pursued by Lord
Curzon. But they have reason to believe that Curzon is
acting as the tool and mask of the King of England. There
is a well grounded belief that the late King Edward beu‘ueu!lgcd
to his son and grandson large interests not only in Canadian
rallways and land, but also in Persia and the Middle East.
And the threat to these is one of the reasons for the attack
upon Soviet Russia,

On the other hand, the Baldwin group reflects the interests
of the great English banking corporations. and it does not
wish to have the credit system of England still further
disorganised. The policy is to threaten Russia into giving
concessions not only to the Urqubart group but to another
group with 20,000,000 pounds at its disposal, and at the center
of which is one of the chief organisers of the Conservative
Party,

Radek expressed surprise that in Britain, the most advan-
ced of bourgeois countries, the arigticratic nobility should have
such a large influence in. the govermment. But the British
aristocracy is not a feudal. but a financial aristocracy., who
mostly originated in the Sixteenth Century by the plunder of
the monasteries, Certain King's cousins are shipowners,
and one is a manufacturer of artificial butter and soap. The
British aristocracy is permeated by bourgeois interests.

The Communist Party was unable to rouse the British
workers on the question of the Ruhr because the stoppage of
stoel, iron, and coal exports terminated the competition of
Germany, France, and Belgium, increased the European
demand for British coal and thus reducd British unemployment
in the coal fields and in the metal industry. But a settlement
of the Rubr, whereby it will become internationally owned,
will enable England to secure cheap coal from the Ruhr,
which will mean a lowering of the 1 standards of the
British workers and will permit more successful agitation for
international mass action, : :

The British bourgeoisie maintained gzood relations  with
France superficially, but meanwhile entered on a campaign of
aeroplane building so as to be prepared for war with France,
which she was now too feeble to enter on. 4

The British bourgeoisic has managed to re-establish
London as the credit centre of the world, 1t intends to rebuild
the world supremacy of Britain on the basis of money power,
acute diplomacy, and development of aeroplane power,

The British workers depend wpon colonial produce for
their food supply and the British bankers intend to break the
economic and political power of the workers by the threat of
stopping their supplies and imposing a hunger blockade. This

threat was made to the miners by Lloyd George in 1919, Itis .

therefore neccessary for the British Communists to agitate
under the rallying cry: British machinery and coal in exchange
for Russian corn. This would make the agitation for Russia
more easily understandable by the workers, The maritime
workers must be organised to facilitate the corn transport and
an agitation must be carried on in the fleet for the same

rpose,

mchbold analysed the complex structure of the British
Empire and the strategic points of British world power. He
showed, in view of the vastness and comolexity of the British
Empire. how great the difficulties and resonsibilities of the
British Communists were, They looked for advice from the
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~assume the burden

Thibaut (France):

Thought it mecessary to give some precise details about
the situation in France and in the French Communist Party
since the occupation of the Ruhr. The financial machine of the
French State is completely upset. The deficit is enormous. The
Poincare Governmen{ came to power on the programme of carry-
ing out the Treaty of Versailles which was to improve the
situafion, giving the peo;l)'lne to understand that the occupation of
the Rubr would bring almost immediate results, Such were its
hopes. It also hoped fo profit by this occasion to
deliver the decisive blow to the munist Party which was on
the way towards re-organization and reinforcement after its long
crisis.

Upon this item of internal ‘rolilcs, Poincare’s fiasco was
complete. The French Party has done its duty. After the Con-
ference at Essen it slarted a huge campaign of agitation
throughout the country, which neither Poincare’s imaginery con-
spiracies nor the consequent arrests could stop. On the con-
trary, in the midst of repression, we have come to an under-
standing with the C.G.T.U. The United Front has become a real
possibility, in spite of the refusal of the Socialist Party fo enter
the United Front with us. After the Essen Conference, the
French masses perceived clearly the dangers of the imperialist
policy in the Ruhr; our agitation has met with great success.

There are still many workers in France who believe that
if Germany would pay, their matarial conditions would improve,
for they would have faxes to pay. It was the duty of the
Party to counter-act this frame of mind, particularly prevalent
among the reformists, In this it was aided by the occupation,
:h_ich ::d its sad eg‘eecu on the econo:;u& li‘tua o: The cz;t of

ving has gone up, exchange rate of the franc has gone down,
The fight against mrduc'{é:l has become an urgent ne-
cessity, This was f ed by strikes. It was easy for us to
int out the disastrous effects of the policy of carrying out the
reaty of Versailles,

Thus the occupation of the Ruhr had its internal political
effects in the anti-communist plot and in the fiasco of Poincare,
followed by the movement against wage reductions. In external
politics it ‘'was the source of conflicts within the French bour-
sie, as was demonsirated in the crisis of the Comité des
orges”, which has shaken the Entente.

Concluding Speech of Comrade
Radek

~ Most of the comrades who took part in the discussion
directed their remarks to the tasks which their parties had to
assume in the present situation and thus elaborated my own
report. In my conchuding speech I shall confine myself chiefly
to the remarks of two of the speakers, The speech of Com-
rade Neurath in reality did not belong to this item of the
agenda but to the report already made by Comrade Zinoviev,
since the German Party has done nothing. exceot what the
Executive considered to be right; or élse it belongs to the
report upon Fascism insofar as it dealt with the manifestations
of Nationalism. When we read the article of Comrade Neu-
rath in the Reichenberg Vorwirts we declared that we were
not in agreement with it, since it transferred far too mechani-
cally the events of the year 1914 to the year 1923. The article
is based upon entirely incorrect premises, Comrade Neurath
is fighting windmills, He says that the German bBurgeoisi
is reactionary and is not even tfo carry on a na
de{;nuﬁi We knﬁy all eﬂ&a‘t very well ;‘rlthout Comrade Nﬂtll;
rath telling us, His spe was a speech against a truce wi
But when and where has 6ermhbany ever pro-

posed such a truce?

Comrade Neurath does not understand the essence of the
nauono;l l:;over;x‘c?t of Germany, an& lhbeereiore he does no:
understai ha
nationalism, ‘ihe outs! in the mem
that a great industrial nation has been forced back into the
position of a colony. This defeat of the German bourxeoicie
gives rise to conscauences of the greatest revolutionary
significance, 1i the German bourgeoisie will not permit itself
to be flung from the saddle by the proletariat and refuses to

of the of the Versailie
1‘\!&?.&«&“ attack the Versailles Treaty. This indee
Jone, gar . »
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to active resistance. It no longer declared that it is unable
to pay. but now declares that it will not pay, When Poincaré,
instead of stopping up the holes in the Frengh budget, breaks
new holes, when the bourgeoisie, instead of restoring German
economy with the help of the Entente, flings it back for a

ber of years, these facts are of the greatest revolutionary
signiiicance. In order to carry on the fight in the Ruhr, the
German bourgeoisie was compelled to unleash all the dogs of
pationalism and it is now the victim of its own agitation. The
case of the French government is the same.

Our position is naturally that we protest against every
form of nationalism, But we must ask ourselves whether the
victory or the defeat of Poincaré would be a step forward,
The victory of Poincaré would strengthen the counter-
revolution tiroughout the whole Versailles system, amd it
would thersiore be a counter-revolutionary fact. Therefore
the German Varty must say that the whole German workng
class and the working class of the whole world, the French
incisded, has an interest in the defeat of Poincaré. Can this
be called social-patriotism? It is true the German Soclal-
Democrats in 1914 said that the overthrow of Czarism would
be a revolutionary fact. What conclusion did they draw from
it? They suoported the German government, The difierence
between then and now is that the German Social-Democrats
were not able to draw the revolutionary consequences from
the overthrow of Czarism, The Communist Party, on the
other hand, declares that simultaneously with the fight against
Poincaré it is fighting the Cuno Government and that it
i« holding itseli ready for every revolutionary possibility.
Comrade Neurath says that a wave of nationalism was
passing over Germany and that we should oppose il instead
of adanting ourselves to it. ‘The Party has not only not
adapted itscli to it. but has sharply opposed every form of
nationalism. The German Party has not forgotten what
Comrade Neurath has fonzotten, namely, the dificrence be-
tween the national and the revolutionary-national intercsts
oi Germany, which latter are covered by the revolutionary
interests of the proletariat, The German Communist Party
must nct sopport @ policy which would open a chasm between
the German and the French proletariat, It must resolutely
fight the criminal attempt that has been made upon the
workers and peasants of the occupied arca, But at the same
time it must remember that every act that drags Germany
down is a danger to the German revoluton,

The Russian Bolsheviks before the selzure of power,
passed through a similar period when the German fleet
attacksd Dazo and Oesel. At that time we had a malority in
the Baltic Ficet and knew that we were on the eve of taking
power. And for thefvery rerson that we knew g:t on the
next day we should Have to assume responsibility the fate
of Russia. we declared that we)vonid take up the fight for
the defense of Petrograd,

The masses of petty bourgeols and technical Intellectuals,
who will play a great part in the revolution, face to face
with de-classed capitalism, assume the form of a national
opposition. 1i we want to be a workers' party which desires
to fight for power, then we must find a way of avoroach to

these masses, and we will best find it not when we show
ourselves afraid to assume responsibility, but when we say
that the working class alone can save the nation.

If, when the French marched Into the Rulir, we had de~
clared that we would first defeat Cuno and then attack the
:';rqnch.éwc should very nearly have become the allies of

oincaré,

The Executive assumes full responsibility for the attitude ' ‘

of the German Party and only rezrets that the German bour-

geoisie, owing to its selfishness, submitted to defeat, We '

regard it as the duty of the German working class to take
over this fight,

Let me say a word as to the remarks made by the French
comrades, ‘The occupation of the Ruhr seems an easier
problem for the French workers and peasants. Either the
Germans pay, or the burden of taxation in France will be-
come intolerable. Of course, the Party cannot start an arti-

Ii‘cial movement, but the time for a movement will come in -
France when Poincaré either fails in spite of the abandonment -
of the German resistance, or else is unable to satisfy the

masses, despite his victory. Victory will bring France nwoth-
ing, since Germany for the next few years, even with the best
will in the world, will be unable to pay her debts. The

problem of the iron and coal trusts in the Ruhr is one of -

many years, M Poincaré was counting upon appearing bes
fore the electors in the 1924 elections with German payments,
he has miscalculated. He will not be able to avoid a new
taxation programme which will impose heavy burdens upon
the French workers and peasants,

Later on in our discussions we shall have to adopt reso-
lutions laying down a definite policy upon the important
national questions, The intention of this debate was to bring -
the international skxnificance of this matter clearly before the
eyes of the comrades since the International situation does
not permit us to adopt a national policy without paying consi+
deration to the international situation,

*

Comrade Stewart, in moving a resolution for the foundas -

tion of a scholarship and the publication of a brochure in
the languages of the East In commemoration of Coms
rade Vorovsky, said that the governing classes of .the
capitalist countries must be given to that for every
talented comrade removed by assassination or by any of the
other weapons ol capi di , we shall raise and edu- ,
cate and equip a hundred in the service of the world revo- .
tutlon for which our comrade lived and died,

The resolution of Comrade Stewart was adopted unani-

monsly, -

I'he Chairman then read an addendum to the vroposal of
the British delegation in which the British, French, ltalian,
Polish. Czecho-Slovakian, United States, and lapanese Parties
uadertook to bear the cost of the Vorovsky Soholarship,

Aifter Comrade Neurath announced that Comrade Bucharin
would probably make his report on Centralisation on Monday,
the Session adjourned.

Sixth Day of Session

Morning

Monday, June 18, 1923.
The session was opened at noon, by Comrade Amder,

The question of centralism In the Communist International,
the most important poinit of concern for the Norwegian com-
It arose in Its acutest
econd lntcrnutlonal.h'l’ln

by the national aspect.

its Congresses, but whencver

ization was not in it
exhibition last
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stated at that time partly by us and partly by Rosa Luxemburg,
in the following thesis: . x5

The new International, which shall be founded, must be a
unified organization, in which the national aspect is comn;e‘ely
subordinated to the international, and eo Ipso, the national
decisions must be subordinated to the international decisions
of the World Organization of the proletariat. Much was written
anent this subject in the Scandinavian press at the time, 1 was
then living in Scandinavia, and 1 found complete understanding
pon this gquestion between ghe representatives of the Russian
r’uty and the Scandinavian comrades. This thesis of the
predominance of the international consciousness, of inter-
national decisions and of international opinion in the world
organization of the proletariat, was, at that time, acknowledged
everywhere in Austria and in Oemuu{eh the then left wing
radicals, who were subsequently. fo wn as (he cora-
munists, Taking a retrospective glance at the past history of
the Third International, recalling the Zinmerwald and itienthal
Conferences as well as the first Congress of the Third Inter-
national. we may see the constantly growing realzation of this
fundamental principl2 in practice, and aiter the founding of the
Communist International at the time of the victories of the
Russian army and of the great offensive of the working class
of Western Europe, we see the growth of* this fundamental

inciple and its realization, It was at that time that comrade
Il one of the iieologists of the Majority of the Norwexian
ty. wrote in the “Sozialdemokrat® to the efiect that: “either
the new International was going to exist, in that case It would
become the centralized head-quariers of the World Revolution,
or else it would not exist at all*, Thus we find that at the time
of the great offensive of the working class. even the wavering
elements were full of sympathy for the Communist Inter-
pational, and even the leading representative of the ideology
of the present majority of the Norwegian Party recognized the
necessity of centralization in our World Organization. Now,
when the ';?rkinu :ll::: is on t::‘ deiensive. ailithc waivemt\sz
elements a rev n irom their or munist sentiments,
s eia 1o critise. The social basis of ihese eriicisms—
y as well as sociologically—consists of the remnants
of petty bourgeois economy and ideology. In the arguments
of the Norwegian comrades we may discover also Proudhonistic
views. and this is conceivable because we have dealt here with
representatives of parties who live in relative isolation in their
¥ petty bourgeois countries and are subject to these petty bour-
‘geois views. A second reason is to be found in the mechanical
application, to our own organization of methods that were quite
proper with regard to the social-democracy. This gives rise
to a certain historical “vis inertiac”. The methods that were
formerly rightly applied to destroy the influence of the social-
democratic leaders are now used against our own organization,
Also here in Russia. we frequently had to encounter this “vis
inertiae® in the minds of our comrades who, aiter the conguest
of power by the proletariat, were clamouring against central-
ization of the army, A third reason for the erratic standpoint
of the Norwegian comrades. is due to the situation in Norway
‘and in Scandinavia generally, The Norwegian comrades have
not gone through the experiences of war and revolutionary
upheavals, The Scandinavian countries, unlike the other coun-
tries of Western Europe.. were not carried away by the great
whirl of world evenis: they have their being and feel them-
selves—comical as may —to {0 some exient,
in the pre-war pesiod. They have not learnt the importance of
the centralized fight against the bourgeois state. They have
not yet sustained the blows of the whole brutality of the bour-
geois state, and therefore the remants of idvllic ideology persist
in their minds. Amid the disturbed ocean of world history they
Jive upon an island, so to speak: they. more than any other
“group of our Party, were isolated from the entire movement of
the proletariat. All these reasons combined to form the present
ideology of the maiority of the Norwegian Party,

1 now come to the proofs, The “profoundest” oi the
as is usually the case, comes from a professor, from Comrade
Bull, Comrade Ball, himself well versed in theories, always
attempts to substantiate his tactical attitude by drawing all the

consequences, 1 will now let Comrade Bull speak for

.
X -

of the heads of those who have never tried the

“There is a diffekence between the working class, ~of
(between its economic and evelopment and con-

taking part in politics. where the Trade Unions were an
jmpossibility, and so forth, Substantially the same con-
ditions prevail in the East and in South Eastern Europe.
The conditions in Western Europe are the very opoosite.
Universal popular education, century-old industrics, a
working class with strong traditions, long participation in
politics, old established and strong Trade Unons, free public
discussion, and so forth®,

And what tactical conclusions does he draw? He writes:
,Naturally the most prominent leaders of the International
can see these things clearly in theory. But in practice the
conscquences are either ignored or they are imperfectly
drawn, and this happens for two reasons: 1, The most
prominent leaders are practically all Russians, and in their
ideas they are naturally influenced by their own Russian
experiences: 2. The Executive Committee — having ceased
to consider the revolution in Germany as an immediate
task — now concentrates Its activity upon the East and
upon South-Eastern Europe. This is a policy which has
a very great deal in its favour, particulary from the stand-
point of Russian foreign policy, and so forth, and so forth.*

Here we have the theoretical foundation of all the tactical
guestions, Bull asserts. in tune with the bourgeois press, that
the Communist International is a tool of the Russian Govern-
ment. and that the workers of th¢ West should therefore not
be compelled to adapt themselevs to these methods which befit
only the backward conditions of barbaric Russia,

I believe that already at this Session it will be demonstra-
ted that the Norwegian and Swedish comrades are holding
such views in complete isolation. in our ranks. There cannot
be any talk of an isolation of the proletariat of Western Eu-
rope, including Sweden, from the Russian proletariat. The
isolation of the Swedish comrades is due to the following
reasons. We have gone throagh 3 revolutions, the Germuns
through one, Austria and a number of other countries have

ced iremendous on the part -of their bour-
geoisie. With blood and iron they have been ‘taught the
uecessity of international centralism. At first it was the
theory of the Norwegians to unite with the rest of the West
Furopeans against Russia and to create another organisation.
When this failed, we heard the new version by comrade Falk,
who sald that the Norwegian Party was a Communist Party,
but that it relied ou its own traditions. This is something
auite different, and it is true. I fully admit that the Nor-
wegian Party has its traditions its specific features, and that
its development has created a special dorm of organisation.
But how do we as the vanguard deal With these traditions?
It is not our business to preserve but rather to over-
come them by wise methods. By substituting a federation
for the militant organisation of the proletariat, we would
knock the bottom out of our movement. Now we are accu-
sed of the desire artificially to radicalize the Norwegian
Party, then we are said to be too opportunist. Thus, for
instance, the totally wrong allegation is made that the oppor-
tunist dangers are centred in our centralisation. In an article
in the Arbeiderbladet., for instance, the situation is depicled as
though centralization was the cause of the collapse of the Se-
cond International. Whereas, the actual reason of the col-
lapse of the Second International was because it was t a
centralized International. Another instance. In Tranm el's
article the statement is made that Moscow, i. e. the Com-
munist International, is building from the top downwards.
Among other things, we read in that article:

“This form of organization and membership, existent
in Norway, is of paramount importance to the socialist
movement, for it thereby penetrates into the heart of
socialism, into the social economy. Thus the industries
should be conquered from-the workshops up, and through
the workers employed therein; perhaps slowly, but surely
and with ever increasing influence we will gain the control
over industrial life and production.”

Thus we see here the following idea: The workers are
always to be won in the workshops, we take the ¢ontrol
oduction in a few factories at first, then in a few more,
: eventually in all of them. The bourgeoisie — mind you —
“allows us to all this withont any interference. This is a
perfectly opportunistic postulate which can find a ﬁﬁo

who have never experienced
te for the
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‘fution s civil war, then we must co-ordinate and gulde al’
our forces, then we conceive enticely differeat mecessities by
way of organization. la these fights we will sustain the least
number of victims if we will have these fights systematically
centralized, The idea of the Norwegian Executive about the
evolutionary course of events is based on the fact that the
Norwegion comrades have not yet led in any real fighting;
it is the syndicalist theory ol “leaving the State alome™. The
Norweglan comrades should recollect that we have alrcady
scen a cerfzin evolution among the Freoch syndicalists.
The experiences of the war and of the revolution have caused
a part of the Freach syndicalisis to overcome these views.
We have a living testimony in the person of Comrade Rosmer,

Of cou se, centralism has its dangers, and particularly in-

times of pcace these dangers were great. But it is decidedly
dangerous, in countries where the power has to be conguered
by sanguinary struggles, to come aloug and say: We want
ne t;cad-uu:xllg:s. becanse this involves the danger of bureau-
cratization. The Christiania proposal, in which the concrete
Ideas on organization are presented fcom the standpoint of
tie Norwegian comrades, to put it biiefly, would calorce
democratic Wilsonismn upon our Parly., For instince, among
other thinzs it says that the deciding vole should be vested
in the indivilual members. Docs it mean that every member
shall be absciulely autonpmous, and subject to no discioline
whatever? The fact is that Tranmocl and Dull themsclves
enforce the wost rigid discipline with regard to their faction.
I belicve 90 we would galn much more respect from the
workers by telling them ihat there must be a cevtral leader-
ship, thun by fceding them on Musions of sclf-determination,
indivi‘u:lism ond the like.

With rezard to the question of the imperative mandate,
we find the standpoint of the Norwegian Party wrong arain.
let us take the conflicts within the various parties. Here
imperative mondates can have the effect of being predestined
agairst the c¢ventusl decision of the Excontive. Thus we
would have bore a canse of permancut confict. How could
we have solved the Fremch conilict if the French deleratcs
had come bere with imoerative mandates? Also with rexard
to the elociion of the Executive members, 1 believe that the
Fou-th Conzress has acted guite propeily. The World Con-
gress of the Communist International, the embodiment WY
the whol> Labour movement, can 2'so choose a comrade who
represents the minority faction. Naturally this can be donz
only in an exceptional case, when it is imperctively dictated
by the situstion, The demand that only such Execufive dele-
gates should be sent to national Party Congresses as are
welcome 1o the parties concerned is lechnically impossible

demand

and 2iso rolitically imexpedient. The same about the

for the convening of a National Congress prior 10 the world
Congress, In case the m sections would bind them-
selves vy decisions of Party gresses prior 10 the World
Conyress, this would unguestiomably lead to conilicts, At
the Werld Congress the experiences of all the scctions are

in cass of

diﬁkgh tuIL
questions. For instance, personal composition of
Executive may be of international importance. 00ur con-
3:‘,‘1’.,“"?{‘-. 13.0 ol:e‘r::ema iLIdyhogzin;ted in the crilicism
altilude Executive e French %
any Fiowlh comrade, whether the World oy
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bromght about? In a similar masmer we intervened in various
other countrics, lately in Germany, and all these
now in a mnch better state after the intervention the
Executlv._'c. A new mental attitude towards the Communist
Internationa! must be created within the Norwegian
Swedish ".:ty. The mistrust of the Communist International
must be uvercome. The comrades and the parties who really
helped establish the lm 4
trust it, : This Iu“ﬂ:“ l::hth“:‘ eno
Party. cone wi pe that our fraternal Nor-
wegian Party will overcome its defects in the

H
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Strém (Sweden) _Co-Reporter'

There are no political and tactical dilierences betw
the Swedish Party and the Exccutive of the Cominte u. &3
merely point out that account mast be taken of the traditives
and the psychology of the Swedish workers. DBy dolay s,
we achieved comsiderable ssccesses, But such successcs i 't
be neutralized by an internal conilict, The workers weg'd
{ese faith in the possibility of consolidating the Commui'st
Party, and in the evemt of these intermal conflicts causing
new .sr)llts, the masses would abandom us. On organizalon
questions, we are at ones with the Comintern. We are by
0o means oponents of democratic contralism, but we want
to introduce this centralism gradually. The last Coalerencs
of the Swedish Party unanimously adopted statutes wihich
are in agreement with the Theses of the Comintern. Mt
stnds to reason that we must use wisdom 2ad circumsnection
in applying these statutes. But these statutes must also be
binding for the organizations attached to the Party. as for
instance the Youth Organisation and the Women's and Ir«'s
Union Organizations; otheswise, centralism will be a farce,
We are fully aware of the necessity of centralism, and there-
fore we Gold that the Communist International mast have
the last word in all intemoational qu stions. Bat ia socsial
national and local situations, this centralism must uot, of
coursz, be manipulated fu such a way as W do mure harm
tiam gond to the Sections comcerned. As to the altitude
of the Swedish Party towards these guestions, on the retu'n
of our delegates from tie Fourth Congress, the Ceontral
Conunitize of the Party emdorsed their attitude, as well 28
tiic decisions which were made. The decision to extend the
powers of the Fxccutive was also endorsed with the provisn,
that the activity of the Fxeculive must be such that it will
not lcad to over-centrolizatios. In order o prevent such
over-centralization, it is essomtisd that the Executive maistain
the closest comtact with the warious Communist Partics,
making all its dispositions in agrecmient with the latter,
Morcover, the Party Couference taid down the followiag five
points om this guestion: 1) The attitude of the
Committee of the Party was endorsed and declared to be
binding for the Party., 2) The Party Conference expressed
its approval of the energetic way in which the Cent-al
Committee of the Party maintained the unity of the Party.
3) £s to the programme guestion, the Party Coulference was
of the opinion that the programme mast be parlly am ex-
pression of the theory of communism, its methods and aims,
and partly alsp an expression of the geseral transition
demands, due consideration being given to the conditions
prevailing in the various commtries. 4) The Party Confercace
cmphasis>d its adherence to the tuctical methods decided apon
by the Third and Fourth Congresses. 5) It approved of
rematks made thereon by the Central Committee of the

We desire to have 2 Revolstionary General Stafl. but
we must not allow ourselves 10 be separated from the masses
through over-contralization. We are a vanguard, but without
a rear guard, without the masses we caunot ackieve anything.
Therefore, we must not bring about contr Jisntion too rasidiy.
We are mot petty boungeois illusionists, but old Mandsts
and with it, the oldest friends of the Russion comrades, wiich
we consider a great hononr, We have also achiewed so-
mething, as shown by our actions in 1905, 1909, 1916, N7
and 1918, But we hold the view, thal one may eves make
tactical concessions to the masscs, in order not 10 be separated
mim-tbe-. This is 2 lesson we fearn from the Russien

oS,

As to the Norwegian question, we on many poiuts are
nearer fo the Scheflo tendency thum to the Tranmael tem-

dency, Both these tendencies have made wistakes, and
parfiamentarian opporiunism of the Scheflo

have beem criticised bere.

You ask us to do this?

It should have certainly beem criticised.
We will make a note of it? :
Nevertheless we support the Tranmael h&
Lecause we do not want a split in the Norwegian '

o o6

ihit

A split in the Norwegian Party would not only be a severe b

blow to the Swedish Party, but would al harm
the ;2:!0 Ll}teznﬁwngl.‘lt'meﬁx thaat “t‘hgo i tﬂ‘
are against the 3plit, we to arrivi
e i :Mﬁ'uz““mtommp;mb’ .
ne mus a play
weaiuuiASw lhv, g Communist
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whom he regards (becausd of this article) as an avowed
opportunist and petty-bourgeois. This undermines Hoeglund's
authority in Scandinavia, which-can only benefit our enemies,
The fact that Hoeglund, as well as myself, twenty years ago.
at the Conference of the Soclal-Democratic Party, demanded
the arming of the proletariat, shows that we are no oppor-

tunists,
Falk (Norway)

sald that he expressed the opinion of the leaders of his party
and not his own. The opinion of the Norwegian Party as
to the proper relations that should exist between thé party
and the International was laid 'down in the so called Christi-
aria Resolution, paragraph 4, which said that Internal and
local matters should be the concern of the National Party,
but that the authority of the International should be absolute
on questions which transcend national limits,

The party accordingly resolved to propose certain chan-
ges in the statutes of the International, -

They proposed to cancel the decision of the Fourth
Congress to prohibit parties giving their representatives im-
perative mandates. Parties ought to be encouraged to dis-
cuss the question to be considered at the World Congress and
to express their opinions, and the World Congress would
thus reflect the views of the national parties. The intention
was that/it should be made a general rule o give the
gates tive mandates.

- Each party, too, should elect its own representatives to
the E. C., and similarly representatives sent by the Inter-
national to the Parties should be selected after conferring
with the Central Committee of the Parties. The time of
the party congresses should be altered so as to take place
tb:imb:ni lnot al#: the t}‘Mm'l(l Conxr:s:':‘ th& pau;Uccso would

us able to uss the agenda o e Wor NLress
and have the views of their members expressed there. A
the World Congress it shauld be for each party to decide,
whether a further party congress was necessary. This was
the basis of any organization which adopted the principle
of demeocratic centralization, g

It should be for the national parties and not for the Inter-
national to decide  whether members should lay down their
mandates or not, although the opinion of the E. C. in such

cases would necessarily be of great importance. Similarly, .

the right of excluding members from the party should belong
to the national party and not to the International,

/The intention of these proposals was not to weaken the
International, They believed the International could be
strengthened only by strengthening the national parties on
which it was built up.

Bucharin said he recognised the peculiarities which distin-
guished the Norwegian Party, but the question was whether

these peculiarities should be perpetuated or not, The Nor-'

wegian Party believed that the traditions of social-democracy
that were inherited should be overcome, but thé traditions
that make the party a mass party should be perpetuated, and
this was a question for the &onal party to decide. H it
were possible for a large party to exist while the
International maintained its present authority it might be
desirable, but the majority of the Norwegian Party believed
this to be impossible, : ;
®  The question of the youth movement must be dealt with,
It was not the intention that it should be controlled by the
party leadership, It was to be expected that a live youth
would display a certain amount of opposition. It should be
given a considerable amount of freedom. But the Party asked

. what was the opinion of the International as to the relation

between the Party and the youth movement. The situation

éoub(ﬂlmddﬁﬂwltum&c.dthomvmnk

or the E. C, of the C. I. organized the youth against the

:m. The struggle in that case would create the germs of
0 { :

party had drawn up certain premises for the reso-
lutions it was proposing which would be laid before the

Asked by a_ delegate from the body of the hall about
the trade union question, Comrade Falk replied that to the
best of his knowledge there was no conflict between the
Party and the International on this question, altough there
was within the party.

Beuer (Czecho-Slovakia)

We, Czecho-Slovakian delegates, are decidedly in favour
of strict centralism in the Third International. The international,
economic and political situation, the international orzanization

of capitalism, the fact that the social struggle goes beyvond
national frontiers all demand centralised leadership in the Inter-
national Organization of the revolutionary proletariat. If the
Comintern were to relinguish centralism, it would be tanta-
mount to relnguishing international revolutionary mass action
and even the world revolution itself,

We speak from our own experience when we emphasise
the necessity of centralism. Until a few months ago our Party
was torn by serious international-struggles and upheavals, Fven
prior to the Fourth Congress, the Executive stepped in and
dealt with this situation, Although its methods and measures
were at first not to our liking, it became clear in the course of
the subsequent discussions within the Party that these me-
asures were adequate and to the point, Thus, we are able to
say to-day that they have greatly conbrituted towards the
consolidation of the Party.

But our endorsement of centralism is not only due to our
direct experiences during our negotiations and inour relations
with the Executive Committeee, but also to the peculiar
structure of our Party, The Czecho-Slovakian C. P, is an inter-
national Party, which unites within its ranks Czech, German,
Slovakian, Polish and Hungarian workers. If the demand of
the Scandinavian comrades for non-interference of the Inter-
national in the affairs of the various parties were acceded to,
the Czecho-Slovakian C. P. with its compleX composition,
would be deprived of any higher authority capable of settling
these internal disputes. In this connection, I wish to draw the
altention of those present to the position of the Social-Demo-
cratic parties of Czecho-Slovakia, Since the Hamburg Congress,
the Czech and German social democrats belong to the same
International. These parties are strongly opposed to each
other nationally and politically, and fight each other with
weapons which are only customary in a struggle between bitter
political opponents,

As, according to the principles of the New Socialist Inter-
national, the parties belonging to it are autonomous as far as
the affairs of their respective countries are concerned. they are
deprived of an international authority capable of settling this
dispute between the two parties, .

It goes without saying that erroneous application of the
principle of centralism is fraught with dangers, But we can
see already that it will not be at all impossible to overcome
such dangers with the assistance of the future experiences of
the various parties and of the E, C, In connection with this,
I wish to draw your attention to a slight drawback. For
instance, in March our comrades were of the opinion that the

E.C. encouraged the parties to undertake more actions than ..,

they could possibly carry out with any amount of success. But
of course, these are only trifles, which have nothing to do with
the principle of centralism, and which can be easily remedied
through the experience which will be gained. Moreover, Com-
rade Bucharin has already told us in his report that the Exe-
cutive itself has taken measures to prevent the repetition of
such trifling errors in future,

Correction,

error red in the last Special Number of
In '; giving reports of the session of the Extended
g on page 443 should have read “ Third
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