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Comrade Hoeglund was dissatisfied ,with the decisions of the
Fourth Congress and he threatened even to give up his mandate
t~ the Executive. He has not yet given up his standpoint

Thus, for instance, on the Norwegian questions. In an
article which he wrote on November bth of the last vear he
expresses” his solidarity with Tranmael. Yesterday 1 learned for
the first time of Comrade Hoeglund's admission that the article
in question was inadmissible and erroncous. He began with an
attack upon the left wing of the Party, and with a cleaning. He
wants to oust from their positions the men and women in the
movement who are in opposition to Hoeglund.

Comrade Hoeglund spoke yesterday about our gross viola-
tion of discipline. It is that we cannot sit by silently and passi-
vely while the majority in our parly are undermining the
authority of the Communist International. Comrade Hoeglund
is now advocate of discipline and centralism in the International

But at the same time he is in favour of the strictest obedience -

in the Swedish Communist Party.

Unfortunately, our Party is far from being a bolshevist
party, Nevertheless, I believe thut the ranks of our membership
are imbued with a good desire to become a fighting and earnest
Communist Party. But, Comrades this good desire should not
be spoiled by the persistent retrograde deviations of Comrade
Hoeglund. .

On the basis of all these fauli we find ourselves compelled to
stand inv opposition. Our present differences are the reflection of
different conceptions on fundamental questions, It is only a
tactical maneouvre on the part of Hoeglund when he endeavors
to shift the controversial questions from the sphere of organi-
zation to the domain of personal guestions.

The Swedish minority is of the same opinion as Comrade
Zinoviev that it is now more essential than ever to have a
fighting Communist Party, a discipline of action, as the funda-
mental principle of the Communist International. If this is recog-
nized, the present dispute in the Swerish Communist Party
will soon disappear. (Applause).

Gorsky (Y. C. L. Poland):

I wish to say on behalf of the Polish Young ('h)!nmmufl
League that we agree an the whole with Comrade _me'nm'i
eriticism of the Polish Communist Party. The economic position

of Poland is very critical and becomes worse almost every
All the attempts at stabilisation made by the bourgeoisie i
only to an intensification of the class struggle. y

We noticed here at the Congress a certain veeripg
the lelt on the part of our leading Polish comrades. By g
left tendency is not very noticeable in practice. The fop,
adopted by the Party leaders on the question of the united fy
and of the workers' and Peasants’ Government is neither g ;4
nor a left formula, but a confused formula, and that is y
than anything else. We welcome the assertions of the reppg,
tatives of the leading organ of the Party at this Congress
the workers' and peasants government in Poland will hencef,
be synonymous with the dictatorship of the proletariat.

At its meetings, the Young Communist League has o
ticised the Party leadership very severely. We should |k
attacks on the left comrades to cease, and also that those
are at the helm of our party should steer in to the lefl

Comrade Piala (Austria)

The Austrian Party was not in a position (o lake g dof
nite stand in discussions of the International, because (here
been constant factional strife in our Party for the last
yvears. Nevertheless the C. C. of the Austrian Party and the mpg
rity of the Delegation have expressed themselves unreserve
in favour of the line of policy of the Executive. On the quesig
of the application of the tactics of the wunited fron
standpoint of the overwhelming majority of our delegal
coincides with the views represented by Comrades Zing
Here and there we had some slight deviations
municipal elections, but the party promptly and vigoroy
stamped out such tendencies, so that they had no chance
spread. We are of the opinion that the comrades of the
C. C. in Germany failed to make proper application of
tactics of the united front. The leadership lacked political §
sight. We think that the Executive was obliged to ten
and save the German Party from collapse. That the Execuli
had acted properly, was demonstrated at the Frankfurt Confereng
of the Party. On the question of the workers’ and peasn
government we must ask for a clear definition. The major
of our delegation considers the definition given by Cowr
Zinoviev as the proper one, and they adhere to it unreservedh
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The V. World Congress of the
Communist International

Fifteenth Session.

The Chairman, Comrade Wynkoop, opening the session,
prmed the Congress that no news had been received from the
ian Party that the Belgian Government had seized Comrade
in's brochure on Co-operation. The Congress would of course
est against this action.

nded the floor for a personal explanation. He said that his
h was made at the request of the German Delegation only
the sense that they were of the opinion that the theses of
ade Varga-did not describe the revolutionary situation with
cent vividness. Comrade Varga was then called upon for
toncluding speech.

Comrade Varga:

The debate was almost exclusively confined to political
Blions, and only a very few speakers dealt with economic
Blons.  The comrades concerned themselves less with the
lomic situation than with the process .of development, which
Wy opinion was a mistake, since the future can be deduced
from an investigation of the facts, In order to support the
saion that the prospect I described is not sufficiently re-
tonary, it must first be proved that either the material I ad-
¢l or the inferences I drew from it, were incorrect. One can-
baa‘« a criticism solely upon the tendency of the reporter.
(‘Ollu'ude Radek has discovered a discrepancy between the
ure which I wrote in April and the speech I delivered at
ongress. I must state that in the interval, new facts occurred
' made it necessary to give my conclusions greater definite-
. The crises in America, Germany, Polish Upper Silesia, and
Ja, are daily becoming more acute. Even in England, un-
%yment, which had been receding, again began to increase
e last week.
. Comrade Dunne accuses me of having over-estimated the
irl)ﬂﬂ.\menca;._ Even bourgeois reports show that production,
- }l'e steel industry, had declined 30% within two months.
'« that such a crisis has never been observed before. Never-
B the American crisis has special peculiarities. Usually the
w“l of a crisis is accompanied by a money crisis. This is
¢ of America in the present instance. We find the paradox

that, while there is this crisis in production, the world-market
is over-stocked. Capitaliym .is overcoming the crisis at the .ex-
pense of the proletariat, by restricting production and not by
a reduction of prices and bankruptcy.

Comrade Wynkoop says that Central Europe and the
Balkans are becoming colonies of Western Europe. This opinion
is wrong. Imperialist England and Imperialist France are fighting
for the hegemony of Europe. The reparations question was ' .
essentially a question as to whether Germany should become .
the colony of France or the colony of “ Western Europe “; it is
rather a. fight between the great imperialist powers for hegemony
in Europe. The whole Ruhr struggle is in fact a struggle between
England and France ending with a French military victory. The
economic weaknegs of France as expressed in the franc . crisis,
nevertheless, compelled the French bourgeoisie to forego the
military victory and subordinate itself to the Anglo-American
policy. ‘

Comrade Dengel dealt with the theses in great detail. His
statement that only the Right was in agreement with the theses
is perhaps not altogether true, since the Russian delegation has
also associated itself in principle with the theses. He declared
that the tendency displayed in the theses was incorrect. The
central question is, in my opinion, whether the present dis-
organization can be ended and whether a so-calted “ normal “
capitalism can be revived. Well, the last five years have shown
that the bourgeoisie, immediately after the war, was in full
retreat before the proletariat. After two years the capitalist
offensive began, which resulted in victory all along the line.
Economically, the class contradictions within the capitalist system
have become more acute. The distribution of wealth has moved
in favour of the small groups of wealthy capitalists. There is
an agrarian crisis which is spreading over the whole world, and
there is a special crisis in Western Europe resulting from the
industrialisation of the former agrarian ‘
the overseas countries. Politically, however, capitalism has
strengthéned its power. To deny the possibility of this period of
social crises coming to end would be Utopian,

Comrade Depzel asserts that, like Kautsky, I foretold
a super-imperialistic capitalist epoch, “in which the contra- ;
dncuone of capitalism would he so great that they would have
to end °. Is it possible that the contradictions between the various
imperialist super-powers can end? The possibility exists. Of -the
seven great imperialist powers, the World War annihilated three.
Russia, which retired owing to the revolution; Austria-Hungary,
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3 , which was crusheg and re-
v ‘wu (:onl‘:xed (.M:n&f ?m?:e t)}at in the next w%rltll)ew:;:
:x.:r ‘:w‘o other 'impeljialisl powers will b(i fxcluded an
graded into objects of imperialist world policy. e .
Comrade Dengel says that the “ Comintern wo 3 nln!“ o
great danmger it accepted such a developme :
. 'ﬂh-' 1 think that this expression is abwlutel'y out r:l)s
s 0 lile contrary, if there exists such a tendency tot:r:sts
ptl:::&th:ning capitalism, it would be a betrayal of the in
:( the proletariat to concea

] that
| the truth. 1 do not mean to say
itali veri »xists; but what we must
{ capitalism recovering exists; - . it
.'uCh r pra:!epe :tt‘i)tudepthat if such a prospect does exwt.h “e “1:
:l‘:ll:;c:gus to speak of it. He says I place much too muc
phasis on the will to fig

i absolute
ht of the proletariat. It is an .
tradiction to say that we are copdemnmg the Ihghtsd b::m:ﬁ
g 1d not fight in the revolutionary situation, an l t‘ -
e whoaund to rebuke me because I assert that the prohe ar i
:‘ﬁle-rto-ﬁ:ht is an essential factor for the victory of the p
letariat.

] f
el further states that I am guilly ‘o
Lr(;‘()l!:;r:(‘)i: v}')::ng ll say that ‘thgre is a tendency on lt'hee ;::lré
of th individual capitalist countries to ls_ola.te @hemse ves -
i w; time speak of the international mte_r-lqckmgr”(‘»
- 'th‘;' fai!:terests. That is by no means a conlradlctlon.l 1:1
e ls'sie of each country endeavours to reserve the :n ehr: .
tl:au::ee?las a monopoly for itself. To that end it erects hig
barriers around its own country. ' . ‘
4 CWWDAMW me in conclusion to dealvthh on(el quest‘xoir(ll ;‘r’xh:;l;
not mentioned here at all. Not a single word was sa . e
e { the Hungarian proletariat. Five years ago, in a g
ifb:l'{fss?a there existed another comparatlw‘ealy_ x:m:lags pitl:ll: ;:lalx;
' Hungarian - proletariat 1 ]
;?:;::gr'iat“l‘::s‘i?i?s. theﬂi\eussian“which se:hup 'I!}tﬁ dl:rt:lteotf:;‘t) ;r;g
intai i a half months. is
zlomgt:‘ll;::gor‘: ::) rth'iguéo:lx::ess. This is ql“jl? :o_the !ac;; utl}:ato fthf}r]'g
i is ; at is no )
Hufo .l*lunguﬁ‘rimrx;ngomnx:rug:: i{’ull;::yascribed to the formation 'Otf
H“f'u{mu:ns g()n t!;e contrary, sharp fmc!ional_dlﬂeren.c'es c?xln:_
hllse tl;:gause'we have not succeeded in crealing a hl;e tw!or
- y't movement in Hungary. It is wqrw thinking .a oul, N
- oy nce existed a powerful ~working-class movement
}ul]::;ars The Hungarian trade-unions are the only trade-unions

Report of Comrades Bukharin

i ich have gained in mpmbershnp during the
m,&lev::r;l_dl;vmh (oundaticsns are laid, thei\_ the_nw;t}))ffum
fluences which the dictatorship has left wor l:ni‘n lu‘ . “m
of the Hungarian proletariat, will quickly resu Al
Communist Party becoming the great and powe

its past deserves. (Applause.)

Sixteenth Session.
June 27, (Morning

On the session being opened, several personal explang
were made.

Comrade Bordiga:

Comrade Zinoviev c]m;ns tbat 1 was tic::\);":ﬁ ux](:
diplomatic methods in connection with the qu"el?M s £
fraction in the International. 1 emphtu-mseds & L
changed my opinion In this A, o retation is absoluic

mrade ) :
g:fr‘:edctlzjyit i?; most like(l}v dued toZy.::z\ ginrllj;nutl;alﬁz}it:::ye
ent to Comrade Zinov _ _ .

x\asml;l‘tozﬂi](‘:’lesl wrote that fractions exns}hmlea\:er;l:;t:ﬂ
the International, which are fighting for te ti?)ns -
Party. We agree that there ought to be no frac ol e
International ought to become a true commumsu w1 .,'
order to achieve this aim, we must first create

sation of the Communist International.

Comrade Varga:

2 -existence of an orgal
remarks about the non-exis - .
(‘.«unm\x\‘i{st Party in H_ungalrvd'léelor:e itnlntin((ilncit:tg;’siuaul;diu
rise to a misunderstanding. 1 di n(o: S do ot L
ignifi ommunist Party in
the significance of the Hungarian T s
for the dictatorship. The Hungarian il ot Ay
1 autumn of 1918 and amalgama \ :
ngnc;:mt?: Party after the estabhgh:aetnt ::l?xtn the T;?d?ﬁmf\
i 1 i rship is y
establishment of the Hungarian dictato . bledh
1 first of all. But its exis
work of the Communist Party, Pt Rghtoiors
ficient duration to enable it to  bs
:llf(:g;)l( ;':{'tly after the overthrow of the dictatorship and d
the period of the White Terror.

Thalheimer on the Programme Questic

Chairman Gebhardt (Germany) calls m::po:f tggngsgle_
Bukharin to deliver his report on the Pl;ogran

munist International. -

Comrade Bukharin:

Comrades, at our last Congress the pro’grr;:mrlxrl‘zsruie;ggﬂ

as discussed with considerable thoroughness. e L IR
o t programme questions were dealt with in the reports o
“:n(hgt ?ime I will therefore not again go over the par'agr‘ag”
gontu‘med in .my report and in Thalheimer's supplementary report.

i i ec 3 two quite different
ces arose in connection with t \ erent
eslwll)x;!"e;frx;tly, in connection with capitalist a(cumuéatlgnsa
™ rely Atheorelical question brought forward by Comrale -oat
l!’:uI;‘;‘emburg We have decided to deal with these questiops
eparate meetings. ' N
o Asto the second question, which gave nselto }llﬂerelnhu:r.st: ;rrx:
i rtial demands and transition slogans,—ther
?\zeillil;)tgre(:lfwgain connection with it, unless some delegation or
of delegations object to his. . '
e Thus, in to-day's report 1 will deal only with new quets-
tions namély with questions not discussed in fo;myer 'repf)ricsé
(‘:gm;ade Thalheimer and myself prop(;ls_e (ﬁrﬁd'l lzeltnﬁi\%e (\l‘oen ;:;ss
ini issi n this) that a - )
the opinion of the Commission o oot ot {ha Do,
a final programme, but rather h
;:rt?g: patﬂxi‘g:.ted to the Communist International may discuss.

i for the ideolo-
rst place, we need the programme |
gical t;l:inii}::; '(;! ullanrties. We also need the programme for its

- d to further our
iti nificance and to demonstrate an mrther ¢
‘lmrlrl\“ug?ls:;gthat 1 do not share comrade Maslov slbkup“:r:::]
i S pmga mn;e' Wgoupgimm: ‘ Imt)h‘ink t‘hut i

tion be adopted in lieu . ”
t:r?gus? documents al;?ady latio;):e(rimlm:1 . (tihc; 15503?}1?31
i have sufficient materi Siso sur
:;:ﬁgﬁalo'f ‘:}exe most important questions which concern the
yramm%he first question we have to consider is—ouf l:llllfl‘lo}'
Not a word has been said in the draft laid I(J:efort)mmt
World Congress about the philosophy of the C(’;“:‘h'_n e
national and of communism in general. But s1{1_ ® or us 1
gone through experiences w};:ch matl;e it ;mup;grz;: rlx\largod B
: " " o
with this question. During the meeting i stion.
i the religious que
d a very heated discussion on t el
(whgcﬁ:sions showed us that the question of our pbﬂ({:“:’css .
elucidation. There are more subtle facts which, ,l"lé that |
form perhaps than the religious v;hscuss'.mn lanrg:)c:z Com
ice A
are still some dangers ahead. We no . a1-demod
i c g socl
ies, and to a still greater extent, amo woite
g::tt;:;—es' pecially in the German Social D emotc r:‘]::,gnm
a relapse into the old Hegelism, which we h‘?‘“sis partic
pre-Marxist and an idealistic viewpoint. T .‘9“ in his
noliceable in the social democrat Cuno, especia yUr‘ufnﬂU"
on the State, the role and functions of this Smte.la s inl
Communist Parties are not immune from such re ”i]’;n i
old Hegelism, certainly in a less prominent Io;’tl:he e §
democratic ranks, but which nevertheless revea
tially harmful tendencies.

e it

' International Press Correspondence |

The second phenomenon is particularly noticeable in the
lian Party, altho probably it is not conscious of it. This
eological deviation from re_voluuonur.y Marxism could be
signated as idealistic volun.tarlsm.‘ We find the same deviations
the Russian Party, but in a different form, namely i (he
m of agnostic positivism. The point is that in all this, Marxist
terialism is  treated, avowedly or tacitly as an obsolet_e
wpoint. This is -d great danger, especially because bourgeois
jenve and bourgeois philosophy and ideology are at present .n
process of dissolution. This bourgeois ideology is tainted with
ysticsm, and therefore in a period of general disintegration
d chaos can to a certain extent permeate proletarian circles.
at is why our philosophy must be given a place in the pro-
mme. It must be precisely and concisely formulated. We must
y that we are materialists; our viewpoint is the viewpoint of
jolutionary materialist Marxism.

Il the influence of bourgeois ideology is noticeable on the
losophical field, it is also present in our economic doctrines.
ould like to propose to the congress here to discuss Comrade
is' article in “Die Internationale “. Not because 1 attach
hch importance to Comrade Boris' arguments, but because his
icle shows us in a crude form the dangers which are ahead.
is question of symptomatic phenomena, when a scientific
an prints such foolish things and such social democratic rot.
e arlicle is very outspoken. Comrade Boris would like to send
entire bourgeoisie and also the petty bourgeoisie to the devil.
has no wish to make common cause with any revolutionary
ties in the Colonies whatever, on the plea that they are
rgeois parties. He also taboos partial socialisation. He says:
the devil with any kind of socialisation which is not complete
iahsation] He wants to socialise everything, including the
te-paper basket of “Die Internationale “. He justifies his
le by saying that political economy is the be-all and the
I-all. Thus, we must socialise everything, or nothing. He is
ch more radical than the most radical elements represented
. But under this radical cloak, we have literally a purely
al democratic theory, and I fail to see how it was possible
the editors of “ Die Internationale * not to notice it.

One of the most important differences between the Second
| Third Internationals is the conception of imperialism, the
ception that a few great powers exploit the colonies, receive
er-profits from these colonies and by means of them corrupt
he working class sections, which provide the basis for social
locratic policy. Hitherto we thought that this conception is
most important point which separates us from the Second
mational. This conception is a strong weapon in our hands
nst social democracy, and against the imperialist policy of
bourgeoisie, a strong weapon which enables us to establish
bunection between ghe revolution of the industrial proletariat
colonial rebellions which in the trend of history are nothing
tomponent parts of the world revolution. Against this, are
cled all the attacks of the social democrats, on the theoretical
¢ll as on the practical field.

Now our super-clever Boris criticises my draft programme
Saying, that the whole doctrine of super-profits is fundamen-
anti-Marxist; it is absurd, it is class-conciliatory, etc.
myself on an author who was in no way a petty-bourgeois
wild, 1. e, the venerable Karl Marx. In his “ Theories of
lus Value . Vol. 2, Part 2, Marx says: “Even a blind sow
find an acorn, and even a bourgeois economist can some-

M speak the truth.“ And with reference to his famous blind
L Marx says: '

“l. B. Say, in his comments on Constanzio's trans-
tion of Ricardo, made just one correct observation on foreign
ide. Profit can also be made by cheating. One wins what the
ler loses. Gains and losses within a country cancel each
“r. But this is not the case between various countries. And
o according to Ricardo’s own theory—which Say does not
lice—th ree working days of one country can be exchanged
[ o1¢ working day of another. Here the law of values must
. essentially modified. Or, as highly-skilled, complex labour

N a country bears a, certain proportionate unskilled,
) lt‘~l_ubour, so the working days of one country can bear
°f‘""“n proportion to the working days of another country.
Juch a case, the richer country exploits the poorer, although
 latter may gain by the exchange, J. S. Mill developed this

Y in his “Some Unsettled Questions, etc.”

mFrom this we can infer that Comrade Boris conceptions
e "Dt less profound than those of g blind sow. But of
* that is not the decisive factor for us. The decisive factor

is that we clearly see that this doctrine of superprofits of richer
countries is an entirely Marxist doctrine. Marx put that down in
black and white. But Marx proceedg from the hypothesis that
there is a peaceful exchange between the countries. What must
be said when we also take the powerful means of state into
consideration? The question is perfectly clear and comprehensible

to any child. Only Comrade Boris believes that this doctrine
is absurd.

Now for the arguments of Comrade Boris on wages.
Naturally, the bourgeois can corrupt the working class only by
means of higher wages. That is entirely correct. Why are the
wages of these workers higher than the average wage? One
answer is: The wages are higher because the labour power is of
a different nature, because the labour power is more highly
skilled. That would be correct, but a further question is necessary:
where is the basis? How did the possibility arise for these
sections of the working class to transform their labour power
into more highly skilled labour power? The wages of every
section of the labour aristocracy conforms with its more highly-
skilled labour power. But why was just this labour more highly
skilled? Why does this labour power belong to the highly-skilled
workers and not to the unskilled worker? Practically the whole
working class of the capitalist states is an aristocracy as com-
pared with the pariahs of the working class. That is the basic
question. This question is answered by our doctrine, which was
created by Marx and developed by Engels and Lenin and which
is clearly discussed even in the programme of the Russian Party.
Comrade Boris absolutely overlooks this question. And that is
a complete return to the Second International. For if we do not .
have this premise, we cannot fight against the labour aristogracy,
imperialist politics, and will not be in a condition theoretically
to explain all these fundamentally important phenomena. Engels
even speaks of the bourgeois proletariat in England. This is also
an absurdity from Comrade Boris standpoint. We must ask: how
is it possible that the editor of the “ Die Internationale “ cannot
exercise a censorship? (Korsch: It was merely brought up for
discussion!) Comrades, we cannot bring up every bit of piffle for
discussion. That is a bit strong.

I come to the second question—one of the most impartant. *

At the beginning of the war there were bourgeois econo-
mists who actually went mad in the effort to justify the impe-
rialist war and invented the theory that the war was a very |
useful thing from the standpoint of the development of productive
power. These imbecile illusions of the bourgeois economists

vanished some time after the beginning of the war. Now, the
courageous Boris, writes:

“ Neither can one talk of the desruction of productive
forces by the war.“

We all know that ten million people were killed diring the
war, the destroyed railways mean an increase in means of
communication, while the destroyed factories and villages in
GGermany and Belgium signify an increase of the productive
forces according to the deductions of Boris.

The third theory is that of the crisis.

We are all aware of the great controversy between us and
the social democrats on the question of the crisis. We all know
that the revisionists, led by Bernstein, were the first to attempt
to prove that the trustification of industry, the creation of mono-
polist industry, tends to enable capitalism to overcome the crisis.
There are different versions of this theory. In its crudest form
it is represented by the pure and simple revisionists. What is
our view upon these things? We have dealt with this question
more than once and I think we have shown that in some
branches of industry the state of anarchy has been partly
removed as a result of the creation of monopolies. But the
creation of trusts does not prevent crises; it rather produces -
them in a more extended and graduated manner.

Boris goes on to say that’the growth of productive forces
signifies the growth of the organic composition of capitalism; the
ever increasing systematisation in the management qf production,
instead of crisis, a growth of the productive forces. What does it
all mean? Does all this represent a communist theory? It is pure
revisionism, and a pure social democratic theory.

There is yet another social democratic doctrine which says
that the circumstances during the war and the period of revo- . |
lutionary ferment are such that the revolutionary proletariat, if
it wants to carry out’ the revolution victoriously, must constantly .
bear in mind the necessity for the continuity of the of =
production. This is what- we are told by Kautsky, Hilferding, ete.
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i the use of tele-
luntly put it at the last Congress, ise ‘
L Aslégbf()l' gareicades will not encourage the m&riea:g‘.it);
‘r:guckli):n. Revolution, like war, entails loss ‘o'l Ipr.:c ‘1“'“.
&muzh the temporary destruction of the produclm.a. oaut 'v;'huk:
comrade Boris comes along again and re(‘unstruc.l.s .[u e
doct:'me of the continuity of production. Al}d he trans L;rl:\‘s he
transitory decline of the productive forces into an a.bz;((iu :v“ p'_is
ess. He goes on lo say that this indicates that Bu m; C“m.‘
';‘e:it;usly of the opinion that the leu'mums‘l;“u:?yOf)lprrl(::' :ﬁs i
i ‘e’ o start literally with nothing 1n e w y of maans
::(l)ld\llﬁmn :u:d distribution "i Whnt]a w:)in"ttllelgx:‘ll:\ufxl:\;:\dhtlllﬁ'\l\\
is! He himself evolves the mathemalics .. then
:ﬁ ;:;'u}i:s }llne of it. 1f for instance we were 0 trulx_lsl[urm m:xu
rade Boris' relative foolishness into absolute (u’o is me:)'meni
avould also obtain the corresponding result. But m‘aNa;lrol o
' with having to deal with relullu'e loolnshg&‘s;g elseathan <
ing of the thing in itself? It means n els ‘
ll::?:rlant‘iun of the social democratic doctrine. For it is l{w rz):zzl
argument in the hands of the socu;‘Ldemoclrz:_cyn :g::‘mse i
y io
1 methods. 1f we say that the revolu
Lt:‘tll;m:[r‘y the growh of the productive forces, ther} \ﬁe :Zth;?t;
doctrine established by Kautsky. You see how tactically kg
established our. theory. We have shown l:ha:i llhe tpr;)]ce(;‘ i
i iti snders the destructio
e and temporary transition ren - :
rerl:dttx\cfiive forces absolutely necessary. We ha\c hShmz:-litich
guious Marxian quotations that lhls{ lmtl;sfonnutlxl?tri\(.) r:a l(;"ave -
i basis for the revo s
circumstances, serve as the By
3 [ n the contrary, ass
The social democratic doctrine, 0 gy, A
1 sibili f the revolution. They argue 1
tul?epo\::.lrblllllltev p(;oduclive forces were not de\}'eluped_ Oillouﬂ(l))lufl?;n\hit;
isati socialism; ing the war the social rev
realisation of socialism; during o atroyed.
i i because the productive fog'ces are p . .
ﬁgoiiglrethe waar one must wait until they will dev clop a:gm:f.
so by that time a new war will come. And thus the cnic e R
stupidity runs merrily round. Borw‘wtheorgm repriecsf)enbzuquet
: . . i
reproduction of this theory. See what quet
:lxpﬂal!;?)is wepge\! Negation of super prolf‘ns. neufatl()‘;)r (t)i'uglepr“(,):;‘);
i i theory of war- spe-
“pelations of the labour aristocracy, a E-4ims Dot
i tification of the social-p
v Wy C_Onseduwllv " the ial-democratic doctrine about-
attitude during the war; the social-d ( i
inui duction. It has quite a nu
the continuity of the process of proc _ " ey

: i S y jical, but behind these radica
of passages which sound very rac el bakend S,
word have the foulest social democratic b |
thinzst‘lf:t the super-wise Boris uses for his _auaok against ust on
the national question, on the colonial question, on the ((}ues 10?l
of the united front, on the question of socialisation and so0 0
and so forth. . .

If such things are written by the Lefl“ co:r}‘rade;r;g::
are even more dangerous, because when_rlhe » Lef fu i,ndulg(;
whose tactical and political onema_hon‘hls uutlit:e ':)r‘;)l-:lc‘al e
i i promise the en )
in such foolish talk, they C(')muro e M B se Rl

he “ Left“ wing. We must protes ]

m:e:t z:m:msl such irrelevance, and expose the comrades In

ion. ‘
i I would now like to touch upon another lht-urv}lm'l'qule}:e
tion which was omilted in our previous d}s_cussxul)a. \‘lz(.m o
question of crises; not of crises as a specific p:u"nnmut.nkn“w
the transition period, but of crises 1n general. As (\)rlung = 'm.
a theoretical discussion on the theory of crises x:? g! § & 2
Marxian circles. There are two formulas whnc‘h gxe arg“) o
ally different f'dlspropunmnuhty,” and und:;r—u:l;;umpicnor.] e

f o/ / > o} 1e C

have a formula which wi (Xprts:. ‘ trad 7 ,

x\lv]:::\ ;)ru:lucnuu and consumption as a (nmlpfment parlt“:lte l\l::
anarchy of production. 1 believe that in our (.mﬂ proglra ces;
must be somewhat more cautious In furmultahtmgmtp\;.;_lcglrum“
alis e already see the e -

.y of capitalism. We alreac _emopiri :
oltl thendte;:ywhiolv we are facing the process of 'mpndh?t-qefdzf
: ‘: 01lhin this great process we see also partial pr(')l(fbtx;}‘r(-
o ‘:-rutlol\ For this reason we must give a snmewtm l:fon
re‘:nruve dehmtmn and a clearer description of the 'r'ians pn
- 'a;‘dbl shall point out a few things. We must ela\bor;: ef nll\da-
plqy(l" uu‘r ideas upon the period of the two processes, t ; u -
ce"t:l rocess of the proletarian revolution in nsel(‘loes ke
lyneel“ confmut;' the world revolution, lbu( there arce.x zu ‘u L)he
i y which have a revolutionary sense, €. . ‘
du:u‘l)ltinecrli);::bmen by themselves, these secondary proce:fsm;:
o “r,wl integral parts of the proletarian revolution. In the procfhe
a;ewurld history, these phenomena have direct bea;‘nnf OI:Jiuon
- \d revolution. We should mention that during the transitc :
wor;ud antagonislic forms of organization may continue flo eﬁxse

ﬁde by side for a long time. We should point out that after

; ¥ itical power, a new law of social development yjy
(&)02(1‘::3 l lolf ‘:(l)nltl}‘?i‘rstpoplace. development would proceed amdy
llil)e flame of revolution, and secondly, the lavwbolﬁm(-(?l deve.
lopment would work concretely upon uv‘new [aalzt. :tl[)l(«'iha(
development is nothing but the exlension © 1u|»-(|dmm"‘
contradictions; these contradictions will go on I!.l\lb tu-l{ to the
collapse of the capitalist system of production, l“k» ,d.lm the
capture of power by the proletariat, the law of s'0c1;1 11_§¢ Opmien
will not tend in the direction of extending Qw_ contra It‘lvlnns. but
rather in the direction of their gr_udual elimination. We shoy|j
mention further the idea that during the transition pvvn%nl there
should be a bloc between the proletariat undx some w«khun: of
the peasantry. Here 1 would like to make a lcw !'eu'm(ri's. Even
in the ranks of the Communist International tl)ere Ils a .f'.lm'“’
tendency to ignore the importance of this pm'b em-.‘ l‘.lsvd bato.lulrly
clear, and strategically as well as tactically ueuls'm'xr\,‘, that we
must consider the peasantry as our allies, but tl{lb should ot
be misconstrued in the sense that we should l.rans orm ‘;umlm
into Workers' and Peasants' Parties. On the Lontl"ul‘\{.‘ <t[].‘ More
we retain our proletarian character, the more successful iy
be our policy in regard to the peasantry.

I now come to the question of the new economic poliy
1 consider to be the most important part of my report.

First of all, a few introduclory remarks. ‘Aﬂer the intro.
duction of the new economic policy, we, 'lhe Russian C(n'mnum,
and also our friends, the foreign parties, almo?t wit m\.n any
exception, had a feeling that we had acted sumew!ml llll[lﬂopt'rly
and that we ought to apologise for the new eu)nonn; policy.
We did not think the new economic policy to be expe« wn('un
rational in itself. Now however we may quite conscwn.huu;l?vu
the very opposite. The question of the new economic po 1}\ o
the whole should be formulated by us in the following manner

The only correct economic policy for _the pm‘lut‘una‘(, b
policy which insures the growthnof ;)roducllx'g‘ forlw‘s'.‘x:w
policy which we described as the " new econuml'cvpn u'\, A ar
time communism was nothing else but a corrective nlt }:slne
economic policy, the necessary correclive for the pq{uu:dex
pression of the direct class war against the bourgeoisie and U
petty bourgeois elements.

Comrades, the fundamental phenomenon which will con
front the victorious proletariat after the conguest of D’(‘)hl;‘
power, will be the variety of the forms of economy wmh'“‘n’nc
will have to deal. In no country, not even in the mvo‘sll f..xlm
listically developed, are the productive forces so.huzhl\{_'(e,u?l .
as to have caused the disappearance of all the immec late .sn
No Marxist will assert that the social rg\'olutlon (‘AH‘I}Ul' c
unless every petty bourgeois, every handicraftsman, v\‘;r\
capitalist shall have disappeared. It would be a [001.111 exc
ration, of the kind contrived by our opponents to make a ca
cature of Marxism. ‘ -

The second fact is as follows: There are as nm.nl\ \Lrla
rent economic forms as there are classes or rathe_r slm'lld“ ;r
As long as we have small enterprises we §hall have Ntn-d' e
cers, as long as there are small farms in the coul_\"nl ¢}

' : 7 1all capitahst ent
shall have peasants and as long as we have si RDALA
prises, we shall have small capitalists and also hamtu:mm
The third factor consists in the he}erogenelty “‘(l-'-nl v
motives, of economic impulses. Thus, if we hq\:e (lll(\]\'l\‘
nomic forms, we also have different economic u'm ll‘lll""QS
motives of the peasantry differ from those of bw-?d,w[”;r'[

The economic motives of socialised t,-lnelj)nae.st t‘t,\ ’
those of the big peasantry. Even the economic mx‘n 'l\t»
big peasantry differ from those of the small peu.sanln| "

This main problem could be [urmulz{.led_us f[n? lt)l“\ b
the problem of coordinating and sulmrdma‘tmlg‘ tllln" m._““u
economic forms, secondly the classes and thirdly
stimuli. : -t

the face of such heterogeneity, ‘ :
5ulidlantv the hegemony of the proletariat :4\50 or%‘ lll:;lw -
field. It means that our socialised anterpnseshmus‘mmmm for
gonomy in our economic life, and t)nat the O.t el:; ;ul.unhn;ﬂﬂ
consequently all lnteru\edu':.}e motives, must . >1~‘ Yhe
this economic hegemony. I'he lrmsxtwn 'Derflormsv Saueeze
during which the most advanced economic E g o ossile
other forms by means of competition, Therefore 1 0014 imposs
carry out this complete socialisation a la B()_l'ls.{omI> withid
because of the heterogeneity of the economic M or techs
Soviet Union. We are unable to carry this ;tlmt)u:{ces N
reasons. We have not encugh a.mzaulon' fo oo ot the
everything, even the peasan lotments. “This 1is

which

')
we .must of coursé
econol
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s0NS. Secondly, it is politically ‘impossible, because, by attempt-
ing it, we would rouse the petty bourgeoisie and all the traders
sgainst the victorious proletariat. Thirdly, because to attempt to
socialise everything a.ll_at once, such heterogenious enterprises
would require a gigantic administrative apparatus the cost of
which would be’ higher than that of anarchic production. This
played an important part during the period of military com-

munism. )
The New Economic Policy is the only correct and true

proletarian economic policy. When I speak of the only correct
wonomic policy of the proletariat, I mean a policy based on the
gowth of productive forces, and a policy which encourages this
gowth. What was military communism? It was rational con-

sumption of existing food stores. At that time his was the only
possible policy, the first strategical position which gave us a
firm footing in the economic life of the country. We seized power
in economic organization, we also partly destroyed them (this
o was a good thing, it is in fact a justification of the policy
of military communism) On the other hand we established
ntonal consumption of the existing food stores. That we could
mot give encouragement to productive forces, is self understood.
ow could we encourage agriculture, if we took away all the

wiplus produce? What motive could the peasantrv hgve for pro-
duction ?

There was a great conflict between our State policy and
he economic motives and impulses of these strata of the popu-
stion, which made the partial existence of these economic forms
impossible. In making a careful survey of this matter, we re-
ogmise the ecoromic mistakes we made and we realise what
al proletarian economic policy must be like.

Comrades, 1 should like to deal here with an argument
1 by Boris. His justification of the demand for complete socia-
sation 1s—that every national economy is a unity, and being
umty, requires just such a policy. This sounds very radical,
t in reality it is theoretical opportunism. Why? Not only is
bere & unity, but there is also a unity of contradictions. To a
ertain extent, the proletariat and the bourgeoisie is also a social
uity. But there are contradictions within it, and the same may
e said of all economic forms. This, in fact, is the whole pro-
lem. The bourgeoisie has co-ordinated these contradicting ele-
pents. We must have another kind of co-ordination. To deny this
blem, one must assume that society represents a united
ole, and not a unity in contradictions.

Further, if we regard the varieties of economic forms as
e main phenomenon, it becomes quite clear that the most im-
orlant manifestations arising out of the diversity of production
ethe forms of market relations. And here I think we must deal
ith the following prospects. Formerly our idea was somewhat
follows: we have a portion of the economic life of the country;
ter, socially hostile, or partially socially hostile elements have
¢ other portion, and these we shall be able to swallow up by
direct methods of state power and without market relations.
all probability, judging by empirical facts—not merely by the
Ussian - experience, what will actually happen will be that
ing to the anarchy of production, market relations will be
fessary and therefore the competitive struggle between the state
ms of proletarian economy, between the socialised industries
i the other forms of industry. Formally, the method is the
e as under the capitalist economic system. The great diffe-
fice Lies in the fact that under the capitalist economic system,
¢ and medium-sized industries have almost the same eco-
e content. If the industries are in the hands of private
lal, & competitive struggle against them by the large prole-
‘W mdustries will take place—a revolutionary struggle, a
s Struggle against the bourgeoisie. This is perhaps the most
bortant point we must grasp; since all doubts and misunder-
d“lu&. all attacks upon Nep and the present situation in
2 proceed from the fact that the comrades concerned fail
understand the entirely new forms of class struggle based upon’
Ulomic competition. Formally, matters are almost the same
' l"\' Were under capitalism, the producer received wages, the
l(zl process goes on as in capitalist society. But the impor-
| ling s, th}at in spite of this formal identity, there exists a
erence ip principle.
' ”[H'v comrades I think belongs the idea of the develop-
: 1 economic planning. We can only carry out economic
t'}“f to lhe. extent that the material basis therefor exists.
resh; material basis for economic planning is nothing but
tmut of the squeezing out of backward economic forms by
berior large industries with a ‘proletarian social content.

form of pessimism on this subject.

do not possess a social character, is the only right one and re-
present the victorious prospect of our social development.

The new economic policy, which is already fairly old, hag
also many inherent contradictions, especially during the iditial
stage of proletarian economic policy. Our socialised enterprises
and institutions are growing, but the same must also be said of

petty bourgeois enterprises. Thus, we have already.not only a’

conlrudjct.ion between form and substance, but contradiction bet-
ween various social forms and social forces. Naturally the class
struggle on the economic field will definitely solve this question.

Just a few more words to make myself fully understood
on this question. I said that we will arrive at our final socialist
economic order by means of various economic struggles, in which
big enterprises will be in the hands of the proletariat. But the
matter is not so simple, because proletarian dictatorship is able
to co-operate with the small producer under his hegemony. This
is very important, especially as far as the peasantry is concerned.

A situation is possible in which the proletariat and the prole- Wi

tarian big enterprises form a bloc with the small producers, and
co-operate with them.

After a few explanatory remarks on war communism, we
shall be able to see that the new economic policy is not a cor-
rective  of war communism, but that the new economic policy
is the only expedient policy of the proletariat. War communism
on the contrary appears to be a corrective of the new economic
policy. But why is it a corrective? Because it is necessitated not by a
rational economic policy, but by direct political struggle. In
many cases there are conflicts between the viewpoint of economic
rationality, namely between the formula of the necessity of
economic policy and the necessity and expediency of ~direct

Here we have an entirely new conception. But 1 think
we can safely say that only this perspective is a correct: one;
it is the only one which can be theoretically proved. And it"is
just this perspective which is the strongest weapon against every .

What grounds are there for
pessimism? We shall certainly have crises, but these crises will
disappear when we have comphete economic planning. We shall
in all probability have crises for many years to come, but tho,
general line of the squeezing out of other economic forms, which -
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political struggle. I told you that we took away everything from * =

the peasants. Was this necessary? Certainly, but in what sense

was it necessary and expedient? It was the mecessity and ex- ,

¥
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pediency of war. Had we acted differently, we should have lost' - -‘

the war. And without victory in war further developmént was
impossible. On the whole, war communism will prohably have
to be applied in many countries to a lesser or greater extent. This
will be necessary, because the bourgeoisie will be able to offey
energetic resistance to the proletariat. But the important. point
i1s that all our parties should be able to distinguish between /
political and economic expediency and that they adapt it to the
situation in their respective countries. ’
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Comrades, but I should like to say a few words on the

agrarian question. This question was very fully discussed at our
Congress. We have before us Comrade Lenin's theses and the
results of the work of our various commissions. Nevertheless,

I should like to say a few more words. There is a certain tendency . -

within our ranks, which, I think, constitute a considerable danger.

But there is already a tendency among some of our comrades to
deduce from our attitude towards the peasantry, that in agri-

culture, there is no difference between small and big enterprises,

In the face of this tendency, we must state here most emphati-

cally that we adhere to the principle of big enterprises fin' agri-

culture. We believe that the development of big agricultural

enterprises is the only means to increase agricultural production.

But the solution of this problem is different now than in the

pre-war period. Before the war, during the period of so-called
healthy capitalism, our main task consisted in getting rid of all

relics of feudalism, of sweeping away all obstacles which stood

in our way. We asked: does victory belong to big or small pro-

duction? Contrary to the revisionists, we said: big production is, =
more progressive than small production. :

Well, we are now in a different epoch. Our task does not.
consist in prognosticating the development of agriculture. Our
task is to find an ally to be able to break down the power of
capitalism. For this purpose we are even entitled to parcel’ out
farms at the expense of big landed property, in order to secure am
ally. For this is 'the main point. To win ower the peasaniry. we
must be able to give it something, in accordance with the naty
of the various countries and the social importance of the p
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antry in these countries. For the high price we have to pay
now for the progress of revolution, we will be compensated later,
when we shall have the pre-requisites of dictatorship—the entire
industry in our own hands. Then we shall be able to introduce
more progressive forms of  agriculture. Why? With vour per-
mission, 1 will make a very important but purely theoretical
remark. One of the greatest contradictions in the capitalist
of production, consisted in the gulf which existed between in-
*dustry and agriculture. During that period we witnessed an ever-
growing disproportion between the growth of productive forces
in industry .and the growth of productive forces in agriculture.
Why? I am unable to give a detailed answer to this question.
The most important phenomenon in this connection 1s the ap-
pearance of a new factor, the so-called absolute-rent. Comrades
will find this subject fully explained in the third volume of
“ Capital “. Agriculture was, so to speuk, under the yoke of
industry. We can and shall free agriculture from this voke to the
extent in which we get rid of this disproportionality of capitalist
methods of production. If from the viewpoint of economic ratio-
pality, we stand to lose something by parcelling the estates of
big landowners, we shall be compensated, and compensated gene-
rously, through the abolition of absolute rent, and the systematic
intervention of socialised industries in agriculture. I think that
in this connection, we must bear in mind what Lenin said in his
last article. We had a special form of socalled agrarian socialism
in the ceuntry-side even in the time of capitalist prosperity. This
was a very peculiar ideology. It had its material basis in the
growth of peasant organisations which were under the hegemony
of big landowners, priests, etc. It is on this basis that the so-
" called agrarian and co-operative socialism developed. All this,
of course, was utopian. To believe that tendencies coming from
this side would develop into Anti-Capitalist organisations, was a
the establishment of prole-
tarian dictatorship changes the situation in this respect. But,
~under proletarian dictatorship, when industries are socialised, the
growth of these institutions means that these institutions become
part and parcel of the proletarian economic body.

That is why this question has a very diﬂerent‘aspect in
the epoch of proletarian dictatorship. And this is very important.

Comrades, we believe that in accordance with the decision
of the Fourth Congress, we must also have a tactical-strategic
seetion in the plan of our programme. I think that we shall have
‘4o discuss this section of our programme a little later. We will
elaborate this programme, provided that comrades show a little
interest in it. Surely it cannot be that the critical capacity of
the International should be centered in Boris alone. This lack of
interest in theoretical questions which was always a characteristic
of reformist tendencies, is a dangerous symptom. Nearly in all
parties, including the Russian Party, lack of interest in theo-
retical questions was always a sign of opportunism. We must
do our utmost to combat theoretical opportunsm and scepticism.
There are enough forces in the International to solve also theo-
retical problems. (Applause.)

seventeenth Session.

The 17th Session of the World Congress took place In
the evening of Juni 27, in the Grand Theatre and was attended by
the representatives of all the big factory nuclei of Moscow. The
Presidium of the Session consisted of comrades Zinoviev, Kola-
rov, Gebhardt and Katayama. When comrade Zinoviev appeared

~ on the platform he was greeted with stormy applause. Voices
were heard from all parts of the hall: " Long live the leader of
the Communist International, comrade Zinoviev! © There was
another storm of applause when comrade Rykov appeared on
the platform and began to deliver his report on the economic
policy of the Soviet Union and on the results of the discussion in
the Russian Communist Party

Then the representatives of the Party nuclei of the most
important factories of Moscow made speeches of welcome to the
Congress and explained to it the attitude of the Moscow Party
membership to the Party discussion. All the speakers assured
the Congress that the Moscow workers were in full accord with
the decisions of the Thirteenth Party Congress and strongly
condemned the pétty bourgeois digressions of the opposition.

Comrade Kolarov replied to the addresses of welcome on
behalf of the Congress. He thanked the Moscow working men and
women for the welcome extended to the Congress and pledged
the latter to do its utmost to lead the world proletariat to victory.

ontralised mgthod of distribution, adapted to- the necessities of
ar. The policy of military communism could never have been
arried out in Russia without the resources which czarism had
it behind 1t.

What is the dis}inguishing mark of war communism from
he economic point of view? Abolition of money, highly centralised
ntrol, no private trading, the crippling of the small trader, and
we requisitioning of agricultural produce. In order to decide
hether ~ war communism should form a feature of our pro-
amme, it 18 necessary to remember that war communism was
( evolved (rom any theoretical programme drawn up beforehand
y the Russian Communist Party, but simply developed out of
he necessities of revolutionary strategy.

Eighteenth Session.

June 28y,

The Session was-opened by Comrade Gebhardt who called
Comrade Thalheimer to make his supplemenlary Report on
Program Question.

Comrade Thalheimer:

Comrades: My task will not be to present another entirely
separate report, but to supplement the report of comrade Bukhary
mainly by dealing with the discussions which have already take
place. 1t has become evident that agreement will be possible
on all essential points. I will briefly recall the controversy
points which played a part at our last Congress, and the posiig
they have now reached. The first question which was discussg
was the question of accumulation, that is to say, Rosa Luxep.
burg's theory of accumulation. We have agreed not o formg
late this for the programme, but to formulate a programme whig
will reach above and beyond these theoretical differences Wy
have not done this from any personal motives, but because g
theoretical discussion must be fully worked out before une oyl
make the whole question clear.

The second question, and perhaps the most important
controversial question discussed by the last Congress during it
debate on the programs, was the question of whether transitional
and partial demands should be included in the general programme
of the Communist International or not. This question was
decided by the Fourth (‘.ungrus.s_’wluch resolved that the definitiog
of the nature of and necessity for transitional and para
demands should be placed in the general programme, while {he
particular application of these demands 1n relation ta concrely
questions, should be left to the national programs. [t 15 we
known that comrade Lenin was in complete agreement with thes
decisions, and as their theoretical correctness has already leen
established, we do not see any reason to alter them

The principle laid down was that transitional and pan
demands cannot be excluded so long as the bourgeoisie has no
been conquered, and the dictatorship of the proletanat has o
been entered upon and firmly established.

I shall chiefly deal here with the debates which have o
far taken place in the programme cOmmission.

The first question which was discussed, and which Buk
harin dealt with very fully, was the question of the differen
forms of the transition to socialism, especially the conen
questions of the NEP and of war communism. With regand
the question whether NEP coald have any application to othe
countries beside Russia as a transition. to socialism, there wi
no differences of opinion In the commission, everyone wis A
full agreement with the views developed by Bukharin. On i
other hand, there was considerable discussion of the question @
war communism and the part which it might have to play

What were these necessities? They were mainly two: the
ist, to drive out the bourgeoisie from all those positions the
onomic strength of which could be utilised in the political
iruggle.  All the strongholds of economic power which were
sstrioyed, were not destroyed simply from the economic point
view, but from the point of view of revolutionary strategy, the
od being the complete defeat of the bourgeoisie. And' the
essity for this action endures so long as the power of the
urgeoisie 13 not really broken. It remains until the bourgeoisie
s been subjugated, and placed under the control of the working
lass, the dictatorship of the proletariat. That is the first aspect.

The second essential function of war communism, is to
pply the army and the urban industrial population with food.
his function must of course be closely related to the fact that
pquisitions  of agricultural produce are not made until the
ants have had the land handed over to them by the industrial
orkers, so that the requisitions taken from the peasants could
regarded as a receipt given by them to the working class in
hange for the land they have received.

If we are attempting to reach a general formula for the
y uon‘of NEP to war communism, we must realise quite clearly
at NEP would never have been possible in Russia unless it
s preceded by a preliminary stage of war communism. It
ould not have been possible because the will of the bourgeoisie
d their resistance, had first to be broken, and very t.horouzhly’
ken, before they were ready to submit to the leadership of the
orking class. 'I'herefor_e we may assert that a longer or shorter
piod of war communism must precede the NEP in future revo-
ons. If it be fprther asked how war communism and NEP will
modxfu;d to suit different conditions, I think we may consider
¢ lollowing aspects of this question:

The _dectslon as to how far war communism can or must
weed, will depend upon the particular conditions in a given
atry, and also on the international conditions in which the
letariat uf‘a particular country seizes power, that is to say, on

much fighting 1s ‘necessary before the bourgeoisie is sub-
pled to the leadership of the working class.

n.lt lwull depend upon the strength of the working class as
st the bourgeoisie and the petty bourgeoisie. It will also

other countries. The question we discussed was: s war-cof ely depe A _
: e . l pend u ¥ ; :
munism a necessary preliminary stage to NEP or not? " I pon the international situation. .
’ IS equa . .
The second question which was dealt with, was thal T8 qually clear that the forms of the New Economic

v will also vary in different countries, and that the general
mt:le g’eﬁeral scheme, the outline of the NEP in dgfferent
b()lhb »\‘l‘ undergo changes according to circumstances. It
Bt P‘T?b‘lble and probable that in countries where the
Donil system is hlgl_llyv d_eveloped and is much greater in
- lm }lu t}!e pre-capitalistic, peasant stage of production than
: n‘ (ussm,'the NEP may be developed much further than
- 1]1'1 .he;re in Russmr It depends upon the degree to which
pla“am:-u >3en centralised, its strength in proportion to that
S production, its technical organization, its relation to
tapital to petty bourgeois capital, etc.

garding the formula with which the fact that NEI“ is of gene
application should be expressed in the programme, The 1_'un<'lu>‘
reached was that one cannot of course insert “NEP ™ into
programme in a concrete form; the form “ NEP~ ysell canng
be mentioned, but the important point 1s to get 1> pgsent
meaning into the programme.

What are the essential characterisitics of NEP”
calculation according to capitahstic methods: retention
functions of money: retention of the form of trusts contnua

of banks and exchanges. In short, the combination of lh'rr
fundamental trd

[hey 3

ol

anizational forms of capitalism with the Naties
%ormatmn of their social significance. It may be of some "';M ls\kd‘t:jm“v we cannot lay down all the concrete adaptations
to note here that these general forms of the transition ewmmln our programme. We must be content to lay down
socialism, as we regard NEP, are already sketched out by ‘ eral for principles ol_ Athe New Economic Policy, as the

“ Capital,” and 10 Mar m of the transition' to socialism, and the essential

I refer here to the third volume of sl
where he says that in the trans
lves to the €

all only
deve

p”eya l((:f uwar communism, as the adaptation of economic

Y, 1€ requirements of revolutionary strategy; that js

.t of thgoli:omunuu_n’muxat be regarded from the aspect of the

ible. v urgeoisie, the conduct of a civil war, and of
wars of intervention.

The commission unanim agreed that the tran

ion unanimously agr that the transition t
Sm i : X -
~y Must be laid dewn in the programme from these points

notes on the Gotha program,
to socialism we would at first have to adapt ourse
nomic forms left behind by capitalism, and that we sh
able to proeeed to full communism at a further stage of
ment. when we have eliminated those forms also.

Now as to the question of war communisi
must defend a little against comrade-Bukharin. What 15 “"')0
nature of war communism? It—eén be defined as o rath

which

/

"l Ny I

A second question which was discussed was that of the
various divisions of the working class. A full report was giv,ah'. :
to the programme commission of all the various groupings of .
the work)ng class in relation to its political tendencies, groupings, . =
and parties. The main point on which stress was laid here, was
naturally that of the part played by the aristocracy of labour in
a period of imperialism, its relation to the superior imperialistic
power of certaih countries, and the relation of the aristocracy of |
labour to the opportunistic tendencies in the working class. But,.'
in considering these points, it was also realized that it was not '
only important to distinguish these various divisions, but equally
important to make it clear that these divisions are of a transitory o,
and merely temporary nature, since the main line of developmenf
is at present proceeding in & dire¢tion which will obliterate these
differences, and level down the various subdivisions of the
workmg class into a common economic position and a common
ideological attitude, thus drawing them nearer fogether, It must
not be forgotten, in considering all these groupings, that above
and beyond‘them there exists the fundamental identity of interest
of the working class as an economic class. It is this fundamental '
unity of the working class, founded upon its place in the
machinery of production, which must be our starting point when
we set out to pass over all the divisions and differentiations of
the working class, and to unite them under the leadership of the
Communist Party.

We also reported upon the various types of countrie

had been decided similarly by the Fourthy%ongress that s{hil:

giescnptan of the different countries should be made as an’
introduction to the national programmes, and that it should be

made from the point of view of revolutionary strategy, of the ;
conquest of political pawer. Corarade Varga spoke on this subject,

and .has also submitted a drat of the descriptions. The aspects

considered here were as follows:

First, the aspect of economic development, includi : 2
following questions: 1. Whether a country pmay be eip%:t:duzg A
develop further under the capitalistic system or not; 2. Whether . 4
a given country has already reached its highest stage of develop-
ment, or passed it; 3. The problem of the Soviet States where e
the‘prqle'tanat has already seized power, and broken down the
capitalistic framework. <5

‘Secondly, the classification of countries according '
5 , g as to .
whether they are the exploiters or the exploited in imperig- = ./
listic politics; whether they are partially or wholly independent
of the great imperialistic powers.

Thirdly, the class structure of the various countri b
' , ries, and
the -relauve. strength of the various classes in each country,
of course, with special reference to the working class. '

) Dux;ma the discussion special stress was laid upon one
point .whu_:h. s important for us in defining our own stand-
point in distinction to that of the Second International, namely = &
the fact that one must very carefully differentiate the develop- . . .
ment of a country from the point of view of revolutionary
§‘trategy, from its development from the point of view of Socialism.
T'he aspects which determine the transition to socialism are not
't!le same as those which determine the transition to revolution.
'lhe important features are the technical and economic stage of -
mdu_strm.l development, the degree of centralization, and the pro- :
portionate strength of industrial in relation to that of other non-
capialistic forms of production in the same country.

A typical instance of the way in which these two points
of view can be confused, is provided by Kautsky, and showed
lt&l‘f‘ in a particulary blatant way in his treatment of the
question of the Russian revolution. For in Russia we can see,

with the greatest clearness, the difference between the two
aspects. X
Where revolutionary development was concerned, our

experiences have shown that Russia was far in advance of
all other countries. But as soon as political power had been
conquered, it soon became evidemt that Russia was backward,
w_here the evolution of socialism was concerned. These two
circumstances are closely related to one another. ¢

To_ turn. now to the agrarian question. Lenin’s theses on'
the agrarian question at the Second Congress, and the theses of
tl?e Fourth Congress, were taken as a foundation. The points
discussed were the following: ’ e

The aititude which should be adopted owards the. various./"
bourgeois projects. for agrarian reform, such as that of dividing:



A

International Press  Correspondence

A

R o e
s s

No, & '

up large estates for the benefit of poor peasants. The question
‘was asked, what should be the attitude of the Communist pro-
gramme to bourgeois plans of this kind?

The Communist Parties cannot afford to take up an attitude
of neutralily or of opposition to plans of this kind, least of
all when they have already gained a hold ap the masses; but
neither must they be dragged along at the heel of a movement
of this kind, they must take up the only possible attitude, which
is to drive such movements further forward, and to put forward
demands which will force them on towards revolution. For in-
stance, in relation to the bourgeois schemes for agrarian reform,
the demand should be made for the distribution of land to the
poor peasants without any compensation being paid for it to the
owners of the large estates.

It was further discussed whether this attitude way equally
suitable to a slow and a fast revolutionary tempo. whether it
was required because a slowing down in the tempo of revolution
had been accepted. The commission decided here that this was
not the case. The fact that we are obliged to join in these move-
ments is dictated by the revolutionary situation itself. Then the
question of small and large scale farms was discussed. Super-
ficially it might appear that by supporting the division of land
at the present moment, we were approaching, in some respects,
the points of view of the revisionists. But that is not the case. We
look at things from the point of view of revolutionary strategy.
David looks at them from the point of view of reformist politics.
We define our own attitude by declaring that we take our whole
stand on the necessity for largescale farming. In agriculture as
in other forms of production, we aim at the development of
large-scale production. This means of course that we do every-
thing that is possible, politically and economically for this end,
but we must lay stress upon it as our fundamental standpoint,
because it is the standpoint necessary for the development of
socialism.

Then another point which is of a centain amount of im-
portance among Social Democrats. You are aware that among
the Social Democrats the antagonism which exists between the
urbany worker as purchaser, and the peasant as seller of food,
has been made much of in the last years. And the stress laid
upon this antagonism was a means towards uniting the urban
worker with the bourgeoisie against the smaller peasantry. What
have we to say about this? Of course we have to admit that
antagonism between the worker and the peasant does exist,
where the price of food is concerned. But the difference between
the worker as purchaser and the peasant as seller of food is
nothing in comparision to that antagonism between the workers
and the peasants together on one side and the great capitalists
and big landlords together on the other. Thus far we can sub-
mit false views of the Social Democrats, to a thorough revision.

The question of land nationalization, and the part it
should play in our programme was also discdssed. With regard
to the nationalization of large estates there is nothing to be dis-
cussed. The only question that arises is as to how far the
principle of nationalization should be extended. Should it be
extended to small and medium sized properties? On this question
the commission decided to leave the matter open, and not to
mention the nationalization of small and medium-sized pro-
perties, but to indicate in the programme that profiteering and
speculation in land should be prohibited by law. -

Then, comrades, there is still the national question. Firstly,
how far shall the Communist Parties of oppresed nationalities
make use of the right which our programme gives them for
national self-determination even to the point of secession: that
is, how far or under what circumstances shall they apply this
programme slogan practically and politically? Well, comrades,
the point of view which must serve as our criterion can only
be a general point of view—that the national points of view
must be entirely subjected, under all circumstances, to the point
of view of the international class struggle. All these various
questions’must be concretely solved from this point of view.

The second question was whether the slogan of the right
of self-determination was sufficient for the solution of all
pational questions. It was pointed out that a number of national
questions existed in countries, like the United States, where there
is an extraordinarily mixed population; which shows that the
slogan of the right of self-determination cannot solve all national
questions. Then there is the race question. The Programme
Commission was of the opinion that the slogan of the right of

self-determination must be supplemented by another slog,

“Equal rights for all nationalities and races.” The Progray,
Commission also discussed whether or not the programme gh

contain a definition of the conception of a nation. The Compj
sion came to the conclusion that it was practically impdssih
to find a definition for the conception “ nation® which wg
satisfy all requirements, and that for the requirements of

fight it is only necessary to have a political definition, so thy

may know where we can intervene and where we can ng (
course, everything depends upon whether or not the workp
class of the country raises the national question. If the nagg
question is a vital one for the working class, if it 1s vita) |
the workers and peasant-proletariat, then it is naturally y
for the Communist Party and must not be neglected.

A further question which was discussed in the Programy
Commission was the question of the new form of the bourgey
governments. Fascism was discussed as a form of governy
on the one hand, and the Labour Government on the othg
The various types of fascist government were discussed, g
we came to the conclusion that fascism had already develops
various national types

The next matter that was discussed was what the pe
stage after Fascism would be. Various speculations were mag
Must Fascism be eliminated directly by the proletarian dj
torship, or could intermediate stages arise? Comrades,
Commission was of the opinion that we cannot prophesy abg
this question but must leave it open, because vang
possibilities exist.

Then the question of the intellectuals was discussed | wi
not report on this question, since it is a special pomt g
the agenda.

Then on the role of the party, on which subject Com
Kuusinen spoke. I will mention the following points which ar
from this discussion: We all agreed that the conception of i
role of the Party as represented in the Communist Manifesto
obsolete and the matter must be changed accordingly

We had quite a thorough discussion on the question
democratic centralism, especially on the question whether or o
we should retain this expression. After a long discussion on
subject, the Commission decided that we must unconditions
retain this expression because it had been clearly and precse
defined, particularly by Comrade Lenin.

The commission also made an analysis of the organig
tional conceptions which had been put forth by Comrade Ro
Luxemburg. The historical background of these conceplions we
discussed, and the Commission came to the conclusion that the
conceptions are now absolete and are no longer advoc
by anyone.

In connection with the question of the communist parti
another question was discussed—People’s Party and Class Pa
Comrades, this question played a certain role also among
social democrats, who represent themselves as the People’s Pa
that is, as the party which unites within itself the working ¢
and all the other toilers. We claimed to be a People’s P
but in an entirely different way. We claim to be the Peop
Party in that we, as the revolutionary class party ol the pr
tariat, assumed the leadership of the toiling classes

Comrades, another point jhat was discussed wis that

the communist philosophy. Comrade Bukharin has already s9

in detail on this subject. The only question which was discust
in the Programme Commission was how far must we ¥

detail in this question. Shall we give a more or =" ihetal
declaration or shall we restrict ourselves to giving 4 "f,"’f'
precise statement of the standpoint of the Communis! Party
this question. We decided to do the latter and to say at the pro
place: “ The Communist Party bases itself on the standport

dialectic materialism.”

The last point, the strategy and tactical prin ples
not yet been discussed in the Commission. One part “{5
debate has been anticipated here, and the other part W%
discussed in the Commission.

[
I

In conclusion I will state: I believe that it I° of o

ficance for us that in the Programme Commission 1t Wi shd
that no fundamental differences were expressed ! ”w(
gramme Commission. Hence Comrade Bukharin and 1 are 9
opinion that this Congress should accept the drafl i “W
gramme as outlined here in essem.m#/.wa"d as it will ¢

unc :
Uiced that a deputation from the workers of Leningrad had
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om the Commission, so that it can be sent out as the offici
ft of the Communist International to all its sections lct]g:

Comrade Anisimowa omen
. . presented to the German
urther consideration, amendment and discussion. When this is i

leather workers on behalf of the leather-workers of Leningrad

. ' a red flag wh i ather
one, then either an Enlarged Plenum or the next Congress workeraakg)y C(:tcx:lra::s V;?rgévogognﬁag:h?{l;nﬂftstzhhe Garm:ndle red
‘ . presented a

pould definitely adopt the programme in its final form fla
’ g to the German Delegation on behalf
' 1 _ of th B
o in thé Treugolnik Factory in Leningrad; this ﬂai ;;bg):srﬁ::‘;k:;

‘ the workers in the anili i
,(,(',.n,n,f",‘,’,e P":."‘t proposed to the Congress on behalf of Comrade Smolin repfer;:slrlx?fnz“;geS(v)vd:xt‘mory P,
he Presic Itl'll tho g.lxoum the discussion on this point of the presented a red flag to the worke irsl(at e Aoy Woky
end::l ::(r:"l e delegates receive the plan from the Program  sentation of the flags the delegates l;‘.’lll’;'ose r:ggs ;@Mt% u'}el (e
omiSSIon. ) nationale “. Comrad ! Bt e
The following motion was also received by the Presidium: German workems o tae e Le'mwad workers

on behalf of the German workers for the fl
The undersigned delegations speak on behalf ‘of i i e o
hich from the Lbegmnm_g followed the Russian Party disc‘:;r:i]g: the Hﬁﬁs;ﬂt;’hlsdc o?hr:de wor-pr-dadicdh
ith the greatest attention and with considerable concern, and  publish later
pich give whole-hearted support to the Central Committee of ‘
je Russian Communist Party. They are actuated by/ the
poviction that the proposals of the opposition will imperil thé
jctatorship of the proletariat and the unity ot the Russiun
uunums} Party. Therefore they maintain that the action df the
ussian - Communist Party opposition was directed not only
inst the Central Committee of the Russian Communist Party
t objecyvely (irrespective of its subjective intentions) ugainst.
interests of the entire Communist International. For, by
pperilling Lhtf dictatorship of the proletariat in the Union of
pviet Republics, and by weakening the Russian Communist
ty, which alone is capable of maintaining this ‘dictatorship, it
acked the legacy of Lenin which is dear to every commur;lst
ughout the world. Therefore, the Communist International
st nsist on the unequivocal rejection by all members of the
ternational and by all its Sections, of such un-Leninist con:
puons, which are contrary to the interests of the world revo-
ion, and which bring into contempt the authority of the old

shevik guard, which 1s not onl )
. y the leader > Soviet S
t also of the Comintern. of the Soviet State,

; declaration made b
Swedish delegation which we ewilyl

The following protest against the persecution of revolu-

tionaries in India by the itls i
il M“Ma:us: British Labour Government was read

“A few days after four Communists
:;; flonudri yezixi-s rigorous imprisonment, 111 morga:rr(l::&nwsgt:u:;:gg
A ed& uc:st of @he men arrested are poor peasants who are
6n tgi l with carrying on Bolshevik propaganda. They were put
al on May 156th. The imperialist newspapers did not al}::v

a word about this i
British pesme wholesale persecution to appear in the

The fact of the matter i .
» ‘ is that unbearable exploitati
have driven the Indian poor peasantry to put forth ’t‘t?eOlstl‘:g:z?

Confiscation of L X ivisi
e ey arge Estates and Division of Land Among the

The Flfth_ Congres« of the Communist International must
rse the decision of the Thirteenth Congress of the !(uqsnz;n
mmunist Party, and must state very emphatically that‘the ;rwws
the Russian Party opposition are petty-bourgeois, opportuma:lu‘

sions. We want to emphasise the fact that the Russiun.
stion 1s of great international importance.

Il there are delegates who are still of i 1e

rl'umra(‘]v Rykov's report, we move that a dnstt!u(.:;fn?r:e:rtl c\(:;nw
Rykov's report be opened, to enable memebers of the Cun-
kuwhﬂ[ hold different views, to make their standpoint clear.
q:::lfl()'ffta,mpro}?osg'that a prominem representative of the
. dlsceusm_l()::mn Communist Party, be given two hours

Signed by
alions.

The MacDonald Governme
. ' nt 1s, therefore, n -
mitting the persecution of Indian Communists but i(;t rg;x:l\lrnzpoa)

the aid of reactionary landlordi i
ism as a ili
demands of the rebellious peasantry. S S mllx‘tant

The Fifth World Congress of the C ‘
. > ommunist Inte i
;i;:w;oit?n:tz?:tmnloé the World Proletariat and pa:tic:;;aa:tizn:}
: 8s of Britain to this imperialist polic
called Labour Government and calls for a most gr(:elrtg‘;t?cf :)ll)'gt:lo-t.

The Fifth World Congress expresses its idari i
workers and peasants of India irtl’ their strsgilﬁear;t:ai:;?)&o
penallsmfa struggle which has become sharper when a so-callet;
Labou_r ‘Government has become the willing instrument of
imperialism. It calls upon the working class of Britain to realise
their duty towards these Indian workers and peasants who
E)sz;e(;ut;d tuntd enslz_xl\ied in their name and urges them to m:kr:
Crorals s Faails i aion B ' ih : protest as will compel the Lubpur Gove;nment to release
" 'l.)nh\'h Delogatinn. lowing statement on behalf ugfx?fxs‘l’rﬁxoen(}‘:dzlnrld &'003:::): ;;z[; to this campaign of persecution

The majority of the Polish Delegation declares:

I That the action of the minori
" 2 minority of the Polish Delegati
iflad ll’ruchmak, Varsky, Valetzky and Kostzeva) wza.sxfra(‘:,'lf
..;uu did not have the consent of the Delegation.
L l'lu”ns decla.ratjon the minority omitted to explain its
. of ”:" u.*l‘Russm‘nA and (_ierma.n questions, wihch are the
L present crisis within the Polish leading Party orggn.
a]vm i“'ltlru(!e Krayevsky, and N. Grzegorzevsky have repu-
. “.IH.I :speevhes the attacks on the Communist deputies
‘try aclive revolutionary work in the Polish Sejm'.

Melore the decl [
. aration of the delegation in c
S0, was uncalled for. '4 In connection with

Nineteenth Session.

June 28 (Evening).

the German, French, British and American

This propos: as ¢ ¥
L proposal was adopted by the Congress with general

Moved by British Delegation, ‘

by A. MacManus.
In the name of the Political Commission,

- Ruth Fischer, Germany,

spoke on the report of Comrade Zinoviev. She said:

. The resolution here presented was subjec

examination in the Political Commission ajndlez(ljﬂteor uau:l(:xrx‘;li)ﬁ
?‘I amgndments. was adopted. At the request of the Political
‘ommission, Comradg Bordiga handed in a counter-resolution,
which, hpwevgr, against the vote of Comrade Bordiga, was re-
jected, since it represented an entirely different point of view
from t}}g resolunor} presented by the German, Russian, French
and British dplegatxons. Bordiga attacked not the Right tendencin'
and dlsgressnpns. but the Communist International and the
E.CCI In his resolution he refers to the delayed intervention
of the _Ex.ecutwe in the German question. This is in complete
contradiction to the fact. The Commission placed on record

the intervention of the Executive helped essentially to pum
a split and supported the fight against the Right tendencies, On
the subject of the united front, Comrade Bordiga offers a .varv
diplomatic formula. He divides the question of the united front d

Comrade

Kolarov declared the session opened and
e In order to 1
' convey the greetings
Kr::: to the Fifth World Congress.8
a"e‘t)if \t”h“h entbusiasﬁc applause by the congress, spoke
b 1o ufenwo'lr‘tmi wpme:d of Liningrad. Comrade Smolin
. . e Leningrad workers presented i
4 a present to the congress. ) ¢ group i

of the proletariat of
Comrade Bulygina, who
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Comrade Katayama:

Comrade Lenin gave a new meaning to the national
question, which became one of the fundamental policies of the
Communist International. That the Second International is
nothing but a tool of imperialism was shown by its policy towards
the national question. The Communist International knows that
without the overthrow of imperialism, world revolution 1s
impossible, and the struggle of the colonies and semi-colonies 1s
inseparable from the struggle of the proletariat of the imperialist
countries.

There are several types of nationalist movements, depend-
ing on internal conditions in the country, and the task of the Com-
munist International is to formulate the correct tactics with re[erem'e'
to each type of nationalist movement. “ Workers' and Peasants
Government * is the most important slogan for the proletarian
national movement.

The position of Japan in the Orient is of great significance
for the revolution in the East because Japan is the only capita-
list-imperialist country in the Orient. 'I‘he war and the earth-
quake seriously affected Japan's international prestige, as mani-
fested by the American immigration la\y passed recently, and
Japan is beginning to turn to Soviet Russia and China to combat
Western imperialism. Thus the C. P. of Japan has an important
task, for upon it depends the revolutionary fate of the whole
Orient. The C. P. is growing in influence and has forced connec-
tions with the movements in Korea and China.

It is the duty of the Workers' Party of America to make
use of the growing nationalist movement in the Philippines.

The recent immigrations laws passed in America indicate
the growing struggle between American and Japanese 1mpe-
rialism. The pretext that the law was passed to protect the
American worker against Oriental competition must be pointed
out to the Japanese and American workers. The law is also an
expression of the monopolistic-sprit of the American bourgeoisie.

We must fight such immigration laws in accordance with
the spirit of the theses of the Fourth Congress. We must explain
the significance of these laws to the proletarians of both coun-
tries, Japan will' tend to utilise the discrimination against all
Orientals in its Imperalist designs, and the workers of the
whole Orient must be warned against this plan

Boschkowitsch (Yugoslavia):

The State of the Serbians, Croatians and Slowenians, was
formed as a result of the military collapse of Germany and
Austria. The strongest national element are the Serbians who
constitute 39% the next strongest are the Croatians and Slo-
venians, next come 6% of Moslems, 5% Macedonians, 4% Ger-
mans, 4% Hungarians, and so on. The democratic ideas of the
Yugo-Slavian bourgeoisie are of quite recent origin. In 1917/18
it claimed that the Serbians and the Croatians were one nation,
while after the war and the revolution the Serbian and Slo-
venian bourgeoisie claimed to be a homogeneous nation, and
together they suppressed the revolts of workers and peasants.
After the failure of the Russian offensive on Warsaw, and after
the collapse of the revolutionary movement in Italy, the struggle
began between the Serbian bourgeoisie on the one hand and
the Croatian and Slovenian on the other hand. Now the ldea
of three different nations emerged. At the same time a reign
of white terror was inaugurated under the most pronounced
hegemony of the Serbian bourgeoisie. In August 1921 the De-
fence of the Healm Act was promulgated, and communist pro-
pogunda was made punishable by 20 years lmprisonmexln or
by the penalty of death. The internal politics of Yugo-Slavia
were much influenced by Soviet Hungary and by the German
and Russian revolutions. When our Party was made illegal. 1t
transpired that 1t had not taken sufficient stock of the role
¢f the national press. Unfortunately, there was far from complete
unity in this respect among a considerable number of our com-
rades ¢

Englana and France are the principal imperialist powers
in the Balkans which are now facing the menace of a new war
It is therefore our particular task.to inaugurate a campaign
against the war, particularly in connection whit the natlongl
question. We must form a united front with the petty bourueox's
parties and the peasant organizations, particularly with Ra(!ntsc_h s
party, for common action against the hegemony of the Serbian
bourgeaisie

. whatever of the oppression of an economically backw ard co

reality the Czech bourgeoisie, but our fight for the national
ration of the oppressed peoples and national minorities cannot
conducted in such a way as to result in the restoration of
national oppression of peoples. It was just such a fight for
eration that was waged by the Czechs and the Slovaks in
past, which was certainly not less justified and not less
olutionary than the national liberation fights with which we
w want to identify ourselves.

Krelbich (Czecho-Slovakia):

In connection with the National Question too we
not omit to point out that the solution of the question
made possible only through the proletarian revolution, for
our auty to dispel the illussions of the national emuanepy
fight. The new national states are living proof of the ly4
nomic, political and national solution of the national gy
by the bourgeoisie. On the other hand, the solution
national qucstion by the 1dea of a union of socialisy
Republics is clear proof that the proletarian™ revolung, g
will bring about national emancipation

Sommer (Germany):

Comrades Manuilsky and Roy were right in emphasizing
pecessity of a concrete treatment of the national question, if
question of self-determination is to be dealt with in a truly
olutionary spirit. If we had never left out of sight comrade
an's formula on this question, it could not have happened that,
r the cloak of self-determination, a practice had crept into
Third International which is reminiscent of the worst social
notic traditions of the Second International.

Neither i1s it to us a debatable question that the oppp,
nations and national minorities must be accorded the ngy
self-determination, even to the extent of secession from the §
But the proclamation of this right does not mean that we pg
as a party, in every acule situation declare ourselves iy
in favour of separations. We shall have to decide 1n every
vidual case as to the proper slogan which we as commyg
should advance. Of deciding moment to us in this respe
be the proletarian class interest, the interest of the proleyg
revolution

Let me cite the practical instance of the Czecho Sy
State. Here we had to consider first of all. that a national §
like Czecho-Slovakia, even 1if it oppresses national minoeng
ought not to be classed with the old and m!ghly mper,
States. In regard to Carpathian Russia, the Czecho Slovag
bourgeoisie plays only the part of the oppressor. Here the
cal demand 1n our daily struggle will be based on the standpg
that Carpathian Russia, hke Eastern Galicia, belongs only
the Soviet Republics, and that this is the only revolutioy
slogan for the national liberation struggle in Carpathian Ru
Here the aim of the national movement is obviously in kee
with the interests of the proletarian revolution

Comrade Manuilsky said that comrade Neurath and myself

made the best fight against Thalheimer and Radek in the
br question, but he did not make the contentious question
r Neurath’'s and my contention was—that this was not a
pstion of a national hight of the oppressed German people,
a question of the continuation of the imperialist war. Thus,
e 1t 15 a question of Lenin's formula: transformation of the
pertalist war into civil war. But Thalheimer and Radek were
the opinion that the Ruhr war could not be an imperialist
. because there 1s no longer such a thing as German im-
uhism. Therefore, we ought to consider the question if it 1s
sible for us to go part of the way with bourgeois nationalism.
p were attached on the strength of Lenin's criticism of the
pius pamphlet which says that a national war in Europe is
out of the question, if one of the belligerent groups suffers
ushing defeat and the labour moevement meets with a serious
back It requires courage to refer to this quotation at a time
n the msing wave of powerful mass actions brings the
tion of social revolution to the fore. In May, 1923, when
greal Ruhr strike broke out, and when the Ruhr proletariat
sed 1ts task, a statement appeared in the ,Rote Fahne“
laring that 1t was not in the interest of the German Com-
wst Party that the Cuno government should fall as long as
social-democratic workers were nat ready to fight for the
r government.  This 1s a social-democratic theory, which
prprets  the  struggle against the imperialists government at
e as support of foreign imperialism. The Congress must put
end once and for all to such misinterpretations of the self-
ermination  formula.

Of course, only existing national movements and liben
struggles can be made use of for our communist politics, we g
neither invent nor engineer such movements and struggle.
Slovakia, for instance, there exists a strong movement in fa
of autonomy; in this movement we can acquire the leade
and expose the reactionary and illusory nature of the hourg
autonomy movement. But there is no separation movemenl
Slovakia, for an independent Slovak State under a capl
regime would merely be the playball between Poland and Hung
and would only aggravate the economic and political 1:!1zh!
the working masses in Slovakia. In a proletarian State, Slov
would almost naturally be merged into the economic sphere
Hungary, while in the event of a proletarian revolution
Hungary, a Slovakian irredenta could play a revolutionary
in our fight against the capitalist republic of Czecho Noval I should hke to point out that in Upper Silesia we were
e 1o solve the national question on proletarian lines, and to
duct the defensive of the German and Polish bourgeoisie in
flect unity

Quite different again is the situation in the German p
lated districts of Bohemia, Maravia and Silesia. Here we have
irredentist movement. This is due to the fact that these dis
ever since the beginning of the capitalist era, were in 10
particularly alhed with Germany, and that for centunes
districts were economically indentified with Czechia First
all, it ought to be observed that German Bohemia 1s a hy
developed industrial district, so that there there can be no

—~—

Comrade Kreibich asserted at the Congress, and comrade
2al did so even more emphatically in the press, that in
kho-Slovakia it behoves the Communist Party to treat the
onal question in a way not detrimental to the independence
be Republic. It is a queer thing. this republican independance.
5 nothing but the integrity of the Czecho-Slovakian States
h we do not at all consider as an embodiment of the right
elf-determination of the Czech and Slovak nation, but as
Wark of French imperialism. It is self evident that we must
make common cause with the Czecho-Slovakian State, but
our interpretation of the national right of self-determination
dissociate itself completely from the bourgeois interpretation,

by alien capitahsm. The peculiar geographical, economi
strategical position of German Bohemia renders quite col
cated the question of its separation and incorporation
Germany. To a proletarian Germany a Bohemia torn Ifr"
bourgeois Czecho-Slovak Republic would merely be a ‘-?““d
handicap, because its incorporation with Germany coul .
attained only through a war with Czecho-Slovakia  But se we will get into the morass of social-patriotism. We
German revolution would have its hands full to defend 1ts @ sé¢ to 1t that Communist Parties steer clear of any com-
territory and to hberate the territories that were taken 9Nse with bourgeois nationalism on the question of self-
from Germany. On the other hand, the revolution n Lzeg Mination,

Slovakia wbuld lose valuable militant forces

But if a victorious proletarian revolution shoull take

in Czecho-Slovakia before it does in Germany, we would
to do our utmost to suppress an irredeptist movemen! m
German districts, which would only be of a counter .r"‘l“
nary nature, because the separation of these districts wl‘ru
annexation to a capitalist Germany would compel the pla’
rian Czecho-Slovak State to capitulate to thg Czech capl u:('“vﬂulln(' basis for this migration. It is the expression of

As communists, we shall fight for the self gu\or'rm‘ o ‘:ffzﬂ revolt oﬂ the 'Nfbll'OS 8lﬂil}31 the persecutions and
the German districts, for national equality, and fu/r-”“‘_h“ his [:l“"“ﬁ practiced against them in the south. The effect
of national domination by the so-called State natiop” Whi €ration to the north is that the Negroes, because of

(omrade Jackson (America):

u““"lnnst signjﬁcant recent development in connection
thw Negro question in America is the migration of Negroes
'¢ south of the United States to the north. During the war
Were attracted by high wages, but there is more than a

e

the higher standard of living they find in the north, and because
they are unorganised, become the tools of the exploiters against
the white_workers, whose standard of living decreases as a result
of Negro competition. The recent race riots are due directly to
this economic development and not to anti-race feeling.

The Negro problem is a peculiar psychological problem to
the communists. The Negroes are not discriminated against as a
class but as a race. Even the wealthy bourgeoisie among the
Negroes suffer from persecution, and a peculiar Negro culture
and peculiar psychology have developed. The ideas of Marx have
spread only slowly among the Negroes, because the socialists
and even the communists have not realised that the problem
must be dealt with in a specialised way. The same newspapers
do not satisfy the needs of the Negro worker which suit the
needs of the white. The same speeches, propaganda, literature,
will not suffice. The Negro feels no antagonism to commuinism,
but wants to know how it will satisfy his peculiar needs.

In February of this year a Congress took place where all
Negroes of all classes were represented. It was dominated by
petty-bourgeois Negfoes, but the communists were able to insert
a few class ideas into the programme

The Negmes are destined to be the most revolutionary
class in America, but communist propaganda among the Negroes
i1s hampered by the lack of publicity carrying a special appeal.

The Negroes in the south are engaged primarily in agri-
culture, and an agricultural movement is developing there, which
the communists must exploit to the full.

Comrade Guilbeaux:

I think that the problem of the nationalities and the
oppressed peoples 1s one of first-class importance.

Lenin attached special importance to the study of this
‘question, in fact, the national question played a very important
part in the Russian Revolution. The situation of the Ukraine and
of Turkestan, among others, permitted Lenin lo compose the
theses which he submitted to the Second Congress of the Inter-
national. After having emphasised the fundamental differences in
the attitude of the Second and the Third Internationals to this
question. Lenin pointed out that 70% of the populations of the
globe are dominated by 30%. The emancipation of the oppressed
peoples is just as important as the adhesion of the poorer
peasants to the social revolution and to communism.

Lenin distinguished two movements: the bourgeois demo-
cratic movement, which must be combatted, and the revolutionary
nationalist movement which the Communist International must
"Il('l)llfﬂ.g(‘

In his report Manuwlski puts forward an exellent appli-
cation of the theses of Lenin, namely, to constitute revolutionary
peasant parties 1n intimate contact with the communist parties.

When Comrade Manuilski put his case, he might have ob-
served a certain agitation among the French Delegation. Never-
theless, Manuilski's reproaches were more than justified. It is
true that Jaurés, whose conceptions however belong to the
Second International, had done more to combat French Impe-
rialism,. than the Communist Party.

The impernalism of Britain and France are the most
specific and the most powerful. The two parties, the British and
the French, must carry on a determined fight against the capi-
talism of their countries, which dominates a great portion of
the universe. The British Party has done very little by way of
a campaign in favour of a revolutionary movement in the colo-
nies. But the British Party is small numerically. 1 think we
should be much more severe with the French Party, which counts
60,000 adherents.

Just as on the question of parliamentarism and the Party
press, the French Communist Party displays passivity and refor-
mism on the imperialist and colonial question. A colonial Com-
mission was once appointed by the Party. What has this
Commission done? The Party must elect an investigation com-
mission, consisting of two or three comrades, who will undertake
to travel about in the various French colonies and study on the
spot how to create centres of education and propaganda.

The Party should have adoptgd a far greater number of
native candidates ‘at the recent legislative elections. There should
have been in the parliamentary group some representatives of

ey s
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the backward countries who are suffering under the yoke of
French imperialism and who would have denounced the mis-
deeds of so-called civilisation. It required a month for “ Huma-
nité * to make up its mind to publish the first opeh letter of
Roy to MacDonald. -The information and articles pubhshed by
the Party press on the imperial and colonial question, are far
from adequate. '

“ Humanité “ has scarcely said a word about the Balkan
Question, the importance of which has been emphasised by
several speakers at the present Congress. Even on the Albanian
problem, where we find expressed the conflicts between Turkey,

confined itself to

¥ Greece, Italy, and America, ~ Hfmanité~
i certain communications from the bourgeois press agencies, and
; that is all. The French bourgeois press displays the interest of
b imperialist France in Syria. France, who obtained a mandate
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from the League of Nations, has established in Syria, 4
Morocco, a powerful centralised organisation, and regy
spends enormous sums. '

Russia is a marvellous laboratory in every respect, [y
vast territories of the U.S.S.R. one can study what our Ry
comrades have done in the interests of the proletarial qyq

poor peasants, as well as in the interest of the populaliony yy
have long been backward and oppressed. It 18 now certan

the revolutionary struggle will extend throughout the Euy

the colonial countries. I express the hope that the comrade

the western countries and especially the French comrades

study the full meaning of the problems which have hevy
and already solved by the Russian Revolution. The final o
cipation of the proletariat cannot be accomplished  withuy y
assistance of the backward and oppressed peoples
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and called upoa the

electors in a special number of “H i
_ i b umanité”, e,
;xrporhnoe. of this question in all our muwleutou.m%
pa hmin l.y m group brought up the subject durig
o terpel - on question of the bureau thé ne

This shows that there is a inion i
- Party o 3 concensus . of opinion in thy
rench necessity to increase in 4
colonies, Has anyone here a clear notion olmtl{e dbm’t\l:b

Comrade Gebhardt opened the séssion
ext speaker, Comirade Sellier (Frarice).

Loitis Sellier (France):

ln the i an apparatus ble of redchil i
m”&'pw'pw Gonrade Manuileky wis very RO ot Madagiscas, West Abias (it Do
ropegancy. i the ey A Ak of activity in the fleld of 4, the Soudan, part of the Congo, the st Indies (
Nith 1 of ‘colomidl 1 at home, ever in connection Jua .and rtinique); in Asia, Indo-China; i“ ‘
fnits that the effort e bt The French Section Africa—Tunis, Algeria, and Morocco? B
‘ We must: 1) wiite our efforts with those of our brothefl

parties in Creat Britain and Belgium, and

appuﬁmloragitpﬁonmdpropugudionmze)n%
inppn:hu which the International set up for the East and
s to-day one of the most powerful revolutionary levers.

Rossi (Italy):

¥
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i—w!r
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e

fate b The prog i ;
D e program of the commiunist revolution demm.
&: for it. harmonious co-operation of all pationalifies. lf\? the n:wd‘ p

letarian social construction devel contrasts between
on gradually dimir

uered already by e tovik
between ‘them would be controlled
te orginisation which would have been oo
tion with the economtic structure
ence Wh]dl tl” mh.cy gonted
towards other nationalities affc




	v04n50-0507
	v04n50-0508
	v04n50-0508-tight-bind-msg
	v04n50-0510
	v04n50-0512
	v04n50-0514
	v04n50-0516
	v04n50-0518
	v04n50-0520
	v04n50-0522

