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Comrade THALMANN (Chairman):

The eight Session of the VII. Enlarged Executive is opein.
Comrade Remmele will report for the Mandate Comimission:

Comrade REMMELE:

The Mandate Commission completed its work in the course
of four sessions. The Plenum consists of 191 members, of which
100 are voting delegates. Of this 100, there are 38 members of the
Executive, the rest are delegates. There are in attendance also
01 delegates with consultative votes. With regard 1o these consul-
tative votes, we had to make various deletions. Decidedly more
delegates were announced than for whom we issued mandates. We
proceeded on the principle that delegates with consultative votes
should be admitted only to the extent that the conditions unque-
stionably warranted. After this decision was made no protests
were received. .

* * *

The report is received unanimously..

Comrade TAN-PING-SHAN (China):

Comrades, | should like to make a few remanks on the
question of the peasant movement in China as well as on the
stabilisation of capitalism, questions which were dealt with by
Contrade Bukharin in his report.

We know that on the question of stabilisation several concep-
tions have been put forth here. One of these standpoints is that,
thanks to the formation of the Anglo-American bloc, the anta-
gonisms between England and America are alleged to be gradu-
ally overcome. Comrades, this is entirely wrong, for in reality

we see a competition between England and America for the
widening of their spheres of influence, we see how this com-
petition is being intensifield in.the Far East, especially in China.
Simultaneously the sharpening of the antagonism . between
America and Japan must be taken into consideration. These
antagonisms will in the future inevitably lead to an armed clash.

The second standpoint is that Europe is an American colony,
that capitalism 1is already cured and that it has now entered
upon the same high road of development it formerly trod. This is
also entirely untrue. I shall not take this question up in detail
since our delegation, the Chinese delegation, is in complete soli-
darity- with the standpoint of Comrade Bukharin. He has given
us a correct analysis of capitalist stabilisation, he furnishes proof
of its relativity, its partial character, its lability. He proves this
also from the standpoint of the present-day revolutionary
situation.

At the XV. Contference of the C. P. S. U., Comrade Bukharin
said the following:

“The international revolution is today marching in three
columns, in the East there marches a column of hundreds of
millions of the Chinese people, in the West, it advances in
the menacing strides of the British miners, and in the Soviet
Union — in the increased oflfensive against the capitalist
elements of our economy.” '

Comrade Bukharin, in his printed report to the Enlarged
E. C. C. 1, said further:

“At the present time the support of.the most important
centres of the international revolutionary movement — the
British workers, the Chinese revolution and the U.S.S.R. —
is one of the most important tasks of the Comintern.”
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Comrade Bukharin, in applying one of the fundamental
tenets of Leninsm on the question of the national liberation mo-
vement of the oppressed peoples and the proletarian revolution
also to the concrete reality of the present day, combines the three
chief factors of the present revolutionary situation into a united
front against their common foe, against capitalism, against the’
present capitalist situation, and thereby emphasises the role and
mmportance of the Chinese revolution as one of the chief factors
of the revolutionary movement of the present time,

" Now as to the question of the peasantry, as to the criticism
of the peasant movement, which was raised by Comrade Buk-

harin in his report. We heard from Comrade Bukharin about the "

mistakes of the Chinese Communists. He told us:

“The chief error committed by the Chinese Communist

Party, despite its generally correct policy, was the insuffi-
" cient attention of the Party towards the peasant question.
‘Unnecessary fear as to the development of the peasant mio-
vement and insufficient insistence on the necessity of conduc-
ting agrartan reforms in the areas occupied by the Kuomin-
tang constituted the main trend of the errors.”

The mistakes in the work among the peasantry ascribed to
us by Com. Bukharin, we of course acknowledged, yet we believe
however, that this mere acknowledgement is not sufficient. The
causes of the mistakes made must also be found in order fo
avoid their repitition and in order to remedy them. I believe that
these causes are the following: .

1> The C.P. of China is, as you know, numericaily still
wzak, and likewise also organisationally. At the time of the

Shangnai events of last year the Chinese Communist Party, grew

up in the process of the revolutionary struggle. It is today five
times as strong as it was prior to these events; yet owing to the
vast extent ol the country and the rapidly augmenting actvity
of the peasantry, the peasant movement arose spontaneously in
many places, thus, e. g. the uprising of the “Red Lances”, and a
number of other peasant organisations. Due to the lack of leader-
ship, the Chinese peasant movement is extremely unorganised,
it lacks a clear agrarian programme and uniform slogans for
which the peasantry of the whole country would fight.

2..The Chinese cogirades, especially with regard to the
peasant question, are still inexperienced and have little theoretical
train‘ng. The situation of the peasantry in China is a very comi-
plicated one. They still suffer under the prejudices and survivals
of the feudal order. Two years of the Chinese peasant movement
ives us still too little experience in order to cope with the
comy-iicated tasks that confront the revolutionmary peasant mowe-
ment in China. For this reason we hope to learn from the Com-
numist International and its Sections the theory and practice of
the pezsant movement. Only on this condition shall we be able
to solve the Chinese questiom, in spite of all its difficulties.

_Cur mistakes in the peasant question are also determined by
objective causes. The first of these causes is the following:
duning the recent years in the Chinese revolution the revolu-
tionary flood alternated with the revolutionary ebb, that is, at the
time when the People’s Army had to begin its retreat from
Pdving. and the national revohwtionary Canton army ‘had not
yet gone beyond the borders of Kwantung provinoe, we ine-
vitably had to consider, to a greater or less extent,the reactionary
mood..

At the same time however, it must be pointed out that even
now w2 have not yet worked cut an agrarian programme. This
is our greatest shortcoming.

Ttz szcond and last cause consists in that the Chinese revo-
lution urgently required a national-revolutionary united front,
a fromt of all revolutionary strata of the population against
thz imrerialists and against the feudal relics. We must safeguard
the inierests of the peasantry, but on the other hand we must
mzintzin and solidify the united front of the national-revolutionary
movemzaii. In so contradictory a situation it is not so easy to
maintain a correct tactical line. Our mistake consists in that we
did not sufficiently utilise this contradiction for the davelopment
of the roasant movement and for the simultancous consolidation
of the national wunited front.

These basic causes of our mistakes were recognised by us,
and w2 shall endeavour to coirect them in every possible way.

The position of - the peasantry in China consists in that
a process of the gradual concentration of land into the hands
of a group of big landowners is taking place, that the oppression
of the peasantry is growing daily, that pauperisation is in-
creasing, that the landowners are exploiting the peasants, without
taking -any sort of measures for the improvement of the con-
ditions of labour. One result of this is the ruin of agriculture
and ihe intensification of the class struggle on the cougtryside.
In such a situation we had to adopt the proper decisions in the
question of land tenure and the drawing in of broader masses
of peasants into political administration, otherwise we should
not be able to conduct the Chinese revolution to the end, nor
would we be able to hold the successes and achievements gained
recently.

What policy must we pursue in regard to the peasantry?
In this question we stand completely on the standpoimt of
Comrade Bukharin: the development of the Chinese peasant mo-

-vement, while at the same time maintaining the united front

of all strata of the population in the national revolutionary move-
ment against imperialism. I believe that the standpointof Comrade
Bukharin must serve as our starting point in solving the question
of our tactics towards the Chinese peasantry. Only this:stand-
point can protect us against Right or Left deviations ou this
question.

I shall refrain from any detailed discussion of the situation
of the peasantry at this time since an extensive description of the
oconditions of the Chinese peasantry was given in' my general
report on the Chinese question. -

Comrade RIESE (Wedding Opposition — Berlin):

Comrades, in considering the sphere of the tasks of the

- Communist Party of Germany as the leader of the masses we

must ask: How strong is German capitalism and whither goes
its course? The world war, which was essentially the struggle
for the division of the world market, robbad Germany of all
sources of raw material. Consequently, it was no longer possible
for Germany to find any sort of ‘major inprovement in its
position. The Ruhr resistance, instigated by the German bour-
geoisie, wag intepded to serve to. losen somewhat the shackles of
the Versailles Peace Treaty. Because of the superiority of the
Entente mations, the victors, in a military as well as econmomic
sense, * this Ruhr resistance inevitabiy collapsed aud German
capitalism surrendered: it agreed to the Dawes Plan. After the
Dawes Plan Germany could be considered only as a colony of
the wictorious countries.

. The relative stabilisation and the good market which, in the
opinion of certain comrades, we now have in Germany, will
b}::qcly(me considerably worse after the termination of the British
strike.

_ The fact that in the Ruhr area today, as in other coal
districts, big overtime shifts have been put on, that all the
yards which were glutted with coal prior to the British strike
are now empty — all this is not a sign of the beginning upward
development of capitalism, it is accounted for by the British
miners’ strike.

_ This disrupted economy is to be set going again through
rationalisation, which is being effected by German capitalism ‘n
the most brutal forms. At the XV. Party Conference of the
C.P.8.U., Comrade Bukharin said that Germany was developing
into an imperialism in full bloom. Since conditions have not
changed even through Locarmo and Thoiry, I believe that this
view of a Germany developing into full blcom imperialism is
surely wrong. I see absolutely no strengthening in German
economy, and if the comrades think that the fluid monay, which
we find in Germany today, is a symptom of the recovery of
Germany econcey, then I will tell them that this fluidity means a
depression, that this fluidity of money exists because the momney
cannot be absorbed in ‘German economy.

I look upon conditions in Germany, and upon the policy
of the Communist Party, somewhat differently from Comrade
Thilmann.

The ultra-Left in Germany last year, when the German
capitalists launched the rationalisation programme, when the
factories closed their gates and the unemployed spontaneously,
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without any leadership from the Communist Party, organised
demonstrations, demanded that the Communist Party put upon
its agenda the question of the unemployed, in closest connection
with that of the factory councils. We were thereupon told that
such proposals were anti-Leninist, anti-Communist and ultra-
Left sentiment, thaf it was necessary in our whole policy to take
into consideration the getting of the A.D.G.B. to interest itsel
in the questioh ‘of the unemployed. But when the A. D. G. B.
nevertheless did’ nothing ‘it was again our comrades who told
us that we had to separate ourselves from these unemployed
masses. Thereby the K. A. P.ist and syndicalist sentiments found
“wide-spread  acceptance among the unemployed. '

Now the German C.C. has recognised that it must actually
put itself at the head of .the unemployed movement. This means
a confirmation of our correct position, Thus we were punished
for something last year that the C.C. is now carrying out. .

We not only demanded a solution on. the -question of un-
employment, but we. also realised clearly. that the unemployed
question could: be solved. only in closest connection with the
factory councils. In an official article in the “Rote Fahne” we
read that the Hamburg strike furnished proof that one could
also lead struggles without and- even .against. the A.D.G.B.
This s -again’ a- confirmation of the position which we, as Leit
Communists, have advocated in Germany.

I'must state that on the basis of the slogan that comrades
in the factories count for more than those who are unemployed
— the comrades in the factories entertain the iMusion that: they
need not be so personally active imside of the factory because
they would be needed for struggles that are to be waged in the
future. b ‘ ;

The Berlin traffic workers presented the folowing incident
— the only one in history. They wanted to strike. A two-thirds
majority voted for a striké. After the Arbitration Commission
had granted a two piennig rise and this was tejected. the "Ar-
bitration Commission granted still another piennig. Thereupon
our comrades, as factory councillors, on ‘the instructions of the
léading bodies, proposed to take no” further vote but to accept
the proposal.” In ‘the spring it would bé titne enotigh to see
what would be:done, The next morrilig we had d hot time in
the factory because we, as Communists, without asking' the
masses, who wanted to strike, had ‘mgde the strike illusory. )

When Comrade Bukharin says that the Social Democratic
Party jn 1914 was a different one from that of today because
the present day Social Democrats haveé gone over frankly to
the counter-revolution, then I believe that this is absolutely
correct. Notwithstanding  this, this, counter-revolutionary Party,
suprorted by the Communists, can form a government in
Mecklenburg. ‘ ‘ '

(Interjection:
of the’ masses”).

Comrades, the results of the“elg;t;i'ons in_ sax'or_ly show a
Leftward swing of the German workérs, and this is also ex-
pressed in other elections that have taken place in recent months.
In an article headed “Our Victory”, (in the “Rote, Fahne?). if is
stated: “We were victorious because for the first time we went
into the election struggles with the bosic s'ogan: Dempocracy or
dictatorship of the proletariat; Capitalism or Socialism”.

But, comrades, are not theseithe claims of the German
Opposition? b ‘ :

Conirades, 1 spedk here on behalf of the Wedding Oppo-
siticn. In Saxony we are confronted with the formation of a
govermment, and it seems to me that not only the Weding
comrades, "biit other comrades also believe that the attilude of
the C.C. towdrds the question of a new government in Saxony
rather strongly resembles the 1923 course. We warned the C.C.,
we warned against such a policy as would actudlly lead back
into the 1923 channel. If we want to enlighten and lead the
masses, then we capnot sav today that the Social Democrats.
are counter-revolutionists while at the same. time vo'ing for
these counter-revolutionists, because we believe that they will
fulfi! the workers’ demands. ’

“In our tactics we must consider ‘the: mood

I come now to the inner Party course in Germany, which
cannot be designated as a Bolshevik and Communist one, 1
know, Comiade vhi'mean, thet this rourse as it hes been Sllo-
wed by ycuiuntil recently, is not one ‘that will give the Com:-
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muist Party a solid foundation, but instead it is one that will
help to shatter the last weak foundations that still exist.
(Laughter). o

Not long ago we conducted -a recruiting campaign in a
siluation that was_ objectively very favourable to the Communist
Party, and the Social Democrats, despite their unprecedéntetd
betrayal of the interests of the workers, also conducted a recru-
iting week. I believe that the Social Democrats, despite their ifi-
beiievable treascn, gained just as many members..as did the
Conmmunists... - : ' -

The workers, though they weére repelled by the policy of
the Social Democrats, and had broken ideologically with it,
uevertheless did” not come to us because, judging from . the
inner Party course of the C.P., they do not look upon ‘our
Party as their ideal. ‘ '

Another thing: Comrade Thalmann said in the discussion
that if the uvltra-Left had been victorious in' Germany the German
Party would have become the foe of Soviet Russia. (Interjection:
“Of course!”.) Comrade Thédlmann should defend that sefiténce
at the next delegate Conference of the Wedding . workets;: then
these Wedding workers will- tell him" how they stand ‘towards
the Sowviet Union. (Interjection: “We hope it will be different
from the declaration of the 700!”) Members of the' Central
Committee have .tried to brand us, because.of -our views, as
counter-revolutionists, anti-Leninists.. (Interjection: - by .. Thil-
mann: “That was Giwan!”’) Do not make. me:responsible :for:
the activity and views of those comrades who: are today: no
tonger members of the Party and who never held the views
of the Wedding comrades. [

(Interjéction: “Why are théy no longer Party ‘m2mbers?”)
I positively do not- defend the views of' Comrade Giwati, biit . .

(Interjection by Eberleinz “Ask for Giwaw’s xeadmission!’’)
We, iin- Wedding, adopted a resolution. in which we: Gaclare that
the position of Comrade: ‘Giwan : is. ‘wrong - and -that - .we
repudiate it. , o p o

As to the question of the new Reichstag list of the expzlled,
L rlepudiate it, it-does not conform with our Commumist pria-
ciple. - R : - i L

We fopght agaiust the Open Letter because, we knew that
this Open Letter represents the platform of the Right elements in
the struggle against everything in Germany that was Leit. This
is confirmed by the statement of Comrade Thilmann who said:
the victory over the ultra-Left was the result of the work of .the
last year. The work of the last year is supposed to be the
carrying out of the Open Letter. The carrying out of the Open
Letter ‘was therefore looked upon solely as the smashing of
everything that revedled itself o be Leit. ‘ i

(Interjection: “What is Left?”.)

‘The former Central Committee, that was sacked, 1s reproached
with having entirely neglected the trade union :question, and now
Comrade Thilmann declares here today. that the present Central
Comimittee has likewise done nothing in this respect, but instead
that it will only qut.this question as the chief task.for the
coming period. ' ;. T

All in all it must be established that the Right dangers that
ncw show themselves in the Communist Party of Germany are
a sign that penalties were dealt only towards the Left, while
the combating of the Right was enfirely forgotten. What has
been said here, that only the Russian'question was the chief
point in the oppositional sentiment, is false. We have' many
German questions to-discuss and we will continue this discussion

It

on the basic preblems in Germany.

In Germany terms of surrender are being presemted to the
s. It is demanded from them that they sacrifice their
conyictions, etc. On this just onme word. We stand upon the
position that factions have arisen in the Communist Party of
Germany becausz the inner Party course of the C.C. was a
grc‘?%' grnﬁ; If pt}f imagines th:atblau oppositional sentiment can
e kiled by arbitrary measures; by a campaion of sur ,
then logically a factic}:n will crystatlise. e m;sion,

. Factions cease to exist at the very moment when a Bolshevik
mmer Party course is actually embarked upon. ' i

il
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" Comirade SCHULLER (Y. C.L):

Comrade Riese has taken the greatest pains here mot 1o
present the wltra-Left tendency in the German Party as it really
is. We could all point out what a complete confusion is shown
in the quest.on of the perspectives. It has been shown how cor-
rect it is to say that on the question of stabilisation the Op-
position does not at all know what it wants. '

Comrade Riese came along wih the senseless statement that
stabilisation in Germany is only a result of the British strike.
As if stabilisation existed in Germany only since the British
strike! A year ago, even two years ago, Maslow himself spoke
about stabilisation. But Comrade Riese has forgotten this. with
such a policy one can lead the working class, the proletariat,
only inte dangerous paths. This is shown in the remarks that
Comrade Riese made on various questions of German politics.
What is our -appraisal of Hamburg, which lasted only a short
time, but which nevertheless marks the beginning of the activity
of the working dass in Germany? Comrade Riese tries, by means
of -a play on words concerning the “Rote Fahne” to minimise the
signiticance of Hamburg.

“ It iis ‘absolutely untiue that the Party members are divided
into first and second class members — into employed and un-
employed. . :

Eut no ome can deny that which the wmltra-Left refuses to see,
that one must first' of all work in the factories, this means, first
of all, in the trade unioms. Perhaps the Party did begin a little
tardily with work among the unemployed, but to make up for
this it carried the work through with all its power, and no one
can critioise this. .

Comrades, the wultra-Left indulges in demagogy. It plays
around with the unemployed. It is trying to use the unemployed
against the employed section of the workers, against the Party
and against our policies. This comprises the chief error of the
ultra-Leit. They look unon this question only as one of factional
advantage, as against the interests of the workers,

If, in the Party’s recruiting campaign, the Social’ Democratic
workers did not all -come over to the Party, then this is to be
ascrited solely to the Ultra-Leitists. How can we expect that
a Social Democrat who works together with Riese or one of
his colleagues in the factory to come over to the Party when he
hears 4rom him that Soviet Russia is not a proletarian State, that
Soviet Russia has been kulakised, that the Dictatorship of the
Peasant King, Stalin, is being prepared? On the basis of these
facts we can say that in a certain sense we have lost recruiting
power towards’ the Social Democratic workers, and the fault is
the Ultra-Leftists!

F.\mﬁhermore, if Riese says here, with a tragic voice, that
he will not tolerate our saying that he is against the Soviet
Unicn, then we must reply that such pathetic declarations are
not worth a farthing as long as one stands in one bloc with
elemznts that not ouly speak of a bourgeois degeneration, but
even call for an uprising, for a second revoluton against the
regime in the Soviet Union. If Riese says here that he does not
agrze with the views of Givan who demands this second revolu-
tion, but that he is opposed to the expulsion of Givan and
others like him, then this shows that Riese is still in cme bloc
with those elentents that are hostile to Soviet Russia.

With this I will close my remarks against Riese, since I
wish to turn to certain other dquestions, first of all to the question
of Ratignalisation. :

I should like to advocate that, in the question of rationalisa-
tion, we do two things: ;

First, to give the most complete description of the essence
of rationalisation possible, and of the meaning of the same,

Se~ondly, the most complete possible slogan in reply to
rationalisation.

‘As far as the slogan is concerned, we should be guided
by the following trend of thought:

First, the vrincipal foundation of the slogan should be:
Fight against Capitalist Stabilisation;

Second, its weight should be wpon the formula: Fight
against the Consequences of Stabilisation; ‘

Third, together with this fundamental formulation and em-
phasis of the question, we should try to find some sort of general

. slogan that gives an answer to the general significance of the

Capctalist ohensive whith proceeds undger the watchword “Ra-
tionalisation”. A i ’

Why should we make these proposals?

First,- because there are differences among us as to what
rationalisation really is., '

Second, because we must reckon with certain deviations of
a Right or possibiy also Left character, and we must therefore
express. ourselves clearly and distinctly.

‘There are tendencies to look upon rationalisation solely as
the introduction of new technical methoas, as if from the svand-
point of the engineer. I must point out that this is entirely
wrong. Rationalisation is not only the introduction of new
technical methods, but also all the other circumstances, above
all, the serious social consequences, which Comrade Bukharin
has enumerated. : .

Further, there are comrades who even put the question of
technique wrongly, ‘not only do they raise the question of
rationalisation solely from the viewpoint of technique, but they
even put this question abstractly. .

Froceeding from the correct Marxist standpoint that we are
not against technical progress, they are inclined to apply the
sentence ‘to present-day technical progress critically and ab-
stractly. 1 think that this is not correct. Marx writes, in his
“Capital”, about the relationship of labour and machinery,
and about economy in the process of production, that it must
not be overlooked in relation to machinery in general and its
concrete capitalist application. Of course, we are not against
machines, but we must connect up the question of technique
and rationalisation with the question of the class situation and
the actual political situation -— which our comrades in Germany
have done quite correctly, One must also bear in mind a
certain difference in periods. I do: not like the too often repeated
reproaches of machine-breaking. This reproach is either sen-
seless or opportunistic. The machine-breakers at that time de-
fended a backward system against the capitalist system, which
at that time was. a progressive one, whereas we, who of course
are not attacking the machines, are engaged in general struggle
against capitalist stabilisation and for a progressive system, the
Socialist system, and we are in a position, since such a Socialist
system is already in existence (viz. in the Soviet Union), to
issue also general political slogans to counter capitalist ratio-
nalisation, and not, merely its consequences.

In the factory in which rationalisation is to be applied, we
must first of -all bring into action the slogan: “struggle against
the consequences of rationalisation”. But we must raise the
question of rationalisation also outside of the factory and we
must therefore extend beyond the limits of the factory general
slogans in connection with the questions of government, power,
unemployment, etc. )

In this connection 1 should like to speak of the capitalist
offensive against the youth.

1. Tt is clear that where rationalisation is applied it in-
creases the role of the youth in the labour process. since ratio-
nalisation increases the apptication of unskilled labour power,
especially of the vouth. On the other hand, we cannot close our
eves to the fact that rationalisation creates a much greater mass
vnemployment of the vouth than was formerly the. case. In
addition. capitalist rationalisation brings worse conditions for
the working vouth on all fields. -

The Comintern and the Y.C.I. must therefore fight in a
concrete form against capitalist rationalisation and its cense-
quences, and it must combine this struggle with that of the
adult workers, '

2. Important also is the immediate effect of militarism and
the. danger of war upen the working youth. This is inadegua-
tely exnressed in the practical conclusions on the combatting of
the war danger. ,

There are .to-day a whole series of reorganisation. plans
for the armies of the various countries. There is a trend towards
the adovption of the British-German evamnle of creating cadre
organisations which. while retucing the size of the army, are
technically very well equinned. ‘

Our vouth Leagues must fight concretely for work in the
armv. ] should like to indicate rarticularlv the experience of
the French'Y. C. L. rointed out bv Comrade Semard.

Comrade Kuusinen savs that the Youth Leaowes, although
thev have a correct political line, develop too little recruiting
power.



No. .89

International . Press Correspondence

15831

Comrades, it is no petty detail if we can say that the .

Young Communist International, which after all is a large or-
ganisation, has maintained a correct political liie despite all
vacillations in the Parties in, recent times.

In Germany, we of course had a certain ultra-Left tendency
which we have. almost completely liquidated by ‘means of ideo-
logical work — there were practically no cases’of expulsions.

In France, we had no such difficulties whatever.

_In other countries we havé the same situafion, We recorded
success practlca‘ly everywhere in the strugg]e against the Oppo-
smon

As“for the vacillation in the Youth Executive “itself, we had
the two' cases of factional activity by Vuyovitch and Michalec,
which we " have’ liquidated completely. The Executive, and the
Y.C.1:' as a whole, stand upon the correct Leninist, Bolshevqk
line!

With regard to the policy of our Leagues, we “4re not sec-
tarians' we ‘are’ concentrating ‘chiefly on ‘mass - ‘work. ‘One thitig
is cerfain, ‘{hat-the Youth Leagues, in comparlson to- certdin
bourgeois and, in ‘part, Social Democratic organisations, still
have-a smallér “rectuiting powet.' I shOu]d like to express ‘two
limitations heré:

1. That we suffer from the same llluess as do the Communist
Parties: 'we have a imuch greater mﬂueuce than we have taken
hold of organisationally. Our circle of ‘influence is extraordi-
narlly large while its organisational “‘coalescénce has remained
very backward, This we admit and we shaﬂ dlrect our: future
attentxon to " this shortcoming.

: 2.. With regard to: recrmtmg power we, have also made
progress In the months since the last Plenum, our Youth’ Ipter-
national’ has. increased by about 14% (exclusive of the Russian
League), whereas thé Social Democratic Youth finds 1tself in a
constant decline.

At our. Plenum- we have worked Qut demsxons in whlcb we
take pains to. deal with the questipn .of comcrete mass work
in detail. We concentrated upon the following, points: -

‘1. Active economic and trade union work. In . trade um(m
work, we have thus far -been, weak, but we:can:already record
active participation in the struggles of the working class and
of the working youth (e. g. British, general and coal strike).

2. A, concrete anti-militarist activity,

3. Concrete: ap'phcanon of the}umfp.d front tactic,: iormanou
of united front mass organs, delegatipns to Soviet Russia, -etc.

4 A systematic-combatting of the opponents’ -organisations.

Attention- to the work in. fhe colomes above all in the
Far East

Finally, 6. new; more hver mternal workmg methods. and
new exfernal propaganda methods;- viz., a livening up of ofir,
work.

1 now come to the last pomt our, connectlons WIth .the
Parties. Comrade Thaelman has a]ready pomted out that the
Party also must take upon itself a:poftion of the respons:blhty
for the past weakness of the youth. I should like to point out
that thereis a very good resolition 'ou this,
passed by ‘the Presidium of the Comintern last summer regar-
ding the support of the Young Communist Leagues by the Com-
munist Parties. And I should like to include among those reso-
lutions and decisions about which thé Communist Parties are
to be particularly reminded, also the resotution about the
support of the Young Communist Leagues by the Parties.

Comrade CLARA ZETKIN:
(Received with great applause.)

All Sections of the Comintern certainly welcome “the efiort
to proceed” from’ a  general analysis of the world * situation to
the exact ‘and detailed "dissection and illumination of the eco-
nomic and political status, phenomena and events in the various
countries or groyps of countries, the effort to give a detailed
dissection and il umination of these factors and the effects they
exert for ome another, upon one another and against one
another. The Comintern as a whole, and its various Sections,
thereby receive a firm foundation for their ‘work and their
struggle as the leadmg revoluhonarv world" orgamsa’non of the
proletartat.

In the' centre of our investigation we fmd capitalist stabnh-
sation, in other words: the:class rule of the bourgeoisie. It .is
obvious that-as Marxists, we seek :in econemics: the decisive dri-

!

the resolution

ving force of the social development process. Consequently we
try to arrive at conclusions concerning the existence, strength
and tempo of capitalist stabilisation by studying, with -all
conscientiousness, the comprehensive statistical material on pro-
duction, trade, stock exchange quotations, and other phenomena
of economic life. Thereby we gain not only exceptionally’ valu-
able but even indispensable material on the question of the §ta-:
bilisation of capitalism.

In my opinion, however, we must direct our attentlon
beyond the phenomena of econmomic life and its effect upon
politics to those events which — aside from politics — oceur:
in the fieids of the super-structure of bourgeois scciety. Capi-
talism is an orgamu sacial whole whose foundations.and super-
structure remind us of the letter of our.old master Engels to
Block regarding historical materialism. It states there. that . the.
economic factor, which is finally determinative, is.nevertheless
not the sole factor which determines history. We know . that
mutual reactions constantly . fake place between the ecanomic.
basis and .the super-struciure of society. If we desire a: clear..
exhaustive reply to the question of how things stand with regard.
to capitalist stabilisation, we must consider not only.the political
evenfs bui also the phenomena in other sections of the ldeoio.'
gical super-structiire of  society. T il

What does a Glauce at the present: show m) That the
whole  super- slructure oi - capitalist economy .is suffering ‘from
deep, lasting and increasing shock. This elementary :shetk to:
the ideological super-structure of bourgeois society  shows .us
clearly thaf, 1) capitalist stabilisation is.only a tempowzrisstran-
jxtmy phen:mlenor;, and is, ‘besjdes;-an extmormmr;:lv fvalgl»e
thing.

How could it be othem\»xse The antagmusms and eontm-
dictions which affect capiialism in the depths’ of production’ not
only cause -eruptions thraugh the economic :erust ‘of = stibili-
sation, first" here:and then there they cause. ot only :the ‘shifting
and dmplacement in the present. relationship -of forces; of the
strata of bourgeois society as well as in ‘the relationships: of
interest and power among the States;:they causé alsy: shoeks ‘to
the whole sqper-structure which in their part againireact upoti
the depths. The supporting. pillars and:colunms-cf the capitalist
super-structure are beginning to. shake and  totter-, they. are
cr umblmg, glowing streams.cl lava and hot ashes are- devastaxmg
and . destroying the eratwhlle blooming | gardens tof! ummgoozs
ideology, cf the world view of bourgeois society. cud

Evolution is ever more and more approaching  thet pom{
at which, according. to- Marx, property is guzranteed anly by
theit, and right only. through murder and perjury.. My honourad
Frlend Riazanov, the great Marxist, will forgive, nie;for, citing
only the sense and not the actual words, To' make good -I.will
cite certain social phenomena of the; present day: which: oishios
pletely confirm Marx’ words: that prorert\ is only guaran’ea&d
through robbery.

. Comrades, have we not seen in these verv da\s that the
Hohenzollern’s property was.guaranteed by a theft of the people’s
property more gigantic than ever before imagined? This rcbbery
remains robbery even. .though it was sanctified by parliamen‘ary
formulas, even though the Specnal Democracy in the Prus;tan
Landtag aided in this theft. The 14'/» million. men. and women,
who, demanded the expropriation of the nobles -at h° reierend.u.n,
mast look upon the so-called settlement as theft, :

Another social phenomena that teaches the same thmg the
horrors of inflation which vassed over Germany, Poland, Austria
and other, countries. In France it:also began, .and my friend
Semard correctly pointed cut here that the: present. official
deflation goes on side by side with a secret increaszd inflation.

1 we throw - the. light on it — what is this inflation? It is.ihe

cruardmeemg yes even the enlarging ot the  property of a tiny
minority of big industrialists, trading:gentry, big agrarians and
finance ﬂmhl‘s!s, by stealing the property of the small savers,
by stealing from the mouths of the proletariat — whosa real
wages are depressed. What else”js inflation except robberv?

Another accompaniment of capitalist stabilisation: the decay
of justice in bourgeois society, its transformation into murder
and perjury. Just recall the Vehme Murder Trials in’ Germany:
What else were they than the legalisation of murder and perjury?
The same applies to the Matteoti trial in Italy, to the innumerable
other- Fascist trials there, as well as to the verdicts of Whife
Terror justice in a number of othér countries. It is to the: great
creditof M. O. P. R., (Red -Aid), this non-Party mass’ organi-
sation, that it illustrates. by mountain-high material on the raging
White Terror justice, the decay of what cails itself justice- in
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bourgeois society, wherever the masses ol toilers resist their
subjugation by pioperty.

amnother portion of the super-structure of capitalism, of
the capitalism that .s rationalising and stabilising itseli! The
holiest of holies in ‘bourgeois society is the famuly based on
property, among the essentials ol which are purchase and
barter-marriage, supplemented by prostitution. This family is
the legally recogmised form of sex life and is supposed to
assure society a physically and spiritually healthy new gene-
ration. Under the smpress of the revolutionising economic rela-
tionships the bourgeocis family is disintegrating, new forms of
sex life are endeavouring to crystailise. 1 he outlived bourgeois
family is to an increas.ng degree losing its power to assure
the deveiopment of a hezalty rising generation, the greatest
of social riches.

Two mass phenomena are characteristic ol this. The mo-
vement for the abolition of the penalties for abortion and the
movemant for so-called birth conmtrol, i. e. the prevention of
conception. Here we find a separation of sex life from mother-
thood, the declining valuation placed on motherhood as a social
function, and the .inability of society to assure material pro-
tection to mew life.” Various kinds ot movements and an exten-
sive literature on reform of sex life in the family, announce the
uncheckable disintegration of the old order despite economic
stabilisation. From all of these there proceeds the impossib.lity
of solving the decisive probiems upon the basis of capitalism.
The dissolution of the bourgeois family smells to the heavens.

Religion has lost its power to dominate and rule over life,
it no longer plays a formative social role. It is, in the words
of Karl Marx, now only the opium of the people. The cultured
require a finer marcotic. They turn from churchly dogma to
mysticism, to Buddhism and similar outlived ideologies.

Bourgeois science has today also lost its socially formative
force; it no longer exerts a vitalising effect. In cerfain fields,
for instance in those of the natural science, it can record great
progress, but the resuits of social and natural science are no
longer comoined into a uniform, compact, clear philosophy. The
lack of such a philosophy expresses itself in literature, it appears
in every field of art. The increasing disintegration and decay
of the bourgeois world leaves its impress upon the whole
cultural life of our times. It strikes us with particular dlarity
in the field of so-called people’s education, from the elementary
school to the press. The decay, the corruption of the press is
abvious.

And how about the development of the elementary school
in the various countries? Republican France can vie with de-
mocratic Germany for the honour as to which has the greater
: school iteachers who have been victimised on
account of their objection {o the degradation of the public
school into a drill room of capitilist opinion and the misuse
of the school for the training ol docile machine- and cannon-
fodder. The declne of bourgeois culture is most crassly ex-
pressed in the draft of an education act by the German govern-
ment, which hands over the public schools to the priests.

It would be entirely mistaken to ascribe the cultural decline
of Germany solely to the economic misery of a defeated State.
Let ws take a country of rising militant capitalism, let us con-
sider the United States! And what do we find there? A press
corruption that stinks to the very heavens, as Upton Sinclair
describes it in his took “The Brass Check”. A complete de-
pendsuce of the higher educational inst'tutions upon the capitalist
magnates, as -described bv the same author in his “The Goos:
Step”. The spiritual physiognomy ol this bourgeois libertarian
country is a mixture of vicious, greedy, calculating business
ssense and a sentimental, slobbering, hypocritical religiosity. The
culture of the most stabilised capitalism of the whole world
is character’sed by the “Monkey Trial”.

In short, everywhere we find the signs of disintegration and
decay in the super-structure of capitalism. Signs of disintegration
and decay which most decidedly warn us against any faith in a
real last’'ng stability of capitalism.

In sharpest contrast to this is the new revolutionary con-
struction in the Soviet Uniom, the socialist upbuilding of the
Sowviet Union under the dictatorship of the proletariat. This
comstruction does mnot confine itself to the socialist economie
foundation, no, it reaches far beyond, it also creates in the
social super-structure new relations between man and: man, rela-
tions that are liberated Trom the subjugating power of property.
Just look at the blooming, rich life that is developing in the

social super-structure founded upon the socialist economy of the
Soviet Union. Economic and social arrangements guarantee
women’s complete equality to man. Motherhood is recognised as
a social service, and the right of the child to care and training
is guaranteed by society. New forms are sought for the family,
for the raising of the children; a transformation of the whole
field of rights is in process.

New content seeks also new forms in science, art, on all fields
of culture. Comrades, under the proletarian dictatorship every-
where there is new creative life, which, even though not as yet
fully developed, as yet only in the bud and not yet ripened into
bloom, yet it is mevertheless already so sturdy that we may
be convinced of its future complete bloom and ripenng.

If we want to comibat capitalist stabilisation with highest
energy, if despite stabilisation, rationalisation and all other
forces we have faith in the defeat and shattering of capitalism
and in the emancipation of the proletariat, we must direct our
glance not only into the depths of science, but also towards the
ideological super-structure of society. Death, disintegration,
decay, in all fields of bourgeois society; new, sturdy, creative,
fruitful life wherever the proletariat has overthrown the
economic and political rule of the bourgeoisie and is overcoming
capitalism and upon the basis of a socialist economy, it is also
erecting a new socialist super-structure.

A consideration of the signs of disintegration in the super-
structure of bourgeois society, in relation to its meaning to
capitalist stabilisation, does not lie outside of our struggle and
is no idle speculation. Let us not forget that capitalism nules
not only thanks to its economic and political weapons, but also
through its ideology and through the arrangements and forms
of the super-structure it creates. The bourgeois philosophy still
determines the attitude of broad working masses towards capi-
talism, it obscures their vision of the historical necessity of
its destruction, and of the historical need “for Communist up-
building. All the institutions of the ideological super-structure
are bastions of boutrgeois class rulé from which it exercises its
subjugative power over the proletariat. Capitalist ideology fur-
nishes weapons which the bourgeoisie turns.against the pro-
letariat. :

The more and the sharper that we recognise that the
ideological super-structure of capitalism is breaking down, the
more boldly will we press forward through the breaches in
bourgeois society, the more relentlessly will we dull and break
the ideological weapons of the bourgeoisie, the more power-
fully also will we lead the masses in the struggle against capi-
talism, its stabilisation, and all the methods of exploitation and
subjugation. To this must be added one thing more. The decay,
the disintegration of the ideological super-structure of bour-
geois society leads new allies to the revolutionary fighting
proletariat, provided that we clearly recognise and forcefully
exploit the development now in process.

Not only hundred thousands, but millions are suftering,
not only under the direct material effects of capitalist power,
no, millions are suffering because they can no longer find a
content to their lives which is seriously and- imperatively bound
up with society. Bourgeois ideology no longer serves the main-
tenance of society, it furnishes no prospect for an escape trom
the needs of the times. There are not only hundreds of thou-
sands, there are millions who suffer from the disintegration and
decay of the ideological super-structure of capitalism just as
severely as other suffer for the lack of a piece of bread or a
protecting roof over their heads. Thus we gain fighters not
only from the proletariat, but also from the middle- and petty-
bourgeois strata. :

By following up the signs of ideological disintegration in
bourgeois society, by exposing its causes, by showing the way
out that will relieve all from their misery. we gather and we
train additional battle-forces who will go forward in a united
front against capitalisn now in wvrocess of stabilising itsell.
And it is exactly the necessity of enlighteniMg these masses,
of drawing themi to us, that establishes the sharpest differen-
tiation of our fundamental conception, our ideological attitude,
from the world of bourgeois ideas, (also in their Social Demo-
cratic-reformist guise).

Precisely in that we make also the decay of the ideological
super-structure ‘of the bourgeois order a starting point in our
social criticism, in our revolutionary struggle, there results
the complete separation from the reformists, from the Social
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Democrats. Why is this? Because thereby we are forced to
work out our own Communist ideology with greater clarity,
we are compelled to confront lack of principle with our prin-
ciple. There is not a single ideological field of the decaying
capitalist ideological super-structure which the Social Demo-
cracy does not hasten to support and defend. We, on the other
hand, concentrate all our powers to overthrow capitalism and
thereby clear the road for the new society. This is impossible
without taking up ‘the struggle also on the ideological field with
the fullest utilisation of all signs of decay and disintegration in
fierce combat with the Social Democracy.

And one thing more: there is no doubt that the picture of
decay and disintegration in the capitalistic ideological super-
structure imbues the fighting proletarian masses, the toilers as
a whole, with determination to fight, with militancy and con-
fidence of victory. These are the essential factors for struggle
and success.

In his report our Comrade Kuusinen, in my opinion, was
entirely right in pointing out that the combination of the partial
and immediate demands which we raise, with the great histo-
rical goal of the conquest of power, is still in many cases quite
superficial, quite mechanical. How can this be changed? Not
only in that we weld together all our demands, link by link,
into a logically connected chain, from the defence against the
constant worsening of conditions of life and labour by stabili-
sing capitalism all the way to the revolutionary struggle for
the conguest of power. No, also in that we innerly, organi-
sationally link up all our demands and aims with one
another.

This is done by our carrying into ali the day-to-day
struggles the full, revolutionary, Communist idea. The struggle
against the lengthening of the work-day, against the increasing
of the intensity of labour and thereby against the squeezing of
the last ounce of muscle and nerve force out of the workers,
the struggle against the cutting of wages, even by so much as a
larthing, must be lit up by our most fundamental, most revo-
lutionary position against capitalism, against  the bourgeois
order. These daily struggles, also, these struggles for the so-
called little things, must be carried on with the consciousness,
with the will of the proletarians, the toilers: Ecrasons Pinfame!
Let us crush the infamy, let us shatter the capitalist order!

Comrades! Karl Marx said in his theses on Feuerbach:

“The idea becomes power, when it penetrates the
masses.”

The truth of this dictum confronts us, historically realised,
vital, creative in the form of the Soviet Union and its socialist
construction. The idea that is penetrating the masses stands
before us as the revolutionary shattering force of the Red
October. The Bolshevik Party has been able to raise the idea
of the necessity of conquering power to the battle goal of the

masses. It has been able, in civil war, in the war against the

intervention and blockade of ‘the capitalist States, in the
struggle against famine and frost — to raise the revolutionary
idea of the masses into the most determined will to self-de-
fence. The idea became power — a power that triumphed over
all the foes of the proletarian dictatorship. The Bolshevik Party
made the idea into power for millions upon millions of toilers,
into the power, the irresistable victorious. power, that carries on
the socialist upbuilding.

Comrades, in our struggles let us learn from the example
given us by the October Revolution and its leader, the Com-
munist Party of the Soviet Union. Right the way round the
globe, everywhere that capitalism still reigns, where it is sta-
bilising itself, where it rationalises, the exploited masses are
getting into fermient, into motion. Let us carry into all these
uprising masses the revolutionary, Communist” idea that capi-
talism must be destroyed! As the idea of millions it will become
pawer. If we succeed in this, in releasing this power, in maxing
it count in every daily struggle and even in the most insigni-
ticant detail work, if we succeed in setting the masses in motion,
led by the revolutionary idea, then we need not fear any sta-
bilisation of capitalism.

Then we can say: Despite capitalist stabilisation, despite
rationalisation: the world will be ours despite all! The irre-
sistable force of the revolutionary idea borne out among the
masses, means the advance of the proletarian world revolution,
means the irresistable victory of the proletarian world revo-
lution! :

(Stormy and long continued applause.)

Comrade WESCHE (Germany):

The course of the discussion, with few exceptions, has
shown that the line of the proposed theses on the international
situation and the immediate tasks of the Comintern will be
ratified.

I will nevertheless try to refute the statements of Com-
rade Riese, who opposes this line. Comrade Riese refutes him-
self in his statements on the stabilisation question. He credits
the Opposition with the special service that already in the past
it pointed to the need of organising and activising the unem-
ployed. Comrade Riese is entirely mistaken. The Central Com-
mittee gave practical consideration to the question of organising
the unemployed not only in the last few months, but already
since last year, and to an increased extent since the beginning ol
1626. Wherever the trade unions refused, independent and even
excellent campaigns were carried out under our leadership. In
this connection 1 would remind you of the conference in Saxony,
and the very successful delegation to the Landtag, which con-
sisted not only of Communists but also Social Democrats and
non-Party people, men as well as women. This increasing
activity of the unemployed expressed itself outside of Parlia.
ment in the arrangement of demonstrations and meetings, the
reaction of which was then felt in Parliament. ‘

If Comrade Riese imagines that the inadequate recognition
of the need to organise and activise the unemployed caused
an increase of K. A. P. influence, then I must deny this also.
On the contrary, wherever it was attempted to popularise such
sentiments these attempts were nipped in the bud by the activity
of the Party.

Comrade Riese thinks it necessary, furthermore, {o mention
the Mecklenbung case in which, owing o the bad policy of the
Mecklenburg comrades, the danger arose that we lase influence
among the masses. Of course, here and there we will have
cases in which, due to the false application of our tactic and
a wrong appraisal of the role of the Party, the danger will
arise that our comrades and our whole movement will slip up;
but in such cases also the C. C. took radical measures.

I must also oppose Comrade Riese’s changes with regard
to the alleged failure of the Party in the British Miners’ Strike.
Quite vigorous efforts were made to move the miners to a
solidarity action, but the influence of the reformist trade union
bureaucracy is still strong enough that their counter-measures
are able to restrain the miners from solidarity action. This
makes it the more incumbent upon us te put the question of
work in the trade unions to the foreground; and it is our duty
not only to enter the trade unmions, but to work there in a Com-
munist sense.

The treatment of the question of Saxony by Comrade Riese
constitutes a special chapter. By distorting the -'slogans ' and
their treatment in the “Rote Fahne” he thinks he can prove
that the present C. C. is at last approaching a fundamental po-
licy. But here also his arguments are wrong. It would have to
be proven where the Party has ever neglected the fundamentals
in any of its actions. ' ‘

The whole argumentation offered by Riese culminates in
the fear of a recrudescence of a new 1923. We can calmly
declare that the Party of today will not experience a new -1923.
Its experiences, especially also in Saxony, have cteated a mood
within the Party in which the membership considers every
action critically.

Comrade Riese bases his fear of a relapse to the conditions
of 1923 on the charge that Communist support in the election
of the Prime Minister to a certain extent will awaken the im-
pression that the Communists could carry on a labour policy
with the Social Democrats, especially in the Saxon Landtag.
Exactly the opposite was the casei I believe that it is neces-
sary to show the position of the C. C. on the forming of the
Saxon Government, so that the comrades will have a complete
picture of it. : :

On the basis of the demands which we have formulated
fundamentally in the election struggle and which, in the main,
are demands that cannot, of course, be realised in Parliament
or without mass mobilisation, the Communist Party will cast its
vote for the Prime Minister. In case these definite demands
are not carried out by the Social Democratic Government the
Communist Party will mobilise the masses of workers against
this government and bring about its overthrow.

This does not involve the strengthening of the Saxon
S. D. P. leadership which appears before the masses with radical
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phraseology, but which in actual dealings carries out the official
policy of the Social Democratic Party. This group, which de-
signates itself as “Left” in Saxony, still has great influence
among the masses. To separite these masses and win them for
ourselves, is our goal. This is what is involved, and not to
make possible the birth of a Social-Democratic Government
which might then, as in Mecklenburg, carry on its policy
against the workers. We believe that a slogan has been found
here with which all Party members can declare themselves in
agreement. _

In none of these questions has Comrade Riese pointed out
any other road. He has conducted an absolutely negative criti-
¢isim, which can bring no result, and which inspires only passi-
vity in the membership. And precisely at this time, when we
are confronted with great tasks, this render us no service.

The other measures of the German C. C. which Comrade
Riese cites, particularly the expulsion of oppositional groups
and certain members, are not to the point either. With a number
of members the German C. C. for months showed a really iamb-
like patience. The factional freedom demanded by him must
be rejected decisively. ' : ‘

Another few words on Rationalisation. It is clear that
with the concept ‘“‘Rationalisation” the worker can do mothing.
Of scientific explanations we have had plenty. We must explain
it very graphically, just as our Russian comrades do on various
questious, In fighting rationalisation we must forniulaté the
question ‘of the eight-hour day, in the following manner:

. In Germany there are 20 million workers who, by agreement,
have a 32-hour week. Actually they are working longer. If these
20 million workers fight for and win the 48-hour week, this
makes 4 hours per week, which multipled by 20 million workers
is 80 million ‘hours. With these 80 million hours® (which we
can win), the 1,8 million unemployed workers can be brought
into the process of production. With this method of propaganda
I believe that we can draw even the most primitively thin-
king wotker into the support of our agitation. He will realise
that the Communists have issued a slogan that can actually be
realised. Of course it means struggle, but the masses undérstand
what for. The day to day questions, which we perhaps draw up
too much as “Party? questions, must also be brought to the
masses rather more -through the channels” at our disposal. A
whole series of these questions are not merely Communist -ques-
tions, but they concern the whole working class, they are ques-
tionis on which .every worker will feel we are correct. If we put
itp to the trade unions the fulfilment of these demands, recogni-
sed’ by the workers to be-correct, then this method will lead
to the activisation of the masses. > )

It is important in such a meeting as this, to consider
whether the tactics of the united front was correct as we have
applied it. Here we must reply unreservedly in the affirmative.
All of the measures carried out by the Party, from the elections

to the 'workers’ congress, have become our assets. Everywhere .

the recognition penetrates that the Communist Party is really
able to lead the masses. This has been shown also by the
Workers Delegations and in the expropriation campaign. We
have not lost contact with the Social Democratic and non-Party
workers, and, particularly in Saxony. we brought it about that
left leaders were chosen. In consequence of our work, we saw
the split of the social Democratic Party in Saxony. The hope
which the workers have.in us can be realised only if the adopted
policy will be continued and carried out, in unity and solidarity,
without vacillations. Then we can also hope that at the next
Plenum of the Executive we will be able to record further
progress. These are the. tasks what we have set ourselves, and
I would appeal to the comrades, especially to Comrade Riese, to
give up the negative attitude to the questions dealt with here and
to‘vgial\p ‘in carrying out the tasks we have set unitedly and
solidly. - : . ,

Comrade KILBOM (Sweden).

The four Scandinavian Delegations are in agreément with
the view presented by Comrade Kuusinen according to which the
Communist Parties in ‘Scandinavia must intensify the struggle
for the winning of the masses. We realise fully that, first of all
the work for trade ‘umion unity and for the revolutionsation
of the trade union organisations, must be fostered.

* But it must not ‘be forgotten, in judging the situation in
Scandinavia, that class antagonisms are still relatively little
developed. The workers, above all in Sweden, do not suffer
under intensified capitalist oppression, under. entirely obvious

exploitation — as is the case in many other countries. This
circumstance naturally contributes to the preservation of faith
in the reformists and in their tactics. In addition, it must be
remembered that the Social Democracy, especially in Sweden
and ‘Denmark, is extraordinarily strong. These two Parties are
among the strongest and most ruthless of the II International.

For Scandinavia also however the pacifist era is a stage
that has almost been left behind. The stabilisation of capitalism,
as far as Sweden is concerned, has gone quite far; one might
say, exceptionally far. Class antagonisms are increasing more
and ‘more. The bourgeoisie is on the march under the slogan:
“increased intensified struggle against the working class”.

An armed strike-breaker guard is being formed. Even
Fascist organisations have formed, which are already embarking
upon expeditions, even though these are thus far confined to
the distribution of leaflets and other innocent affairs. But the
workers are openly hostile to the Fascists. The police are being
supplied with modern machine guns from secret funds. The bour-
geosie announces quite openly and clearly the intention that the
Communists are to be beaten down with all possible means.

Simultaneously parliamentary proposals have been introduced
for a considerable lightening of the tax burdens on tiie capitalists.
These burdens are to be loaded upon the working people. The
whole bourgeois’ world in Sweden is united for the introduction
of a partial strike prohibition. It is very characteristic of the
situation that the leaders of the Swedish Social Democrats very
openly give this demand their blessing.

There has long been a comscious activity on the part of
England to bring Scandinavia completely into the wake of British
imperialism. The reactionary British Government is not omnly
trying to isolate the Soviet Union' through the border States.
1t is.also striving to'make Scandinavia subservient to its interests.

The British Government is being energetically supported in
its efforts by.the reactionaries in the various Scandinavian
countries. The Finnish White:guardists were the most prominent
in this. For several years an intensive activity to. “strengthen the
ties of friendship” 'between the various Scandinavian countries
has been in process. The most unmistakable language on the
plans now ‘being carried out is spoken by the lively mutual
relations between the defence corps, viz., the armed fascist orga-
nisations of the various countries.

Simultaneously an  intensive -activity on the part of the
II International for the complete concept of the Scandinavian
labouring masses is to be noted. The Social :Democratic press
in Scandinavia disseminates without scruple practically any kind
ol penny-novel tales about the Soviet Uniom.

_At the present time, especially in Sweden and Finland, the
Social Democrats are carrying on an energetic and deliberate
activity to bring the masses of workers under their Parties.
In Sweden this is dome through the collective affiliation of
the trade union departments to the Party. The trade union
members who do not want to submit to the policy of the Social
Democratic leaders, are being terrorised. If they have the courage
to acknowledge themselves Communists, they are denounced in
many work-places, and, with the help of the Social-Democrats,
they” are discharged. Immeasurably reactionary and ruthless is
the activity of the Social-Democratic Youth Executive. It is at
the head of all campaigns against the Communists and against
the workers of the Soviet Union. - ‘

After all this it is mnatural “that the gentry of the
I. International and Amsterdam possess faithful tools in the
Scandinavian Social Democratic leaders, for the splitting of
the trade union movement. The effort to split the Finnish Trade
Union Federation, which was financed by Amsterdam and
attempted by the Finnish Social-Democrats, was unsuccessful;
but the effort is being comtinued in Norway where a danger
exists that the Trade Federation will be affiliated with the
Amsterdam International and the organised trade union move-
men splif. In Sweden, they are busy in battering down the unity
will of the workers, which has been organised on the part of
the radical trade-unionists. The most direct provocatory measures
are applied for this purpose. o

Along this line of activity for a split on the part of the
Il International, and of attempts to isolate the workers of the
Soviet Union, there is also the “Scandinavian Conierence” called
for Stockholm on December 6th. In the course of the exceptio-
nally hot and active debate on this matter in Scandinavia, its
character was fully exposed. The purpose of this manoeuvre is
to force the trade tmion Federations of Finland and Norway into
the Amsterdam International. If this should fail, there is a
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danger that the Social Democratic leaders of those countries will
split the rade union movement. In Denmark the Trade Union
Federation has already been split as a result of the policy of the

trade union leaders, since, a tew days ago, the Union ot work- -

men, with 90,000 members, was provoked into withdrawal from
the rederation.

In spite of everything the unity movement of the workers
is. making progress. The 1rade Union Federations of Finlard and
Norway have already demanded that the Trade Union Federation
of the Soviet Union be invited to the Scandinavian-Baltic Con-
ference. In a daily and bitter struggle against the Social Demo-
cratic and reformist leaders in Sweden, about 100,000 workers
have .directed the same demand to the Swedish Trade Union
Federation.

It should also be clearly noted that the workers are more
and more liberating themselves from bourgeois ideology which
is preached by the Social Democratic leaders. In the question of
the capitalists’ demand for legislation against strikes, for
example, one trade union orgamisation after another has clearly
and definitely taken issue with the Social Democratic leaders.

Viewad objectively, the perspecitves for the work of the
Communist Party in Scandinavia are favourable. All the more
so since @ shifting towards the Left is also to be noticed among

the peasantry, in Sweden and Norway as well as in Finland.'

Already several years ago, the Communist Party of Sweden, in
parliament as well as in hundreds of public meetings, raised the
demand for uncompensated expropriation of the holdings of large
land companies, entailed estates and big agrariams, in order to
make possible a distribution of the soil to the peasants whose
farms are small, and also to provide land for the agricultural
and forest labourers. A peasant conference held recently, and
called by radical and Comumunist minded peasants, likewise
adopted a radical programme for a peasant organisation to be
formed not only for the purpose of uniting the working people
of the rural districts, tut also for the tightening of the ties bet-
ween it and the industrial working class in the struggle against
the exploiters. The Social Democrats, on the other hand, have
on several occasions opposed our demiands for expropriation,

_ The Scandinavian Sections of the Cominterp  recognised
fully their duty to do everything ‘possible in arder to win the
masses of workers and peasants for the revolutionary movement.
In reciprocity, however, we wish that the Comintern and Prof.
qatern, as well as various other Sections, would glve greater
attention, as helpers and advisors, to our efforts.

While we give our suppott to the proposed resolution of

Comrade Bukharin with regard to the tasks of the Comintern,
we would like to give special emphasis to the following tasks,
as being particularly weighty: '

Increased activity and intensified struggle for:
. L The winning of the workers organised in trade unions
for the ravolutzomry struggle, as well as for national and inter-
national trade union unity; ‘we are in complete agreement with
the remarks of Comrade Thilmann on the experienices with trade
union work. We have - encountered: the same shortcomings in
Sweden as were met with in Germany. '

2. The winning and organising of the workin: asants and
agricultural labourers; and E. & Pe N

3. the winning of the toiling youth for. the Communist
Youth movement, torwhich the greatest attention is to be devoted.

Comrade NIKOLAIEVITCH (Yugo-Slavia):

In his written as -well as in his oral report, Comrade
Bukharin has not said .a word -about the Balkans. This is un-
questionably a shortcoming. There, was a time once, when, in
my opinion, the revolutionary significance of the Balkans was
over-estifnated. But it would 'be a still greater mistake to under-
estimate them. i

I should like to touch upon the general question of stabi-
lisation in the Baikans. Is there any sort of capitalist stabilisation
or not? This is the question which we must answer ‘quite
clearly and frankly, for only upon the basis of a correct appraisal
of the concrete situation can we carry on a correct policy.
There were a few quasi-Leftist comrades in the Balkans who
wanted to deny completely ‘all sigms' of stabilisation. Never-
theless, in the Balkans also there are, obvious stabilisation phe-
nomena that are not to be denied unless we are to follow an
ostrich policy. ‘

What are the general features of capitalist stabilisation.
Raising of production, increase of foreign trade, and imiprovement
of valuta conditions. We see all of these symptoms of capitalist
stabilisation also in the Balkans. Nevertheless there is a dilierence
between the stabilisation process in Central or Western Europe
and that which is found in the Balkams, but this difference is a
difference not in principle, but in degree. This difference consists
in that the general situation in the Balkans is more complicated
and more involved than in Central Eurgpe. In what copsists. the
complication of the situation in the Balkans? First of all in
that the bourgecis democratic revolution was mot carried. to its
conclusion there. The relics of feudalism have not yet been fiqui-
dated. The bourgeoisie has shown itself completely incapable of
carrying to its conclusion the bourgeois democratic revolution in
the Balkans. : e

Comrade Kolaroy, in his speech yesterday spoke of signs
of stabilisation in the Balkans. He answered the general question
correctly, in the aflirmative. But he made one statement with
which 1. am_pot in agreement. Comrade Kolarov maintained
that the stabilisation of the Balkan countries amounted te their .
colonisation. In my opinion this statement, formulated .in this
way, is incorrect. It is too general, too schematic. Comrade
Kolarov projected the fate of Bulgaria as the future of the whole
Balkans. He has “Bulgarianised” the whole of the Balkans
(laughter). In my opinion this is wrong. . S

. Between Bulgaria and Yugo-Slavia for instance,  there js
quite a considerable diiference, and for obvious reasons. Bulgaria
is a vanquished nation, it must pay reparatiops, whereas Yugo-
Slavia is numbered among the sc-called victors, it,1s to receive
reparations not only from Bulgaria, but alsg from other cdumtries.

This fact alone suffices in order to show that there must
be a difference between the stabilisation process in :Bulgaria
and that in Yugo-Slavia, a difference in both exient and. tempo..
Yugo-8lavia also is basically an agrarian- country, but: in_com-
parison with its pre-war status Yugo-Slavia has become indi-
strialised to a greater extent than is the case with Bulgaria.

The' identification of stabilisation and colonisation: of: the .
Balkan countries has led Comrade Kolarov to a further incerrect
conclusion. He said that the colonisation of the Balkan po:un{trles:
consists in that without outside help the Balkan countries could
not arrive at any - stabilisation whatever. That is correct. But
I would like to ask, can Germany, Austria, or any other capitalist
country arrive at any sort of stabilisation without forgign aid?
Certainly not. This is the only possible method known to capi-
talist stabilisation. Thus stabilisation with the aid of foreign
capitalists s not a specific feature of the stabjilisation of capi-
talism in the Balkan countries. There is only one single country’
that could stabilise itself under its own power, that is the land
of the proletarian dictatorship, that is, the First Proletarian State,
the Soviet Union. Not a single capitalist country has sticceeded
in so doing.

Comrade Kolarov maintains further,. on- the basis  of the
false premises of which I have spoken, that the proietariat of
the Balkans alone, without aid from other countries, .cannot
overthrow, cannot conquer its bourgeoisie. This is .a false theory
that is somewhat dangerous. It is, one might say, a passivity
theory. The uneveness of the stabilisation in the Balkans is,
basically, nothing else than. the working out of the .general
Leninist law of the umeveness of capitalist development.

Yugo-Slavia has undeniable results to record on the: road
of its industrialisation. The Social Democrats, the reformists,
like the' capitalists, describe Yugo-Slavia, in the preéss, as a com-
pletely consolidated country. The Sotial' Democrafs. maintain
that Yugo-Slavia has entered upon a period of normal capitalist
development. Of course this is nonseénse. The Social-Democrats
and the capitalists raise this nonsensical view of stabilisation.
phenomena in Yugo-Slavia because they do not consider. the
stabilisation process dialectically. In Yugo-Slavia we find a
raising ‘of production, an increase of foreign trade; a’considerable
improvement in the valuta' — all these are positive elements,
they are ome side of the stabiiisation process. The other side
about which: the Social Democrats ‘as well as the capitalists
wish to know nothing, comsists in ‘that in Yugo-Slavia, first,
the-agrarian question has not been solved, second, that in Yugo-
Slavia the national question has not been solved, 'third, that
the war debts amounting to more than 30 milliard dinars have
not- been. covered, fourth, that the State Budget has nét been
balanced,.fifth; that the wvaluta. reform has not vet béen carried out.
These are, it is plain, from the standpoint of .capitalism, a series
of negative, destructive factors. What is involved here is not a
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consolidation of capitalism in Yugo-Slavia, but a relative stabili-
sation. :

After a period of industrial advance, an industrial crisis
has set in in Yugo-Slavia. During this crisis, certain fenden-
cies towards agrarianisation have also become discernable. This
tendency towards agrarianisation consists not only in that a
part of the .industrial productive apparatus that has become
superfluous is shut down, as Comrade Varga implies, but also
and abowve all, in that capitalism is orientating itself towards
the raising of agrioultural production and the so-called agrarian
industry. It is characteristic that this tendency towards agrariani-
sation draws support from the generally growing influence of the
British imperialists in Yugo-Slavia.

The Communist Panty of Yugo-Slavia has had to suffer
under the heavy blows of White Terror for a full six years.
Mussolini, in his struggle against the Communists, has invented
nothing new. He borrowed his weapons from the arsenal of the
Yugo-Slavian white terror.

The Communist Parties must be able to mobilise the masses
for the struggle against the white terror, despite their illegality.
For ithis, surtable organisational forms are necessary. We have
succe?d?éi in gefting certain successes in Yugo-Slavia also on
this field. ‘

On conclusion 1 should like o make the following remarks:
the number of illegal Parties is growing, and, in my opinion,
it will continue to grow. This is an additional reason why the
C.1. should devote somewhat more attention to the study of the
specific methods and dorms of the work of illegal Parties than
has hitherto been the case. . )

Two, chief tasks ‘¢onfromt every illegal Communist Party:
first, the creation of a poweriul and healthy illegal apparatus
which must remain the basis of the whole activity of an illegal
party, and, second, to find the legal forms of work that will
make it possible for us to keep contact with the broad masses no»t‘
only of the workers, but also, what is far more difficult, of
the peasants. In this consists the chief task of every illegal Com-
munist Party in the present period, and, in my opinion, in this
consists also the certral point in the preparation of the proletarian
revolution.

Comrade BRANDT' (Poland):

Conrades, I would like to direct your attention towards
certain characteristics of the world economic situation which
are already mentioned in Comrade Bukharin’s report, but which
1 should like to go into in somewhat more detail. One is the
question of the qualitative changes in the basis of world economy,
the technical transformation in the productive apparatus of world
economty, especially in Europe. )

Eight years have already gome by since the war, not a very
short time, fo be sure, and if in these eight years even only a
simple reproduction has taken place, i. e. no accumulation,
technique has mevertheléss changed and developed to a tre-
mendous extent. Of course a consideration of the changes in
the technical basis will not suffice in order to judge the whole
sitwation, but since many political aspect have been dealt with
extensively here, 1 will confine myself to this specal field. I
miaintain therefore, that in these eight years, tremendous trams-
formation and changes in technique have gone forward, changes
whose causes are to be found partly in the war. I will enumerate
them briefly. )

The energy basis of economy (electricity, electrification etc.)
has made tremendous progress, especially in Europe. The capa-
city of power plants in recent years has risen from two to
fourfold, the exploitation of water-power has been ‘begun on
a large scale and this in all countries that suffer from the coal
crisis.

The new technique comepls a re-equippment of electric
stations and these electric stations must be managed as a whole,
which in turn compels a concentration, a trustification of the
production of electricity. )

The motor-ship is beginning to defeat the steamship. Al-
most half of all vessels are now propelled by Diesel motors.
What does this mean? It means a devaluation of old ships
and of old capital.

In France, England, Switzerland, and IHtaly, an enormous
extension of the chemical industry is taking place. In Germany,
the industry for the production of nitrogen has grown into a
tremendous industry. We find an entirely new dye industry in

a number of countries. An equally rapid advance is to be seen
in the industry for production of artificial silk.

One of the chief features of this technical process is. that
it demands a concentration of capital.

Let us take metal finishing. On this field the war, with
its mass production of war materials, created a mass produc-
tion which won great importance especially in the mewly de-
veloping machine industry, it revolutionised the whole machine
industry. -

But this transition to mass production demands a poweriul
concentration of capital, therefore a destruction of old capital.
It demands, in addition, new tools. And these technical improve-
ments, which in part, have already been introduced everywhere,
or which must be introduced everywhere because of competition
— all this heightens production, and intensifies the contradiction
between the capacity of the productive apparatus and its market.

Contiguous therewith we have a teriffic impoverishment of
the masses, as a result of the war and of the inflation. This is
the second part of the contradiction. ‘

How was such an extension of production possible during
the last eight years?

1. As a result of technical progress;

2. Precisely by means of the impoverishment of the broad
masses which came into being as a result of the enormous. con-
centration of capital.

Summarised briefly — we have an enormous enlargement
of the productive apparatus which stands in sharp contradiction
with the narrowed inner market. '

We -have still a further factor. During the war a vast
industry grew wup outside of Europe in America and Japan.
On the other hand, the Soviet Union is mow closed against the
expansion pressure of European capital. This also partly applies
to China and Turkey, so that the market has been considerably
narrowed.

First: new techmique, trustification on the largest scale.
Second: contradiction in the production possibilities. Third: the
struggle for the market between strongly capitalised countries.

The deprediation of old capital burdens primarily the old
imperialist countries, above all Great Britain. Thus the anti-
quated British production capitel has become a factor of British
reaction, and the British miners are fighting against precisely
this reactionary antiquated capital.

The depreciation of old capital gives a certain premium
to the new capitalistic countries, but it gives no premium to a
part of the new capitalist countries, which are developing an
industry of their own, but which are condemned to agrarianisa-
tion, — such as Poland, Yugo-Slavia, and in part, Italy. These
countries cannot accept the agrarianisation and are trying to
fight against it, in part through political means, and in part
by increased pressure upon the workers. These agrarianisation
tendencies sharpen the social crises in the weakest countries.

The mnecessity for an exténsive widening of the market,
which leads to wars and conflicts between the imperialist States,
increases the pressure against Turkey, against the Soviet Union.
against China.

This raising of the productivity of latour, which is fostered
through new technical methods, brings to light a large chronic
unemployment, since the market is not widened. New reserve
armies, are created in Europe, and here it is shown quite clearly
how technical progress under capitalism becomes a factor of
unemployment and, further, a factor of distintegration. On these
facts there unfortunately still prevail to some extent among our
comrades certain false views. Trotsky maintained in a speech
that the productive forces had mnot grown in Europe and that
all market fluctuations take place upon the basis of the old
fixed capital. Peculiarly enough, Comrade Lominadze arrives at
such a conclusion that he says that the productive apparatus has
not even as yet crept up to the pre-war standard. This picture
is still more false. There is convulsion, somersaults, but no
“creeping”. This is basically wrong and contravenes the facts.
The productive apparatus is larger than before the war and at
that, Comrade Lominadze imagines that he can cite the Bukharin
report. That is wrong. If we should stand by such a tendency
it might become very dangerous.

The chief contradiction in the ‘situation consists of two parts:

1. The purchasing power of the masses.

2. The vast productive apparatus.
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If one wishes to prove that the productive apparatus is
smaller than before the war, then the difference between possible
consumption and production is much smaller. This is a definite
tendency towards the minimisation of the chief contradictions
of capitalism. It is folly to believe that if a growth of the pro-
ductive apparatus is recorded, this signifies a general enrichment
of the people. Nothing of the kind. Quite the contrary. The
productive fortunes were created at the expense of the im-
poverishment of the masses.

In conclusion. Like everything else in the world, the post-
war crisis has, as Lenin says, a yesterday and also a tomorrow.
While the yesterday did mot bring us the victory of the revolu-
tion on a world scale, it did create Soviet Russia and power-
ful Communist Parties. The to-morrow is 'a new explosion of
the social and political antagonisms and, in order that this to-
morrow will bring a victory for the proletarian revolution, we
must to-day look the facts in the face, we must give a correct
perspective, we must draw the correct conclusions. )

(Close of Session.)

Ninth Session.

Moscow, November, 27. 1926.

Comrade Gallacher (Chairman) opens the Session at 11 am
for the continuation of the discussion on the first point of the
agenda.

Comrade FIALA (Austria):

Comnirades, I shall confine my discussion to one point, the
point of rationalisation. On the ‘other points of the theses, as
well as on the reports of Comrades Bukharin, and Kuusinen
1 am in agreement. '

With regard to the question of rationalisation, 1 find the
formulation which Comrade Bukharin has given us to be insui-
ficient, viz., his formulation that we must fight only against
the consequences of rationalisation. 1 am of the opinion that
in this question we must adopt a very clear-cut iormulation,
one which in its preliminary form should read: the comtbatting
of capitalist rationalisation as such. The formulation given by
Comrade Kuusinen does: that we are against the COTISeqUences
rationalisation, is cnly applicable under certain conditions.
Where and when could this formulation be applied? I believe
only there where the workers already hold power in their own
hands.

How do matters stand in capitalist countries in this re-
gard? 1 am of the opinion that we must raise this question
quite grufily among ourselves, because rationalisation is one
of the chiet methods used by the bourgeoisie to bring about
its stabilisation, and to consolidate this stabilisation still further.
For this reason, in my oponion, it is necssary, in the capitalist
countries, to fight not only the consequences” of rationalisation,
but also rationalisation as such. Rationalisation is not only a
process of technical improvement — the characterisation given
by Comrade Bukharin in his report on this question is enti-
rely correct. In. this characterisation the process of techmical
improvements is mentioned as the last of the points of rationali-
sation primarily at the expense of the workers, it strives fo-
wards the better organisation of labour, i. e., it tries to exploit
every minute and every muscle of the worker in such a way that
he will have no time left for any possible recreation during the
labour process. I do mnot think that we can formulate it as
Comrade Kuusinen does: that we are against the consequences
of rationalisation, but that if a capitalist introduces a new ma-
chine, this is none of our business. In practice this can lead to
various sorts of disintegration in our tactics against the capi-
talists, and for the following reasons: the introduction of a
machine is an extraordinarily weighty matter for the workers
employed in the factories. With the ‘introduction of new ma-
chines, wages are cut, the worker, e. g. if a machine strikes a
hundred blows a minute, must keep up with these hundred
blows per minute — this means an intensified exploitation and
an accelerated underminirig of the worker’s health. Here also
we must fight against. We cannot simply say that we are
opposed to the consequences of rationalisation, no we are against
rationalisation in itself, without being machine-breakers.

What is the attitude of the Social Democrats towards
rationalisation? I should like to cite predominantly the Austrian
Social Democrats who are in all probability the slickest element
in the 1I. International. The arguments of the Austrian Social
Democrats on the question of rationalisation are basically the
following: Fordism, intensification, rationalisation — we are
in favour of all these things, but this rationalisation, this For-
disation, must be coupled with social consideration. They tell the
workers: rationalisation will bring you higher wages, through
the mechanisation of labour, through the introduction of new

technical improvements (which they put to the foreground)
you will have a better living; they declare that these technical
umprovements will ease the labour prccess, and that- with the
growth of capitalism, Socialism will -be more easily realisable.
They are not against rationalisation, ‘they cannot be, because
they are for the reconstruction of capitalism. It would there.
fore be dangerous for us to take this ground of standing oppo-
sed, not directly against rationalisation, but only against its
consequernces.

Is it true that with rationalisation there will come a
rise in wages, that there will be an improvement of the living
standard of the workers? I think by no means. '

With the progressing rationalisation more and more -wor-
kers will become superfluous and unemployed. In Austria we
have a quarter million unemployed at this time, A bourgeois
journalist says that at this time, in Austria, a country of about
seven million inhabitants, the number of unemployed and part-
time workers, together with their dependence and all who
are excuded from the process of production, reaches almost a
million, and it is still constantly rising. This is also a result of
the rationalisation endeavours which now make themselves felt
in Austria, even though not in so crass a form as, for example,
in Germany. ‘

I believe that in our concrete application we must conduct
the struggle ‘against rationalisation along the following line:

First of all a decided sharpening of the struggle for control
of production so that the bourgeoisie will not be in a position
to divert all the costs of rationalisation upon the workers.

‘Secondly, as one of the most important measures for the
combatting of unemployment and of rationalisation, the de-
mand for a shorter work-day. I believe that it is highest time
that we counter the rationalisation attemipts with the demand
for the six-hour day.

" Now comrades, the ‘cenclusions: sharpened struggle for
control of production, shortening of the work-day and com-
batting of the rationalisation endeavours of the bourgeoisie.

I should like to propose, so that no misunderstanding can
arise, that the formulation read quite sharply in the following
manner: )

The sharpest struggle against all and any rationalisation
and intensification attempts whatever.

We should not do this because we will thereby differentiate
ourselves from the Social Democrats, but chiefly because
rationalisation signifies, firstly, an immeasurable impoverishment
of the proletariat, and secondly, it fosters the stabilisation
efforts of the bourgeoise. On the basis of these two arguments
we must not only combat the consequences, but the rationali-
sation itself, because we are opposed to every stabilisation of
capitalism.

Comrade HERTHA STURM (Women’s Secretariat, ‘E.C. C. ):

I shall speak on one single point that Comrade Kuusinen
has touched upon in his report: on work, among the women.
Comrade Kuusinen was. entirely right in pointing out that the
parties do not yet recognise the full imiportance of- the work
among the women, nor do they value it accordingly. Our years
of experience only serve to emphasise this. As in the past period,
so also in the immediate future, one of the most fundamental
tasks of the Women’s Department will consist in tighting for
the recognition which work among the women deserves through-
out the whole Party. )

Although the Women’s Departments have thus far worked
rather with their own forces, we can record ceriain noteworthy
successes in the work among the women.
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I shall draw from our ample experiences examples from
two important countries: Great Britain and Germany, where we
can note efforts and successes of international interest.

In Great Britain the Party has attained extraordinarily big

- results in the mobilisation of the women in the miners’ strike.
For this success we can thank a systematic detailed work of many
years standing by the Communist Party in the mass organisations
of the proletariat. Because of its numerical weakness and the
danger of the complete isolation from the masses, the British
Communist Party was compelled to lay the greatest emiphasis
upon the work in these organisations. The women Communists
worked primarily in the Women’s Sections of the Labour Party,
in the Women’s Co-operative Guilds, and, somewhat less actively,

in the trade unions. This resolute detailed work bore its friits

during the strike: the Communist Party dominated, in organised
form, the movement of the masses of women.

During the action itself the Women’s Departements of the
C.P. of Great Britain mot only themselves took an active part
in the formation and work of the commiitees of action in the
battle areas, but beyond this they were able to bring the broadest
masses of women into mobility. In many cases the committees of
action established sub-committees  for special tasks which were
exclusively in the hands of the women. These commitiees served
splendidly in the enlightenment of workers’ wives, in messenger
service, in feeding the strikers by means of commumnal kitchens,
in the collection of aid for women and.children of the miners’
union, in the struggle against the strikebreakers, in defending
the revolutionary leaders from the police, in demeonstrations io
the authorities in order to comipel the continuation and increase
of the relief to the strikers.

This great movement could not come to a standstill with the
termination of the strike. These .conumittees of action had to
find an organisational continuation in order to maintain the
newly won influence over the masses. Such a form was discovered
in the Women’s Guilds of the trade unions. In the battle areas,
especially in Nottingham, the miners’ wives have organised into
trade unton wonten’s guilds, the women Comumunists. immediately
put themselves at the head of this. movement and, upon  the
initiative of the Communist Party, these guilds were aliikiated as
auxiliary organisations to the trade unions in order to.have this
movement politically and organisationally integrated in the great
stream of movement: . in trade union work.

That the Communist Party, in the oconsciousngss of the
masses was the leader of the miners' struggle, is evident from the
fact that during the action the pumber of women Party members
vose from 600 to more than 2,000.

According to the report by PUGH, at the Trade Unjon
Congress in Bournemouth, five and a hall million women are
engaged in British indusfry. But there are omly 300,000 wemen
trade union members altogether. Herg we see what a tremendous
task confronts us. The task of the trade union organisation of
this gigantic army of wolmen workers cannot possibly be solved
by the women’s department of the C.P.G.B. alone, the less
s0 since in its ranks there is only an insignificant fraction of
women workers. Here is the most striking point for the British
Party, which Comrade Kuusinen indicated in a general way: the
whole Party must support and supplement the work of the
Women’s Department in such a way that a powerful living con-
tact be established with the women workers in the factories
and trade unioms. ‘ ) . .

The Scarborough and Bournemouth Congresses by their de-
cisions for a recruiting campaign among women workers, pointed
out the road, but the trade union leadership has undertaken the
carrying out of these decisions very lackadaisically. The refor-
misfs know that every mobilisation, every politicalisation of the
women workers, will in the last analysis turn against themselves.
Hence, it is left more or less to the Communists’ initiative angd
activity through their fractions in the Minority Movement, to
put themselves at the head of the women workers’ campaign and
take over the leadership of the masses of women. The direct
work of the trade umions must be effectively supported and
supplemented through the work in the factory nudlei and through
women delegate meetings. ' ,

In Germany, side by side with extraordinarily great successes
we also have serious dark sides. This hangs together with the
peculiar development of the C.P.G. v

The Women’s Departnent of the C.P.G. has set itself the
task of bringing the women. workers into the Left wing wof the
labour movement. In this it starts from a fact that will very
" probably attain great international significance: rationaligation,
in consequence of the dislocation of necessary working forces

1o the advantages of the unskilled, must lead to a stronger attrac-
tion of women into the production process. With this the role of
woman in the labour movement wins new importance, ]
The German Party is trying to take hold of the Left wing
of the women workers through three methods: -
1) Through the women’s delegate meetings;
2) through the trade union work; and
3) through the Red League of Women and Girls.

The Women’s Delegate Meetings, which constitute a novel
method of work, represent one of the most prominent successes
of the Party. In the last three months we held seven such womzn’s
delegate meetings, chielly in districts with a strongly developed
wottnen’s” industry, including Berlin, Lower Rhine, Cologne, Stutt-
gart, Chemnitz, and Hamburg. These women’s delegate meetings
revealed certain extraordinarily interesting points, which I shall
touch on here. They offer the opportunity of drawing the broadest
masses of women into the general campaigns of the Party. In
the present situation, e. g. the Party has brought the women’s
delegate meetings into contact with the Workers’ Congress.

The second valuable point in the delegate meetings con-
sists in the fact that in this way, we for the first time syste-
matically penetrated the factories on a large scale. ‘

The third noteworthy point is the relation of the Trade
Unions to these Women’s Delegate Meetings. In Stuttgart the
Executive of the Textile Workers Union sent a circylar to the
factory councils stating that “for our colleagues tlere is mno
reasot to answer or comply with invitations for the election
of women delegates.” This proves how much the trade union
bureaucracy is afraid that through this method its influence will
be broken. ‘And this is a fact: In all the delegate meetings the
resolutions ‘and programme of action of the Communist Party.
were adopted unanimously by the same women workers. who,
unresistingly follow the leadership of the reformists in the trade
unions. This points the way for us. Here it shows itself that
the delegate meetings must be exploited by us to make a breach
in the reformists’ sphere of influence.

" At this point I shall proceed to the Trade Union Work.
The most instructive example of recent times is the national
congress of the women textile workers in Gera. It was attended
by 280 delegates, including 12 oppositiodal .women . workers.,
Here we see the weakest point of our work which has already.
been touched wpon by several speakers, also by German com-
rades, particularly by Comrade Thaelmann. In trade union work:
we still have the most to «do. In Gera the reformist trade union
bureaucracy proposed resolutions utterly inacceptible from a
Communist standpoint. , : v ,

Let me cite just a single passage which gives classical .ex-:
pression to reformist collaboration. In the introduction of the
resolution containing the demands of the women textile workers
it ds said: - :

“In the interest of a healthy development of our ‘German
fatherland, in the imterest of its textile industry and its
whole economy, and in the interest of the adolescent as
well as the coming generation, the Congress demands on
behalf of the women workers....” :

Of course a representative of the Communist iraction op-
posed this resolution and introduced a substitite. Now it is’
interesting that when the resolution of the Executive came to
a vote only one single delegate voted ‘against it. Not even the
12 oppositional workers, to say nothing of a’larger minority,
were politically clear and firm enough to be able to stand up
against the trade wunion ‘bureaucracy even only by voting. And .
tinis, even though it could be seen from the speeches of opposi-
tional workers and known Communists that the sentiment of
the women workers wag favourable to us, and even though the
speeches of numeérous women workers sounded altogether dii-
ferent from the Executive’s reporters. This shows that our whole
work in the trade unions has thus far not yet been intensive
or thorough. It was impossible, even with systematic prepara-
tory work, to-.catch up in a few weeks before this. Congress,-
with what had been neglected for years.

The task of organising. the women workers .in the trade:
unions is a question, that is. ol highest importance, not only
for Germany but internationally. We can see already now that:
the trade union bureaucracy is proceeding absolutely systemati-
cally to make, the politically undeveloped women workers into
defensive troops in the struggle against the growing opposition
in the trade unions.
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Now as to the last point in the work of the C. P. G. The
Red league of women and girls is an extraordinarily splendid
phenomena of the entrance of broad masses of women into the
class struggle. It was launched with a few hundred members
in November of last year and in May of this year it already
numbered 9,000, while at present it has 18,000 dues paying and
20,000 — 25,000 registered members. This evidences the truly
favourable s#uation for our work among the women prole-
tariat of Germany, and the pressure of the masses of women
towards organisation and towards political activity.

Because of these fine sides we must not overiook a danger-
ous side of this. development. In quite troad circles of the Party
there is no complete clarity on the fact that the R. L. W. G. is
only one of many forms of work among the backward strata
of working women, it is, so to say, a transition stage on the
road of these masses towards the ‘general class organisations,
and particularly towards their enrollment in the trade wunions
and tinally, into the Communist Party. Against this there is a
rather far-reaching dissemination of the conception that the
R. L. W. G. is the form of Party work among the broad masses
of women. A part of the party membership does not yet under-
stand the importance of the women’s departmenis as organs of
the Party for the direction of the work among the proletarian
women. This lack of clarity on the role of the R. L. W. G. on
the one hand and of the Party on the other is to be explained
from the situation which prevailed at the launching of the
R. L. W. G. Under the ultra-Left course of the Party, prior to
the publication of the Open Letter of the F. C. C. L, actually,
no work was.done among the masses of women. The Party lacked
the understanding for the approach to the masses, for the ne-
cessity of raising partial demands, for an active trade union
work. The effect of this was that the workers, and naturally first
of all the politically backward masses, of worttenl, were estranged
from the Party. In comnection with this the Party apparatus for
work among the women was disorganised and disorientated.
For the most part the women’s departments were altogether
broken up, and for the rest they were manned by inexperienced
and politicaily untrained forces, which only too -easily fell in
with the wltra-Leftist course. How great the difficulties in this
connection were can be measured by the recent estimate of
the women’s Secretary of the Berlin-Brandenburg Party district,
that only recently about half of ' the Women’s Departments
throughout the Reich (and that of the Berlin sections pro-
bably even more than half) were occupied by women comrades
of the opposition. In the Autumn of 1925 the R. L. W. G
came into being, at a time when all activity seemed to have
died down among the masses of women. The R L. W. G was
the first noticeable sign of a new life.

At the same time there appeared the Open Letter of the
E. C. C. 1, which brought no clarification on the question of
work among women. In connection with work’ in  the mass
organisations the letter contains a sentence which reads as follows:

. “Speedy orientation of the Party towards such orga-
nisation (sport, tenants, freethinkers, Red League of Women
and Girls) and ‘their utilisation for the strengthening of
trade union work fis necessary.”

This sentence, in itself, is of course unassailable. ¥ is ne-
cessary to work in such organisations, and it is very correctly
formulated when it is stated that this work shall serve pri-
marily for the strengthening of trade ‘union activity. But since
this sentence was the only reference fo any kind of work among
women contained in the letter, it did nof objectively contribute
to the elimination of existing lack of clarity, but it even
strengthened it.

. Comrades, it would have been desirable o have stated
auite clearly what was necessary for the Party. Comrade Clara
Zetkin at that time pointed ouf this shortcoming of the Open
Letter in the Presidium meeting, and this shortcoming was
also recognised. The greatest weight should have been laid
upon the fact that work among the women is a fundamental
task of the Party, and that the Party niust set its whole authority
against the neglect of women’s work, that women’s departments
are necessary in the Party in order to instigate and carry out,
under the leadership and control of the Party Executives, the
work among ‘the women on all basic fields, especially in the
factories and trade umions; that the women’s departments of the
Party are the organs which shall coordina e all work on the
various fields according to a uniform plan. This defect has not

ben overcome to this day. We must express this and make
good the neglect.

On the basis of a few examples, I should like to show
where there are many things left for us to do.

For the Workers Congress the Party issued a manifesto.
Definite demands directed towards the working women were
formulated for this manifesto by the Women’s Department, and
after proper negotiation and agreement between the Women’s
Department and the C. C.. they were referred to the Polbureaq.
Yet these demands have not appeared in the manifesio, so for
this Party action the masses of women do not exist.

A second example is the Party organ for women. Comrade
Thidlmann is entirely clear that the German Party must have a
wornen’s organ ii even such small Parties as those in Switzer-
land and Austria have one. Before Comrade Halbe came to the
International Conference in Moscow last May she was empha-
tically told that the Party is convinced of the necessity of this
paper. But it took six months before it was finally established,
and we do not know how long it will be maintained.

The Party’s central organ, the “Rote Fahne”, in our opinion
has no real understanding of ihe necessity of work among the
womten. The German Working Women’s Delegation to Soviet
Russia, which should have been the starting point for a great
mass miovement of women workers in the factories and trade
unions, was not exploited by the “Rote Fahne”. For the Wor-
kers Congress, for which the Party began its preparations al-
ready in July, the “Rote Fahmne” had not a single word to say
about the mobilisation of the women until November.

Here is a point for the German Party to which Comrade
Kuusinen has justifiably pointed. Here, by means of a strict
control of the work of all its organs, by means of serious criti-
cism wherever necessary, by means of positive support; the
Party must help in order to achieve everything possible along
the line of winning.the masses of the women under the existing'.
extraordinarily . favourable situation.

Our international conference very earnestly and thoroughly
analysed the successes and shortcomings of our Parties and has
come to the unanimous conclusion that despite all difficulties,
and despite the lack of positive support by the Parties as a
whole, a good step forward has been made. We are certain that
the Parties are becoming more conscious of the great task and
responsibility that devolves upon them on the field of work
among the women (Applause).

Comrade HILT {(Norway):

The Norwegian delegation declares itself in complete agree-
ment with the theses of Comrade Bukharin, in regard to the
International situation as well as to the tasks of the Communist
Parties. Only we should like to insert a few words about the
situation in Norway,

1. Scandinavia is at the moment not one of the least im-
portant strategic points of the European labour movement, and
it would therefore have been desirable if the Scandinavian que-
stion had been given a more detailed treatment in the report of
Comrade Bukharin and his drait theses, as well as in the report
of Comrade Kuusinen. The II International is actually at.this
moment- trying to unite organisationally the trade union and
political movement in Scandinavia under its .directiqn; It is
trying to affiliate the Norwegian and Finnish trade union fede-
rations to Amsterdam, and it is working for an amalgamation
of the Norwegian Social Democratic Party and the Norwegian
Labour Party. The secretary of the Amsterdam International,
Oudegest, has already visited Seandinavia and has arranped for
the calling of a Scandinavian-Finnish- Conference. This conference
has decided to call a new Enlarged Scandinavian-Baltic con-
ference for Stockholm on December 6th -and 7th.

The reformist general staff is thereby directing considerable
effort to consolidate and extend its positions in Scandinavia.

2. The Norwegian delegation must admit that the work of
the Norwegian Party on the trade union field might have been
done ‘better. But we must, however, call to your attention that
the trade union movement of Norway is in an exceptional vo-
sition, on a Scandinavian as well as West Furopean scale. The
Norwegian trade union federation is, as you know, affiliated
with neither the Amsterdam nor the Red Trade Union Inter-
national, yet ‘its' leadership is predominantly reformist. Never-
theless. chiefly through the initiative of otir Party, we have
succeeded in frustrating the reformists’ efforts fo affiliate the
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trade union federation to Amsterdam. The trade union congress
of 1925 unanimously adopted a resolution in favour of affihation
with the Anglo-Russian Committee, and breaking off connec-
tions with the Labour Bureau of the League of Nations in Ge-
neva. On the occassion of the renewed eflort to bring about
affiliation to Amsterdam, the Secretariat of the Norwegian trade
union federation, upon motion of our comrades, proposed the
invitation of the Russian trade unions to the Scandinavian-Baltic
trade union conference.

The Norwegian Party is ready to accept criticism. But we
must record the fact that it is precisely on the trade union field
that the Party has done the best work, and that it has achieved
quite great successes,

During the wage agreement struggles last spring, which
coincided in point of time with the first months of the British
strike, the whole reformist trade wmnion leadership was recon-
ciled to defeat, and tried with all possible means to liquidate the
big struggle as quickly as possible. The workers on the other
hand wanted to fight and our Party put itself fearlessly at the
head of the workers’ battle. In this we succeeded in exposing
the reformist leaders and in separating the workers from them,
thereby winning the sympathy and confidence of large elements
of trade unionists for our Party.

In connection with this there must be mentioned also the
part which our Party took in the struggles of the agricultural
labourers and the small peasants. It was first of all the members
of the C.P.N. which went ahead, in the big agricultural la-
bourers conflict, in the organisation of these workers, and in
the organisation of the mass movement among the small pea-
sants for a moratorium and cancellation of debts.

On these fields we showed, in practice, that we had found
the road to the masses.

In the formation of a trade union Left bloc we did not get
ahead as fast, perhaps, as we might have desired. but in
this we must remember that the official trade union bodies in
Norway, even though only formally, nevertheless stand so far
Left as to give us trouble in finding the necessary broad basis
for the creation of a Left bloc. Nevertheless, our Party succeeded,
in Oslo, to win a majority, in a meeting of trade union delegates
from industrial local councils, for the formation of a trade union
opposition. ‘

3. As to the second part of Comrade Kuusinen’s criticism,
the criticism concerning internal quarreling, this is completely
justified. Yet we must state that despite its inner quarrels the
Party has been able, in the course of the last year to strengthen
its ranks and consolidate its influence in the masses through
direct participation ‘in the struggle for the existence of the wor-
kers and peasants. ) , "

4. Qur Party did not remain inactive in the face of the Social
Democratic unification efforts. By our participation in the daily
struggles of the workers and peasants our Party iried to bring
into being a real class rally in opposition to the Social Demo-
cratic Party.

5. As one link in our work for the unity of class forces,
we must mention the organising of a joint municipal conference
in Hedmark. Similar conferences have been decided upon for
other districts. '

In the work for the support of the British miners our com-
rades took the lead in the trade unions, and despite lockout and
unemplovment. the Norwegian trade unions raised 100,000
crowns by means of collections. In addition our Party, in Oc-
tober, took the initiative for the formation of a reliet committee
which is to collect food and wearing apparel for the children
of the British miners. On this committee there are trade union
functionaries who are members of the Social Democratic and
Norwegian Labour Partias and the trade union federation is
also represented on it. Despite bitter resistance on the vart of
Tranmael the committee is activelv engaged in organising a
nation-wide relief campaign. . .

The obijective premises for the Party’s further activity are
very favourable, We can record that through its own experiences
the Party is learning, that it is today better equipped for the
solving of its historical task than ever before. ~

. Tn conclusion we shovld like to emnhasise the necessity for
effective collaboration in Scandinavia. The form in which this
collaboration is to take place must be looked: into more closely;
but the collaboration of the Scandinavian reformists makes it ur-
gentlv necessary that our Parties also establish-a systematic and
effective ‘collaboration.

Comrade ROY (India):

Comirades, apart from the U.S.S.R., the revolutionary si-
tuation in England, and the Chinese revolution, there are other
factors which disturb the schemes of capitalist stabilisation, 1
want to deal with one or two of these factors.

The first of these is the Anglo-American rivalry. . The se-
cond, closely related to the first, is the decline of the British Em-
pire. These two are the most important factors in the inter-
national situation today.

When we want to estimate properly Anglo-American rivalry
and to draw the correct political conclusions from it, we should
avoid any hasty inferences. It would be a mistake to state
sweepingly that world hegemony has passed away from British
imperialism and into the hands of America. It would be equally
incorrect to state that the British Empire is still as strong as
ever and that all talk about the decline of the British Empire is
an illusion. We must study this struggle for supremacy as a
process.

First, let us take the position of the British Empire. That
it is on the decline is unquestionable, the alarm has been raised
by a section of the ideological spokesmen of the British Empire
itself. British imperialism is so much on the decline that in no
other country is the term stabilisation less applicable. In no other
country is the capitalist crisis more insurmountable. Why? What
is the basis of British imperialism? Naturally, the strength of
the British capitalist system which is aided very much by co-
lonial exploitation, foreign investments, etc. But these in their
turn, are dependent on the prosperous condition of British im-
perialism in Britain,

The days of British classic imperialism must be considered
gone for ever. Imperialism, based upon export of capital from
the metropolis, has-passed. Britain today cannot export capital,
and as a result of her progressive inability to export capital,
the political foundation of British imperialism has weakened.

Now the British bourgeoisie have been trying various means
of solving this situation. As you know, the most popular at-
tempt has been the so-called Imperial Federation. Not only the
British bourgeoisie place their hope on the success of this scheme,
but even among some of cur own comrades there prevails a be-
lief that British capitalism, by mobilising the resources of the -
FEmipire can really recover its position for a considerable time to
come. The fact that Britain is not in a position to supply the in-
creasing capital demands of the colonies and Dominions is sui-
ficient to prove that the attempts of the British bourgeoisie to
mobilise the colonial resources in order to stabilise its position
is doomed to failure.

When we talk about the attempt of the British bourgeoisie
to mobilise the resources of the Empire to overcome the present
difficult position of British capitalismi, we must keep in mind that
the British Fmpire is not a homogeneous whole. It can be di-
vided at least into two principal groups, namely, the so-called self-
governing Dominions, that is the “White” colonies, and the co-
lonies proper. In the first group, Britain practically exercises no
political power. The basis of the relation -of Britain to this seli-
governing part of the Empire, is British finance. Only insofar as
Britain is in a position to finance the self-governing Dominions,
that is, provide the self-governing Dominions with the capital
needed for their progressive industrial development, Britain can
maintain a certain control over these Dominiosns.

As far as the other group is concerned, the position is more
hopeful for Britain. There the political power is in the hands of
the British bourgeoisie. By exercising this political power they
can direct the economic and industrial development of these parts
of the Empire in a way helpful to British capitalism.

What two measures did Britain propose to regulate her re-
lations with the self-governing Dominions? The one was a pro-
gramme of “Imperial Preference” and the other was a scheme of
“Empire Settiement”. The programme of imperial preference was
put into effect to some extent, but the opposition of the self-
governing Dominions to it kept on growing everyday. The
scheme . of “Empire Settlement” has been a complete fiasco. There
was. a sub-committee on this at the last session of the Imperial
Conference. The report of the sub-committee states that the
scheme of “Empire Settlement” is impracticable. It says that any
considerable immigration from England to the colonies is pos-
sible and practical only in the days of prosperity when sufficient
capital is available. What does it mean when the seli-governing
Dominions say to Britain — “We don’t want your unemtployment
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10°'be passed on to us; if you cannot give us capital, we do not
‘want you to dump your unemployed workers on us?”

There is ancther side. I am not quite sure that the British
bourgeoisie want Empire seitlement. Why? The Empire was
settled by British immigrants when British capital also flowed
into the Empire, so the colonia! development remained inside the
frame of British capitalism. Now, Britain cannot export capital.
Therefore, the British bourgeoisie while talking of Empire settle-
ment, has been sabotaging the scheme. .

Now about the colonies proper. There again we find the
same difficuities. If Britain wants to develop the resources of
these parts of the Empire, she must also be able to export capital.
Britain there is trying to get around the difticulty in a different
way, which may be successtul for the immediate future, but which
is creating a new set of contradictions. In the more advanced
parts of the colonies, like India, the new British policy is to de-
velop the inner capital resources. Britain hopes by keeping the
entire capitalist structure in these countries under the financial
-domination of London, it will be able to wtilise the available ca-
pital resources of the colonies to help British capital.

This policy has met with some success, for example in India
where an enormous amount of the wealth is hoarded wealth. It
this wealth is converted into money and becomes capital, India
will be in a position to export capital. We have already had in-
dications of India exporting capita! and so this little child that
Britain is nursing for her own benefit may begin to kick before
very long.

This is indeed a very gloomy picture for a power which
wants to contend with American imperialism, which is at the
very zenith of its power today. Some of our American comrades
say that it has not yet reached its zenith, but I do nct think the
situation is as bright for America as it might seem. Behind
the apparent prosperity of American capitalism we find indica-
tions and signs which prove that everything is not going so
swimmingly, American capitalism is not entirely free from the
shock that capitalism as a whole is suffering today. That means
that the perspective is not that we must wait for a big imperialist
war; but really, that side by side with the development of im-
perialist forces, are developing revolutionary forces in every
country. That is, the forces of civil war are developing side by
side with the forces of imperialist war. The task of the Com-
intern and the tactics of the Communist Parties should be not
to wait for the development of this imperialist war, but to help
the development of the forces of civil war, It is possible perhaps
that the civil war will come before ‘the imperialist war.

I want to inform the Plenum of the Comimunist International
that the general opinion prevailing in the Communist Internatio-
nal as to the power of the American Party is absolutely incorrect.
The American Party is not a negligible factor. It has made very
much progress in the last six months. And as the growing signs
of the weakening of American capitalism go on, so side by side
the revolutionary forces in America are also developing, and
the' American Party has known how to step forward in due time,
as the conscious vanguard of the evergrowing and developing
revoluticnary forces. (To be completed in the records)) -

The discussicn is interrupted.

Comrade GALLACHER (Chairman):

Comrades, a short break in the discussion will take place
so that Comrades Yefimov and Orlov, from the Army School,
may greet the Plenum. At the sare time there will take place
‘the presentation of an honorary diploma to Comrade Thilmann.

Comrade YEHMOV:

(The delegates rise and greet Comrade Yefimov’s.appearance
upon the tribune with stormy applause, which merges into the
singing of the “Internationale”.)

‘Comrades, the participants in the training coutses of the
Red Workers’ and Peasants’ Army, have the great honour of
greeting the only real leader of the International working dlass,
the Communist International, which is also our patron. The par-
ticipants in the training ocourse “Vystrel” (shot)have ~observed
with -closest attention the international situation during recent
years. The commanders in the “Vystrel” oourse follow up at-
tentively all international events and clearly recognise that only
the experienced leadership. of the Communist International, and
of our Communist Party.of the Soviet Union, has guarded us
“against the imtervention of the bourgeoisie. The participants in

the “Vystrel” course, the Red Army men and commanders are
conscious of this, and they assure the Communist International,
and all the progressive workers of Europe and ‘America, that
every future effort of the international bourgeoisie to launch an
intervention against our Soviet Union will meet with the firm
resistance of the whole Red Army, over whom you are patrons.
And they assure you that when the Communist International will
be strong enough to lead the closed ranks of the working class
in_the assault against the international bourgeoisie, the Red Army
will put itself at the head of these columns, and among the lea-
ders of these colums will be found the students of the “Vystrel”
courses.

Long live the only true leader of the working class, the
Communist International!! (Stormy and long-continued applause.)

Comrade ORLOV:
(Received with applause.)

Comrades! Comrade Thilmann is an honorary soldier of our
special sharp-shoorters battalion of the school “Vystrel” (ap-
plause). This battalion is that section of the irom-disciplined Red
Army which during the four years of ‘civil war dispersed. every-
thing hateful to it. Comrade Thidlmann is an honorary soldier “of
our Red Army and this will help him to master even still bettér
and still more correctly the aims and tasks which the Red Army
has set itself. :

We present today, to our honorary Red soldier, our military
uniform, which is ‘worn by thousands of the liberated workers
of our Union. (Applause.) v i

(In the Presidium Comrade Thidlmann is presented with the
uniform of a Red :soldier, which he puts on. The Plenum greets
Comrade Thilmann with stormy applause and hurrahs.)

Comrades, we are very sorry that Comrade Thilmann can-
not always remain with us in our Soviet Union, yeét that does not
matter. We: hope that Comrade Thilmann, who is our honorary
soldier, and at the same time in his own country the represen-
tative and leader of the Red Front League, will in the not-distant
future organise in his own country, a German red army on oqur
pattern and according to our principles (stormy applause), an
army that under the skilful leadership o Comrade Thilmann will
overthrow the hated bourgeoisie and help us to wipe out the
international bourgeoisie. ' o : :

Comrades! In his capacity as an honorary soldier of the Red
Army Comrade Thidlmann will doubtelessly convince himsel!
that the heart of the Red Army s as virilé as ever, and that he,
Comrade Thidlmann, himself represenits ' tiny fraction of our
tremendous army; which in the no longer distant future — with
the fire and flame that streams fromits red five-pointed star —
will enkindle throughout the whole waorld the lire that wil!
destroy everything that stauds in the way of the revolution. The
road that we travel is the Leninist' toad. On this'road we shall
fight, and if need be, we shall die. As our honorary Red soldier,
Comrade Thilmann, will have to keep constaritly before His eyes
the aims and tasks of the Red Army. He will always bear this
in mind. . ! . : i {

.. And, comrades, here in the presence of our general staff, the
III. Communist International, I declare that the Red Army, if it
shall be necessary, will march with Comrade Thidlmann to the
defence of the toiling masses of the ‘whole world, for the over-
throw of the international boyrgeoisie. (Stormy applause, all de-
legates rise to their feet) - '

Comrade THA)_\'EI‘_‘MANN (Germany):

. Comrades, since the ‘Vystrel” battalion has nominated me,
an honorary soldier, through its patron, I believe that 1 can de-
clare in the name of the Communist Party of Germany. and
in the name of the Red Front League, that this expresses the
deep revolutionary solidarity of the fighting German working
class with the Russian workers and peasants. In those!days, when
for the first time in the world, the Russian proletariat and ped-
santry stormed and tore down the strongholds of bloody tsarism,
the Gerntan working class understood what the historic step of
the victory 'of the Russian revolution, the creation of the Red
Army, the tremendous ideas of Bolshevism, meant ih the revolu-
tionary labour movement of the world. When, among, the Western
European proletariat and particularly among the German wor-
king class we speak of the Red Army, of its heroic struggle, of
its victories, of the present task which it is fulfilligg in the direc-
tion of the Socialist construction of Russia, enthusiasm grows,
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the workers think of their own fighting slogans and understand
all the more the importance of the Russian revolution as a’ step
towards the world revolution. The ties of solidarity between the
Red Ammy, the German ‘workers, and the interanational prole-
tariat, have become firmer than ever. The VII. Enlarged Executive
had: the opportunity today 4o witness the spirit of the ‘Red Army
in the .words of two Red soldiers, and to note with what energy,
with what enthusiasm, they are awaiting and longing for the day
on which the proletariat in a capitalist country shall follow the
example of the Russian revolution.

T believe that the best reply that we can give to the com-
rades of the Red Army, and particularly to the delegates of this
battalion, will be to pledge ourselves to follow the road that
they point out to s, the road which appears in the building of
Socialism in Russia, and that with all our forces. with all our
energy, we shall work for the victory of the proletarian revo-
lution in the capitalist countties. In this sense, and only in this
sense, I believe that I am nominated honorary soldier by this
school battalion. I assume the obligation, as representative of
the Communist Party-of Germany, and of the Red Front League,
to report to the workers in the various organisations what revo-
lutionary spirit, what tremendous sympathy, what fraternal so-
lidarity, what fighting energy,. imbues the Russian workers and
peasants. If we carry that militancy into the organisation of the
German workers, first of all into the Communist Party, then we
shall establish the foundation for the revolutionary struggle, and
we shall tear apart the chains of capitalism. This is the task
that we, as Communists, set ourselves, In the name of the Pre-
sidium and of the Executive, I may well say that we are all
"determined to tread the path that the Russian workers and pe-
asants have traversed, and on this path we will be directed and
guided by the fighting experiences which we have learned from
the Russian prolptariat. A Red Army stands at its post, a se-
cond Red Army on a world scale i$ being born. If we shatter
the trenches and fortifications of the bourgeoisie, ‘and if a se-
cond Red -Army organises itseli throughout the world; therr the
world . proletariat” will win, in revolution, victory over world
capitalism. : ~ .

The Communist International, the Communist Parties of the
various coupiries, have written upon their banners and in. their
programmes, this line, this tactic, this road that is to be follo-
wed. In this sense I promise the commanders and students in the
school angd sharp-shooter battalion “Vystrel” that also in this
meeting of the Plenum of the Enlarged Executive of the Com-
munist International we shall proceed to lay down the correct
tactics and furnish the weapons for our struggle, as soldiers of
the revolution, to overthrow world capitalism. (Great applause.)

"Comra:de GAI;LACHER (chairman):

. Three cheers for Comrade Thilmann! (Cheers).

~ The Plenum, in acknowledging the greetings of the' Red
Army School pledges itself to carry the spirit of the Red Army
into the struggle of the workers of 'the whole world.” (Applause.)

 The discussion is resumed.
‘Comrade WITTDORF (Germany):

I shall try to throw a little light on the statements of Com-
rade Riese, from. the standpoint: of the oyerwhelming majority
of the Party membership. I believe that all Comrades who heard
his speech yesterday will share my view that-the effort he made
to prove the non-existence of a relative stabilisation hds been
a 100% failure. , S o
. Ii it were.true, as Comrade Riese maintained in conneection
with. his obviously erroneous estimate of the .situation in Ger-
many, that the: German Party is embarking upon an opportunist
course as' a result of its incorrect appraisal of the situation, then
this- ‘means neither more nor less than that Comrade. Riese
charges 99% -of the German Party membetship with. being op-
portunists; This is. a charge that no serious minded Comrade
can credit. ' Lo '

I should like to enter upon a few special matters that Com-
rade Rigse wapted to illustrate as the standpoint of the Wedding
Opposition.- The most interesting was the folowing:: - :

Comrade Riese said that Comrade Thilman had maintained
that through "the Party Majority’s victory over the Ultra-Left a
part of the German working class had been saved from being
enrolled in the battlefront against the Soviet Union. That is
absolutely right. And when Comrade Riese said to Comrade
Thalman yesterday: “Just try to prove that to the Wedding
workers”, it is certain that the Party C.C. as well as Comrade
Thilman will be ready to prove this even more clearly than ever
before after yesterday’s speech by Comrade Riese. Are such
-documents of the German Opposition unknown to Comrade Riese
as, for example, the Memorandum of the Wedding Opposition
on the Russian Party Discussion, which constitutes one unbroken
line of falsification of the character of the Soviet Union? Or the
“Declaration of the 700” — you know that Maslow, Ruth Fischer
and other politicians issued a declaration on the Russian que-
stion signed by 700 functionaries, among them also Comrade
Riese — which likewise represents an absolutely hostile policy
against the Soviet Union. In addition we have here a document
which was issued by the Wedding fraction only in the last few
days before we left for Moscow. It states: :

“The oppositional views are based upon the exaggera-
ted N.E.P. course of Stalin which must have the result
of awakening a growing dissatisfaction of the workers and
rural poor at whose expense this concession course for the
N.E.P. elemerits is being carried out.”

What does this mean? Is this a policy of recognising the
significance of the revolutionary factor which Soviet Kussia
constitutes in the movement, or is it not an open slander on
the character of the Russian revolution? No comrade can answer
this in the negative, all ‘will have to reply affirmatively. From
this viewpoint the overwhelming majority of the German Party
membership, as well as the Oppositional workers in Wedding
will declare that what was presented at the Plenum by Com-
rade Riese was absolutely demagogy. Here where he shoula
have stood by his colours, comrade Riese made a . cowardly
retreat.

Lacking a real political standpoint the leaders of the Wed-
ding opposition have taken to the smampy field of factional
activity. When Comrade Riese declared yesterday that he, .as
well as the whole Wedding ‘opposition, most energetically re-
fuse to tolerate being’ considered hostile to Russia, he must de-
clare whether he still stands by these three documents that were
issued by’ the opposition and with his signature. If he does not
then we will acknowledge this as a welcome progress towards
the liquidation of the opposition in Germany.

Comrade Riese said that the inner Party course was an en-
tirely unbearable one, that.it was a mechanical oppression of
every single expression of an oppositional comrade, and he
warned the C.C. against the shattering of the last foundations
of the Communist Party. What, in his opinion, are the last foun-
dations of the Communist Party? Obviously what he wanted to
say was that he considered the Wedding opposition as the only
foundation of the Party. I hope that heaven will protect us from
such a foundation. We have no occasion whatever to look upon
Comrade Riese as the saviour of the Party’s foundation.

Comrade Riese maintained that the inner Party course is a
suppression of the opposition, — which is absolutely untrue. All
comirades who have actually.gone through the battle can testify
to this. In every meeting the opposition was given an opportunity
to express its views. In this connection he demanded no more or
less than the legalisation of Communist fractions. He said that
because it was not possible to express its views, the opposition
sought a way out in factional activity, in other words: in the
activity of a parlty within a party.

To this must be added a third point.

(Interjection by Domsky: “Mecklenburg!”.) »

The German Party is strong enough to admit every myistake
that may occur in. its practical. wprk, and what is most. important
it corrects them itsell. We do mot need the advice of Comrade
Domsky in these affairs. , ;

Contrade Riese then complained about the expulsions: which
have taken place in cur Party and connected up this complaint
with the demand that all who had:been expelled on thé basis of
unheard of breaches of discipline and anti-Party activity; . shall
be readmitted to the Party becanse, forsooth, in the opinion of
GComrade Riese they are “Left” elements in the Party. Comrade
Riese yesterday flung around the argument about “Left elements”
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in the Party. I asked him in vain what he meant by “Left”. I be-
lieve that without exaggeration it can be said that the standipoint
of the opposition on questions of tactics and principle has no-
thing Left about /it, but instead it is the Teverse side of Men-
shevism. (Applause.) This has become clear, in practice, for
every Party member. What entitles the Communist Party to expel
a member? Can the Party tolerate an open callfor civil war against
the Soviet Union, as in the case of Korsch and other people?
Can the Party tolerate that its members stand in constant -con-
tact with such Party foes, that unheard of breaches of discipline
are committed? No, under no cirqumstances. The Party member-
ship has built .up our Party at far too great sacrifices” to. permit
rampaging -politicians. —

(Interjection by Riese: “Are West Saxony, Saar, and Berlin
rampaging politicians?”) :

. (Interjection by Thdlmann: “Ruth Fischer and Maslow!”)

I repeat. The Party membership, in Berlin as well as in all
other districts, has made far too great sacrifices to allow the
Parlty 'to be broken up by the frivolous tricks of such petty-bour-
geols groups. ’

Comrade Riese said further that the recruiting power. of the
Party had, suffered in connection with the political course. In
other . words. this. means, he indirectly implied, that the Commu-
nist Party was sailing directly into the wake of the Social Damo-
cratic Party, 1 should like fo just mention ome case from the
practice of the Opposition in Berlin in order to illustrate how they
themselves, with practical activity among the workers who are
to 'be won gver, contribute fo the discreditig of the Party, A func-
tionary in a Berlin nucleus declared quite openly that of courss
he wanted to win recruits for the Party, but that he would re-
cruit only such workers as were against the policy of the Cen-
tral Commiittee. (Interjection: “Hear, Hear!”) . :

~Surely, it is.an unheard of state.of affairs when a Party. func-
tionary openly. declares, in the presence of other comrades, that
he will recruit only such members as are against the policy of the
C..C.! How can this be squared with a really honest work in the
Party? B :

Ahf_e:w‘ words more about the argument of the opposition.
that the, Party is travelling towards Social Deniocracy. Can a
Pax(;fg which jis “travélling towards the Sogial Democracy” win
70,000 workers’ voles in.the Saxon elections from this” Social

. Democracy for itself? 1 believe that this theory of the entrance

of the Communist Party into. the Social Democracy is best re-
futed by the facts cf the elections in Saxony.

The majority of the’ German }Parrty membership is absolutely
confident ‘that such’ mistakes as were undoubtedly made. in the
past will never be made again.

‘Comrade Riese made a remark with respact to certain com-
rades who support the present Party leadership:and who were
in the Party executive in 1923 when the: Party made those mis-
takes.. But Comrade Riese forgets that this is. 1926, and that.the
Party.has drawn two important lessons from the October defeat:

' 1. It has corrected the erroneous conceptions of the former
ajority of the Patty executive on the question of the theory of
the State. "~ - - o e
2. In the question of the role of the Party on which at that
time there was ng clarity, now we are clear,
rect: Leninist policy weé must succeed in isolating the coumtfer-
revolutionary leaders of the Social Democracy fromr the hofiest
Social Democratic’ workers. It is therefore unheard of to main-
tain-that the Communist Party is going over to the Social D2mo-
cracy. Even such 'a trend of thought leads to the obvious Hqui-
dation of the Communist Party, for can one possibly win over
a Social Democratic worker if one is convinced that the Com-
mlunist‘wpar‘ty is going.over to-the Social Democracy? No, absolu-
tely not. E : : M :

.. We must therefore .tell Comrade Riese very. seriously .that
such sentiments are dangerous to the entire working class. Com-
rade Riese and the Wedding, opposition must make an end to
this. They must no longer allow thems:lves to be used by such
conscience-less demagogues who exploit the revolutionary con-
victions of the oppositional workers and their doubt of thes cor-
rectness ‘of the Party line, in order to harness them to the cart
of their factional activity, not only against the Party, but also
against thé Comintern and. the Soviet Union. I am convinced that
the honest workers of the Wedding opposition:will very quickly,
in-practical- work, find their way back to the Party. policy. oo o

v means of a.cor-

Comrades, the opposition must be told: Stop hindering ‘the
German Party in its practical work through your shrieks about
the “kulakising” of the Soviet Union, about fhe entrance of ‘the
C.P.G. into the S.D.P., about opportunism, etc. By this' you
are hindering the Party .in its fulfilment of important tasks. We
know that in the present complicated situation it is not always
€asy to carry. on a correct policy, that mistakes may happes,
but they will be corrected. But a C. C. that would be opporbunist,
that would embark upon the road to the S.D.P., would in the
quickest manner be removed by the German membership. This
is the standpoimt of the overwhelming majority of the Party
menibership and it is highest time, that without any deviation, in
the quickest possible manner, we liquidate the relics of this
non-Communist ideclogy of the opposition in the Party.

Comirade LOMINADZE (Soviet Union):

Comrades, I should like to enter upon two questions, which
are connected with one another, First, upon the appraisal of the
present situation iin capitalist Europe, and, secondly, upom the
question of ratiomalisatioun.

I consider it necessary to take up the first question because,
in my opinion, Comrade Brandt has dealt with it entirely er-
roneously. Yesterday at the conclusion of the evening session
Comrade Brandt appeared and tried to show us that a tremendous
change has taken place in the capitalist technique of Europe
during recemnt years, that in a number of industrial districts, at
least in all of the most important branches of industry, a tech-
nical revolution had taken place. After this statement, which he
based upon citations of concrete facts, Comrade Bramdt went
over to an attack upon me.

First of all, what is involved here? In one of my articles
I wrote that the production apparatus -of capitalist Europe is
already approaching the pre-war level. It is clear that I fell into
an .error. In the connection in which these words were used
what is involved is the productive forces of capitalist Europe,
and Comrade Brandt knows very well that what we are talking
about. is the productive forces of capitalist Europe. Nevertheless,
he exploited this slip of the pen in order to ascribe to me false
tendencies ol minimising the contradictions of capitalist society.
This incident had really the purpose of justifying another ten-
dency, not in harmony with the policy of the Comintern, which
is defended by Comrades Brandt and Koschthewa.

Comrade Koschthewa maintained in an article in the “Bol-
shevik”:

“What other way out than a new war holocaust can
capitalism find, it is incapabie... in order to escape from
the magic circle created by the fantastic development of the
productive forces, and the impossibility of finding a market
m view of the ever-shrinking consumption.”

The fantastic development of the productive forces — this
is said not concerning capitalism @s such, but of capitalism in

" Europe in the present concrete situation' of Europe. The fan-

tastic development of productive forces! I took issue with this
and made a perhaps not altogether applicable reservation with
regard to the productive apparatus of modern Europe. What
should have been said is that the productive forces’ of Europe,
as they now -appear, are only approaching the pre-war level,
ibut Brandt has seized wpon my inexact formulation in order with
its aid to cloak the false thesis of Comrade Koschthewa. What
is imvolved here is that definite thesis of the fantastic develop-
ment of European productive forces, Comrade Bramdt has said
nothing about this thesis, he has said nothing about the falseness
of theé way Comrade Koschthewa: has put the question. Comrade
Brandt has appeared lere because he shares the viewpoint of
Comrade Koschthewa, but he has not enough courage to openly
defend this standpoint. Comrade Brandt here reports about what
tremeadous changes, what naw development of productive forces,
what - technical transformations have taken place -in a whole
series ofindustrial fields. But without exception Comrade Brandt
enumierated here all of the chief fields of industry. But he himself
said nothing more about it,; he stopped with this establishment.
In :such ‘a” cursory observation it does not seem to be quite
certain ‘whether- Comrade Brandt did not identify the productive
apparatus, whase changes: and improvements he enumerated here,
with the productive forces. It appears to me that he has identified
thém -in dact: -This . was :the. trend of Comrade Brandt’s speech,
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this was the sense of his speech. Yet he had in mind only one
side of modern capitalism. He takes only that which was posi-
tive in the development of modern capitalism during the last
eight years. From his viewpoint ome arrives at the ifollowing:
the productive apparatus developed to gigantic heights, there is a
growth — says Comrade Brandt — of the productive forces of
capitalist Europe, and in consequence we see the progressive
development of capitalism.

I will now go over to the question of whether one can con-
fuse the productive forces with the productive apparatus. Brandt
does not distinguish one from the other in his speech. Can onz
identify the level of development of productive lorces with the
status “of the productive apparatus? In my opinjon it is im-
permissible, it is basically wrong. The level of the productive
forces must, in my opinion, be measured from the following
viewpoint: If one speaks of the quantitative appraisal of the
productive forces one must take the amount that is produced and
from this point compare present capitalism with pre-war capi-
talism. 1 shall not cite the report of Comrade Bukharin here,
but all comrades will remember and know that if we take the
total production of the most important productive areas we find
that at present no more is being produced than in the pre-war
time. To be sure in certain, and at that, not in the most important
branchas of industry, more is being produced than before the
war, Buit if we consider what European industry, and not only
industry but also agriculture, is producing, then we find even
a retrogression from the pre-war standard in Europe. Brandi
himself knows that the present production can hardly be com-
pared with the pre-war period. What did Comrade Bukharin do
in his report? He takes a number of commodities from the
chief productive areas, and he compares their amount with the
pre-war figures. This is how Comrade Bukharin puts the ques-
tion of the level of productive forces.

However, one might reply to this: but please, the produc-
tive forces must be determined by the productive capacity of the
machines, and by the modern organisation of technique, efc.
Yet, comrades, if we speak of the productive forces then these
surely do not consist only of machines and raw material, but
they include also the working class. But then, take the question
of the tremendous growih of the army of industrial reserve la-
bour in recent times. We now have an unemployment figure in
the whole of Europe that far exceeds the extent of unemploymem
during the sharpest crises in the past. The question now arises,
do the workers who are divorced from the means of production
and who find no place for their labour in industry, do they
constitute a positive factor in the productive forces or not? Can
one say that the productive forces have grown tremendously
because we have a vast unemployed army of 5!/, millions, in
addition to the workers employed in industry? That would be
wrong. Can one say that a factory which is closed down can
be counted in with the productive forces? What is a factory
that is standing idle? This factory is being ruined, its vaiue
destroyed. It is a minus and not a plus of the productive forces.
That is what it is. One must therefore, when speaking of the
productive apparatus, not mix this up with the growth of the
productive forces. The productive forces, during the labour
process, are comrosed of labour power, machines, raw materials,
and all kinds of auxiliary material during the labour process.
The level of the productive forces is measured quantitatively, by
the amount which they produce. Of course one gets a somewhat
different picture if one approaches this question from a quan-
titative point. Yet what is involved in this question is a_quan-
titative comparison.. Comrade Brandt makes himself guilty of
this error and likewise of the mistake of presenting merely the
development of technique as the development of the productive
forces — otherwise he would not defend the standpoint of Com-
rade Koschthewa.

In his speech, Comrade Brandt spoke of the contradictions
in capitalist development. He spoke of capitalist contradictions that
are characteristic of every period: the contradiction between the
absorption power of the market and the growth of productive
forces, furthermore the contradictions between the growth of
production and the growth of the industrial reserve army. The
industrial reserve army grows in every capitalist society. Capi-
talism always feels a ‘severe shortage of markets, and through
the struggle for markets world history is determined.. But he
overiooked the signs of rot in capitalism. Comrade Brandt has
appeared here as the troubador of capitalist progress. With ob-

vious enthusiasm and in full swing he has told us about the
gigantic transformation that has taken place in the motor in-
dustry, in the application of electricity, in shipbuilding, etc. Com-
rade Brandt sees only the rosy side but about the rotten spots
of capitalism which can also be established from the standpoint
of technical progress he remains entirely silent. Not a word did
he say about capitalism’s disintegration, Yet this. decay of ca-
pitalism is the background for the modern development of tech-
nique and the partial growth of the tfechnical productive forces.
The decay of capitalism does not exclude the growth of the pro-
ductive forces upon various fields, yes, even in idividual coun-
tries, but it does determine the general tendency of modern ca-
pitalism. Comrade Brandt has not said a word about this basic
tendency, which is not only an essential feature of modern ca-
pitalism, but also of the entire capitalist period. He did not give
an accidential slip of the tongue. Comrade Brandt did not raise
the question from the standpoint of a politician, but from the
standpoint of an engineer.

Comrade Brandt spoke here: about tendencies, about -the
danger of the tendencies of my formulation. He imgplied. that I
showed a tendency to present the antagonisms within capitalism
as smaller than what they are. — That this tendency resilted
from the claim that the productive forces have not yet reached
the pre-war level, that they were only first approaching them.
Comrade Brandt finds a false, a dangerous tendency in the state-
ment that a destruction of productive forces is taking place, or
ihat the productive forces are lagging behind the pre-war level.
This is supposed to be a minimisation of the contradictions, this
is supposed to mean an inclination towards opportunism. This
is just about the sense of Com.ade Brandt’s whole speech. 1 find
that everything is wrong with Brandt, and I have never made
the statement that the status of the productive forces of capitalist
Europe is approaching the European pre-war level, this is a
generally known, and entirely correct formulation that the deve-
lopment of productive forces has been checked severely in the
post-war period. : ‘

We now have a situation of affairs in which the capitalist
shell, that is the capitalist property relations, interfere with the
development of productive forces. We have a condition of affairs
in which science, as always, fructifies technique. As in the past
industry, science and technique now open up gigantic possi-
bilities for the development of agriculture, the development of
productive forces as such. And yet. all these-scientific. and tech-
nical achievements are choked and suppressed in thé capitalist
wrappings, that is why, despite the gigantic possibilities, we
have no such rapid development of productive forces as in the
pre-war period, This is the kernel. This is how matters stand.

In my opinion this does not mean that one minimes or
glosses over the contradictions if one maintains that productive
apparatus is being destroyed. That is nonsense. It means to de-
viate from every sort of class struggle, to surrender the stand-
point of the working class and to advocate only naked schemes
and formulas, if one maintains that the contradictions would
become smaller if productive forces were to be destroyed. If the
productive apparatus is destroyed supply declines, the difference
between supply and demand becomes smaller, and Comrade
Brandt sees in this a weakening of the most important contra-
diction in capitalist society. The most important coatradiction
is supposed to exist in the relationship between supply and
demand. The working class disappears entirely from the field of
vision of Comrade Brandt, here we actually have a “tendency”.

In a letter by Engels it is said that the war in which 15 to

20 million people kill off one another, will lead either to an im-
mediate victory of the revolution, or else will bring Europe into
such a chaos and t6 such ruin and disintegration of productive
forces that even then the victory of the proletarian revolution,
after a delay of 10 to 15 years, is inevitable. ! ;

Such a ruin of productive forces, according to the views
of Comrade Brandt, is supposed to lead to the weakening of the
contradictions. It would appear that Engels entertains the same
dangerous tendency that I do, because I have learned this ten-
dency from Engels — he did not learn it from me.

I must refer to Comrade Lapinsky, who in his investigation

of the post-war situation of Europe, establishes absolutely cor-

rectly that the situation of Furopean capitalism is an uneasy ons.
When Comrade Lapinsky speaks of the post-war .epoch he does
so not as an enpgineer but as a politician and ‘a_sociologist.  And
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he says that the first post-war years were years of the decay
and ruin of the productive forces. That is what Lapinsky says.
That does not quite fit in with your scheme, Comrade Brandt.

(Interjection by Lapinsky: “Kosischewa says the same thing!’)

I do not know what relations prevail between you and
Kostschewa, but hére is 2 big difference between you. Of course
one can say a thing and then refuse to admit what was said,
but in the case of Kostschewa it stands in black and white that
‘we have a phantastic development of the productive forces.
Lapinsky speaks of decay and destruction, Brandt states a gigan-
tic growth of the productive apparatus which he confuses with
the growth of the productive forces, and Lapinsky establishes
that an unsteady condition prevails. If there are no contradictions
here, then you can setile with your own logic. Comrade Brandt
almost accused me of Trotskyism here. That is nonsense. 1 feel
however, that Comrade Brandi's error here is no accident, but
that he reflects a tendeney here — a tendency that is best embo-
died in the theses submitted to the Polish Commission in July of
this ‘year by Comrades: Btandt and Kostschewa. In these theses
the stabilisation of Poland with the aid of American loans is pre-
sented as most highly probable. Poland will receive loans and
will be fiooded by a.golden rain. This will lead to the loss of
independence, to fhe restriction of industry ... and 4o a stabili-
sation upon this basis. It is stated further that this plan will
be carried out in such a ‘wav that the Polish labour movement
will be Americanised.

I am off the opinion that this plan is the most unlikely of
all other bourgeois stabilisation plans, and that the entertaining
“golden rain” and the Americanisation of the Polish
labour movement betrays only the opportunistic tenden-
cies of the writers of these theses. A similar tendency
is shown also in ithe . formulation concerning  European
productive forces. Comnades, I believe that this is 1o
casual jest, and that for. Comrade ‘Brandt the one question is tied
up with the other. If Gomrade Brandt considers it necessary to
charge me with Trotskyism (ang furthermore I am not afraid to
say ‘that in one question or apother I am in agreement with
Comrade Trotsky, although with regard to the European produc-
tive forces I do not completely share Trotsky’s viewpoint), then,
in my opinion, Comrade Brandt was wrong in this. My relations
with Comrade Trotsky are but casual, yet the regularity of your
mistakes, comrade Brand, is unquestionable. Here we can take
dates and stages, as we like, 1920, 1022, 1923, and 1926. Your
theses in the Polish question, vour attitude here, — all this
constitutes only ome single line. -

T will close with the question of productive forces. It is ne-
cessary to take into consideration all sides of modern capitalism
in Europe. Also from the viewpoint of the productive apparatus
things are not-such as fo. permit it to be said that the production
apparatus is growing everywhere. We must at the same time in-
dicate the actual destruction .of means of production where fac-
tories are shut down:and where the toiling masses are sentenced
to ruin. Comrade Brandt does not see this side.

I should like ‘to,:_deal with a second question; with the ques-
tion of rationalisation, PR

Comrades, it-iS!neeessary to deal with this question because
it is one of those wqukstions on which a rather interesting dis-
cussion has developed it this Plenum. and on the other hand be-
cause our press reflects a fwhole series of absolutely Wrong views
in this question. I will first point-out the position that Comrade
Lenin had on the trusts, because in my opinion it would not
harm us to take into ox}§iqff 3}'9{; Lenin’s position-on this ques-
tion, instead of tryin@ to’ il,'g%ié, 3 new one. In 1916 Lenin said
in an article concerning * b;g]!{)gam of Disarmament”, the
following: T 0

“It is the busingss of the bourgeoisie to develop trusts,
to drive women' and children into the factories, to torture
and demoralise them théré, and to condemn themt to 'the dee-
pest misery. We do’ not ‘demand’ such a development, we
do not ‘support’t,"We'combat' it. But how do we combat it?
We know that the itrusts''and the women factory workers
are inl line witli progress.' We do not want to go back to
Handicraft, to_ premondplist capitalism, to the housework of
the women. Forwaids ‘Beyond the trusts and other things,
and still' funther' fofwards towards Socialism.” - '

Here ‘the slogan is_ Fiven: “ﬁbrwand beyond the Trusts, and
Further to Socialism”. We are fighting this development but not

in such a way that we demand a return to pre-monopolist capi-
talism, we counter this development with our slogan of Socia-
lism. Nevertheless we fight this development. I believe that Lenin’s
advice is extraordinarily weighty and timely.

In our press voices are heard that are absolutely impermis-
sible. In today’s issue of ithe “Komsomolskaya Pravda” the follo-
wing dis said:

“The Communists wage a struggle against rationalisation.

We are not against rationalising production, viz., we are

not opposed to the introduction of new machines, against

technical improvement, but we are against the weakening of
the living labour power, we are against the rationalisation at
the expense of the workers.”

Lenin said that we fight against a development such as the
present rationalisation. The “Komsomolskaya Pravda” says that
we are not angainst rationalisation and it supplements this: viz.
we are not against the introduction of new machines, against
technical improvement, etc. This “etc.” betrays the whole men-
dacity of this position. The “Komsonolskaya Pravda”, with its
“etc.”, tries to confine the whole rationalisation uterely o tech-
nique. With its “etc.” it remains silent on the accompaniments of
rationalisation. Rationalisation is supposed tc be introduced
without “weakening of labour power”, without exploitation, etc.
But this is nonsense, it is incurable confusion.

Still more peculiar is it that Comrade Smoliansky, who
knows perfectly well that rationalisation does not mean merely
perfection of technique, tries to prove exactly the same thing:as
the “Komsomolskaya Pravda”. He tries to deal with the question
more seriously and thoroughly than the “Komsomolskaya
Pravda”, but in contents he says the same: If on the one hand
we cannot entbark upon the road of “raising” the rationalisation,
yet on the other hand the tactic of the Communist Parties cannot
be built up upon the slogan of fight against rationalisation as
such, This is the worst mistake of Comrade Smoliansky. The
proletariat fights and must fight against rationalisation “as such”,
because this rationalisation is primarily the greatest attempt of
capitalism to retain power, and because it constitutes the greatest
means of pressure against the working class. Capitalism can
garner in success only by means of an unexampled reduction
of the standard of living of the working class, or by means
of bloody colonial wars. Against such a rationalisation, against
this rationalisation “as such” we fight because it is a raging
attack wpon the working class.

(Interjection by Skrypnik:
Comrade Bukharin”).

Comrade Bukharin says that we cannot be opposed to
technical progress as such, and Comrade Smoliansky says that
we should not fight against rationalisation as such. Rationalisa-
tion is not merely technical rogress, as everyome knows, and
this is also known to Co-mra’c_ﬁ: Smoliansky. “The working dlass
can be neither for nor against rationalisation”, says Comrade
Smoliansky. Show me such a passage by Bukharin. The working
class cannot be against technical intprovement, but it cannot be
for a technical improvement in capitalist society. Yet with Smo-
liansky we talk of rationalisation, even though Comrade Smo-
ilansky himself knows perfectly well that rationalisation is mot
confined to the technical factor. :

Comrade Smoliansky speaks further on about conﬁsdon in
the heads of Communists and cites the German Communist
Ludwig who says the following:

“The reply of the proletariat to rationalisation must be:
fight for the realisation of Socialism, against rationalisation
of the means of production, trustified by finance capital. Fight
for the conquest of state power, for the realisation of ‘the
dictatorship of the proletariat.” i !

Comrade Ludwig sets up against rationalisat'on’ the dic-
tatorship of the proletariat, the conquest of power, etc. Bukharin
did the same, when he spoke about our replying to rationalisation
with the struggle against capitalist stabilisation. and Smoliansky
makes exaktly this reproach against Ludwig. He says:

“You are against the theses of

“What can we say, the slogans are good, yet they will
hardly be able fo mobilise the broad masses of the German
proletariat in the present stage for a correct struggle against
unemp&oymeui and other social concommittants of rationali-
sation. : )
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How about it now, who is against Bukharin? Comrade Smo-
iiansky. Bukharin is for the formulation given by Ludwig. Of
course we cannot confine ourselves to the naked contraposition
of a general slogan against rationalisation. A struggle must be
launched against every partial demand, against every expression
of rationalisation. This struggle is absolutely necessary, but it
must not confine itself to the struggle over partial demands,
this would mean the treading of the trade unionist path. Against
this last resource of capitalism, against this unprecedented pres-
sure upon the working class, we must reply with the slogan that
combines our partial demands into a political line.

As such a siogan against the stabilisation of capitalism I
consider also the slogan: “against capitalist rationalisation”.
There is absolutely no conflict between my conception and the
Bukharin theses. 1 defend these theses and stand by them. There
is not even a glimmer of principial difference with Bukharin.

Now a few words more about progressive capitalism. Lenin
said that capitalism is progressive in the sense that through the
trusts we come to Socialism. Comrades, that was correct, when
contigouous to capitalist society there existed no other Socialist
organisation of labour. At the present time, in my opinion, there
can be no talk of a progressive capitalism. At the present time
every consolidation of capitalism, on every field, everywhere, has
a reactionary significance. Capitalism is completely reactionary
because we already have a higher organisation of labour, so
that if the formulation of Lenin in 1916 was correct it is now
correct in an even greater measure. It is necessary to emphasise
more strongly that we fight against rationalisation and against
capitalist development, because contigucus to the capitalist form
there already exists a higher Socialist form. Capitalism has
become reactionary in every respect and-the fight against ratio-
nalisation under the slogan of Socialism is more necessary than
ever before.

Comrade MURPHY (England):

_ Comrades, first of all I want to make a correction. In the re-
port as presented to the Plenum, and I believe in cne or two
of the speeches already given, the impression is given that the
attack which has recently been made upon the miners and is now

ing is something which has only just begun. This, com-
rades, I think to be somewhat of an exaggeration; the figures
aill correct this impression that the standard of living of the
British workers has been uninterruptedly rising until the attack
during 1926. The highest point in real wages reached in British
history was in 1900, and from then onwards there has been 2
steady decline in real wages. Not only so, bui I believe that the
figures show that disputes over 'wages and hours have been nu-
merous and lengthy. For example, when we speak of the struggle
of 1026 we cannot forget the struggle of 1921 when we had the
great attack on the miners and a number of other industrial dis-
.rhutﬂes which involved a loss of 86 million working days during

at year..

During the period of 1921—23 the British working class lost
in wages to the extent of £ 10,000,000 per week. From 1923 on-
wards the workers have been in the trough of despondency until
1925. Then came a revival and the further -development of the
attack with the long disputes of 1026. If ycu will note these fi-
gures and observations you will gei the correct impression of the
actual situation in Great Britain, which, whilst presented in this
way, does not alter the main contention that the British bour-
geoisie are now attempting to put through as rapidly as possible
the same process which has gone on in Germany. This I believe
to be sound; but the period is a longer one than indicated.

A further correction I want to make is in regard to the
polarisation of the classes. The report speaks of the passing of
the Liberal Party into the Tory Party. That is true, but still more
must ‘be added, and that is, that a large proportion of the Liberal
forces have passed also over into the Labour Party.

Now as o the general situation: During the last few years,
edpecially ithe last few months, we have witnessed a number of
important changes i Europe. In fact the situation is characteri-
sed by a series of rapid changes. We have witnessed the break-
down of the Versailles Treaty, featuring the British and French
alliance against a beaten Germany. We have seen this piece of
political orientation changed entirely in the direction of the Lo-
carno Pact. We have seen the Locarno Pact exploded at Geneva
by the interfering hand of America. We have witnessed after-

wards, a growing entente between France and Germany. These
changes have been developing so quickly and have been so com-
plex in the manner in which they presented themselves to us, that
there has been some confusion and quite a number of varying
notions with regard to the possibilities of a united European
tloc against the Soviet Union on the one hand and America on
the other.

Some comrades question the possibility of a united European
bloc, and insist upon the importance of the rivalries between the
various powers. But from which ever angle we may view the
situation, the one fact which is outstanding is the growing ten-
sion between the great rivals. That this tension is accentualed
by the developmenis in the Far East goes without saying, but
I doubt whether the full significance and importance of this Far
Eastern development upon British imperialism is sufficiently ap-
preciated. The movement of world trade to the Pacific Ocean,
taken in relation to the direct reactions of the Chinese Revolu-
tion upon Great Britain, is a most serious and decisive factor
in the fate of the British Empire and increases the tension bet-
ween the powers enormously. Britain’s rivals have immense ad-
vantages in all dealings with the Far East. Take for example the
length of the trade route from Britain o China. Which ever way
British trade moves to this far distant land, America and Japan
have the advantage over Britain by many thousands of miles. Ad-
vantage in the trade route in this case:also means advantage
in the movement of the fleets.

Already with the success of the Chinese Revolutionary forces
there is a decided change in the relations of the imperialists both
to the revolution and to each other. Their rivalry has prevented
a collective military intervention in China. Now they are on the
point of scrambling individually -for the best bargain they can
make with the new situation, thus increasing the tension in their
relations to each other. Simultaneously, we have to face ‘the re-
markable conclusions of the British Emipire Conference which
appear to-indicate very clearly: that in the not far distant future
it will be very. questionable whethér the British Empire can
hold together for common action.

I suggest, comrades, that we are not yet studying thoroughly
enough the problems of war. Have ‘we asked ourselves, what is
the role of the trade umions in the comting war and how are we
preparing them for such a development? Have we studied the
importance of having them on ihe side of the revolution as the
war situation develops? Have we cohsidered the strategy of war
and what unions would be involved im.the most strategical tasks
of war? Have we followed up the’ trade unionists when they
join the army, or have we been content to wait until they return
to the ranks of civil life before speaking to them again comcer-
ning the problem of class solidarity? These questions I put in or-
der to relate them to the one fundamental question which lies be-
fore us as the war situation becomes wmore serious, and that is
the preparation of the working :class :and the parties of revolution
for the tasks of civil war. Theoretitally; we agree that it is ne-
cessary to transform imperialist: wans: inta civil war. But I main-
tain that without thoroughly preparing the forces of civil war in
this developing situation we are not ‘fultilling our revolutionary
chligations. Therefore, in bringing this situation briefly to the
forefront of the discussion, T.want to-emphasise again the ne-
cessity of a deeper study of all the ;problems attendant on_ war
and how we can prepare the way for the transformation of im-
perialist war into civil war — the énly real answer that can be
possitly given to imperialism. . AN :

Comrade PODVOISKY (Chairman of the Red Sport Inter-
national); N

In carrying out the instructions given me by the Executive
Committee of the Red Sport International, permit me, before
proceeding to my remarks, to, grept” the, VII Enlarged Plenum
of the E.C.C.1. in the name of tigré, than, two million workers
and peasants of the Red Sport Inférnational as well as in the
name of that section of the Pipnggr moyement which is affiliated
in some countries with the organisation of the Red-Sport Inter-
national. In my. capacity as (ilairmqn~9f the Red Sport Inter-
national on the one hand, and because Comrade Bukharin, for
lack of time as he told me,: did .not enter upon the work of
the Sections of the Communjst [ntggnational .in the Workers’
Gymnastic and Sport movement, permit me to go into this part
of the work, upon the active day ‘to’day exetution of which by
the Communist Parties depends: t.'the enlivening, strengthening
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and deepening of the organisational and cultural work of the
trade unions, the Communist youth and the Communist Chil-
dren’s groups, 2. the improvement of the means, forms and
methods for organising and training the masses; 3, the in-
creased revolutionary militarisation of the masses; 4. an in-
crease of the means with the aid of which the bourgeois army
can be influenced; 5. the creation of a broad concrete basis for
the crystallisation of a defence organisation of the proletariat.

At present there are, in the Workers’ Gymnastic and Sport
Movement, three fronts: the bourgeois, the revolutionary-prole-
tarian, and the reformist proletarian fronts. These three fronts
include about 30 million people.

Permit me to deal briefly with the situation on these three
fronts, and to describe their role in the class struggle of the
proletariat against the bourgeoisie.

THE REVOLUTIONARY WORKERS’ SPORT FRONT.

The vanguard of the revolutionary workers’ sport front is
the sport movement of the Soviet Union. The gymnastic and
sport movement in the land of the Soviets is becoming one of
the factors of the Socialist construction in the U.S.S.R. This
movement participates in the task: 1. of organising the masses;
2. of preparing the forces for the defence of the Soviet Union;
3. of preparing the productive forces for the upbuilding of So-
~cialist economy and society. It is comprehensible that the C. P.
S.U. (b), the trade unions, the Communist Youth, the Communist
Children’s group movement, and the State organs, ascribe a
great importance to this mniovement and give it considerable
political, organisational and material support. The Workers
‘Gymnastic and Sport Movement of the Soviet Union, which
originated six years ago as a workers’ and peasants’ mass
movement, was never a non-political movement; on the contrary,
it has at all times been a revolutionary movement. The short
history of this movement which confirms this runs as follows:
the workers gymnastic and sport movement which originated as
a revolutionary mass sport movement of the working class and
of the peasantry, was created in 1920 in the land of the Soviets,
by the “Vsevobutch” (organisation for general military training)
in support of the civil war.

After the termination of the civil war, with the transition
to economic construction, there fell to the workers gymnastic
and sport movement, in addition to the task of preparing the
children and youth for the defence of the U.S.S.R. naturally
also the task of training the productive forces for Socialist
economy. By its forms, methods, by the technique of sports,
games and gymmastics, which are as easy and as interesting
for adults as for children, this organisation contributes to the
training of children and youth for the best fulfilment of their
duties of citizenship in the industry and defence of the state.

The Soviet orientation in the sport movement leads con-
sistently towards the end that the workers and peasants, and
especially their youth, cease to regard sport as amusement,
recreation and a means of health. In some countries, e.g. in
Germany, the working class is already seeking organisational
roads of bringing the workers gymnastic and sport movement
closer to the Red Front organisation in order to create a new,
joint, broad workers defence organisation. The Red Sport Inter-
national decided to foster the development and deepening of the
revolutionary sport front through the arrangement of an “Oc-
toberiade” in 1928, This Octoberiade is to be a demonstration
of international proletarian solidarity, and a battle review for
the October. This Octoberiade, which has a big political pur-
pose has already aroused great enthusiasm in all parts of the
hitherto not yet united international workers Sport front. The
Red Sport International is convinced that there will participate
in the organisation and carrying out of the Octoberiade not
ounly the workers gymnastic and sport societies, but also all
workers organisations that stand upon the basis of the class
struggle against the bourgeoisie. The Red Sport International
reckons with the political, organisational and material $upport
of the organisation of the Octoberiade by all proletarian orga-
nisations of the world, because this celebration will be the
first international demonstration of the solidarity of the masses
of workers and peasants that are organised in the workers
gymnastic and sport movement. The Red Sport International
also counts upon the help of the proletarian class organisations

to finish the building of the international red stadium of which
the corner-stone was laid by the delegates to the II. Corgress
of the Comintern, the delegations of the English proletariat,
of the army-eligible youth of the Soviet Union and of all sport
organisations of the Soviet Union. This was done in Moscow
in 1920 upon the Lenin Hills.

THE REFORMIST WORKERS’ SPORT FRONT.

A great change has taken place recently in the situation
in the reformist workers sport front. Here of late confusion
and dissolution has prevailed. Not long ago this iront seemed
absolutely solid. There it was preached that the workers’ sport
movement had to be non-political. The leaders at that front
took the liberty only recently to propose to the Red Sport Inter-
national that it dissolve. But under the pressure of the bour-
geois offensive against the proletariat, and the general insecurity
in the situation of the working class, as also under the in-
fluence of the organisational experiences of the Red Sport Inter-
national in organising and training the masses for the struggle
against the bourgeoisie, in recent years a powerful leftward
trend has set in among the masses on that front. These masses
are forcing their leaders toward the Leit, they are forcing them
to an actual class struggle against the bourgeoisie. The masses
of the reformist sport movement support the campaigns of the
Red Sport International for the ‘amalgamation of the internatio-
nal workers’ sport movement on the basis of the sharpening
of the class struggle, and they are freeing themselves from
the influence of their leaders and are setting their course to-
wards the Red Sport International.

THE BOURGEOIS SPORT FRONT.

The plans and programme of work of the bourgeoisie on
the sport front show that no one understands how to exploit
the sport movement so well, so cleverly and so finely as does
the bourgeoisie on behalf of its own manifold interests. Im-
mediately after the war the bourgeoisie in the course of a few
years engaged itself in utilising the sport movement for a broad
militarisation of the population, and for a military training for
children and youth.

When the October revolution unleashed 4 revolutionary
ntovement in many countries, the bourgeoisie put its sport
movement, and to a considerable extent also the spdrt move-
ment of the workers, ably and cleverly into the service of the
counter-revolutionary movement. But best of all it utilised the
sport movement as the basis for the development of the Fascist
moventent. :

During the last years the bourgeoisie makes use of the
sport movement as an aid in the stabilisation of capitalism.
It made this movement into an important factor in the rationali-
sation of the labour of the proletariat. With the aid of a spe-
cially created system, the bourgeoisie in all haste created a net-
work of gymnastic and sport organisations in the factories, in’
the commercial and industrial enterprises. It spared no means
to furnish gymnasiums, sport clubs, swimming pools, play-
grounds, etc., for these organisation. Nor did it spare any
means for the hiring of the best sport teachers. Thus, e.g. in
Germany an engineer is given a wage of 350 marks a month
whereas a sport instructor receives 1,000 marks a month, The
bourgeoisie knows that thereby it kills two birds with one
stone: on the one hand it keeps the worker in his free time
in the factory gymnasiums under its influence, and on the other
hand it turns the sport organisations in the factories into
schools for the voluntary training of the workers in their’
special work, in this way selecting the best of them and'
training them in order to make better use of their strength in
the factory. -

For the purpose of successfully carrying out the struggle
of the working class against the bourgeoisie the following
tasks must be solved.

1. The carrying out of a systematic, determined and pain-
staking activity through the revolutionary press and the revo-
lutionary propagandists among the broad masses, and the
awakening of understanding for the revolutionary purposes and
aims of the workers sport movement.

2. The setting of political aims for the international meets
of workers sportsmen, celebrations, demonstrations.
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3. The. carrying out of a theoretical and methodical pro-
grammatic work in the stpdy of the experiences of the warkers
gymnastic and sport movement, and also that of the bourgeois
sport movement, for the purpose of creating the basis of a more’
revolutionary, system in jthe sport movement of .the proleta-
rians and peasants. o

4. A further development and deepening of the work for’
the creation of a uniform waorkers’ sport movement. under the

heggmony‘oi the Red Sport International.

5. The utilisation; of the revolutionary Wworkers’ sport mo-
vement.. a) For the organisation and revolutionary training of
the workers and peasant. youth; b) for the separation of the
masses of worker sportsmen from the bourgeois sports move-
ment, and.-a uaification with the revolutionary workers’ spori
movement; - c) for the exercise of a revolutionising influence
upon the. bourgeois army; d) lor. the orgapisation of a prole-
tarian defence corps and primarily for the broadening of the
movement of the Red Front. .

- 6. The establishment in Great Brifai—ﬁ, America and Sweden
of an independent workers -gynmuiastic and sport union. .

.7. The coalition of all sport societies in China which stand
upon, the basis of the revolutionary national liberation struggle.

8. The selection and training of a revolutionary’ proletarian
kernel of. organisérs, leaders, instructors for the work on the
sport front, and for the training of a kernel troup of theoreti-
ciansaf and scientifically trained functionaries for the work on
this front. :

9. An augmented recruiting campaign for the attraction
of the workers*and peasdnts of -all countries for the organisa-
tion of the “Octoberiade” arranged by the Red Sport Inter-

national for Moscow 1928, as well as for the participation of
these masses in,this demonstration of international proletarian
solidarity. - ’ o '

10. Collaboration in the completion of the International Red
Stadium already begun in the Lenin Hills of Moscow.

1 appéal to the Plenum to appoint a special sub-commission
charged with. the task of looking into my proposals, upon in-
struction of the Executive of the Red Sport International, for
work on the sport iront.

- COMRADE LENSKI,

on behalf of the minority of the C.C. of the Communist Party
gf Fc»‘.:i‘nd, at the close of the Session, presenfed the following
eclaration: o '

TO THE PRESIDIUM OF THE VII. ENLARGED PLENUM
OF THE E.C.C.L

As a representative of the view-point of the minority on
the C..C. of the Communist Panty of Poland I cannol unreser:
vedly endorse.the theses of Comrade Bukharin. .

At the same time 1 declare that in the leadership of the
C.P.P. -there are differences on most important questions of
Party activity. Since, however, I am of the opinion that these
differences require a careful detailed study, I shall refrain from
dealing with questions concerning our inner Party situation in
the Plenum, and will submit them to a commission.

; (J. Lenski.
(Close of Session.) '
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'l'enth Session.

Moscow, 27. Nov., 1026.

The Chairman Comrade Maggi, opened the Session and
called wpon.Comrade Ercoli to speak.

Comrade ERCOLI (ltaly):

What is noteworthy with respect to the theses placed before
us is, in owr opinion, the fact that this is the first time since
the question of stabilisation was broached in the Communist
International that we have to do with a deliberate and com-
prehensive attempt to give not only an analysis of the term, but
also of the substance of the relative stabilisation of the capitalist
system, and to examine this fact from the viewpoint of its basic
value ‘as a phenomenon, as well as from the viewpoint of its
quantitative content so as tc ascertain the specific weight of the
various elements which create this relative stabilisation.

We could no longer rest content with simply saying: “stabi-
lisation exists”, and then proceed to give a string of attributes
which not only narrow the term itself, but' which hedge even
this restriction with reservations. To rest ‘content with this
system would mean to leave the door open to even miore serious
political mistakes. If we have no clear notion of what stabili-
sation really is, there would always be "the possibility that,
in the face of a mew event arising in the international situation
(for instance the British strike), we would deviate from the
correct policy either with regard to the appraisal of this event,
or with regard to the tactics which showld be adopted.

And now a few words on the results of this analysis and

also on what we consider the kernel of the Wwhole matter. There:

is a comsiderable ‘number of elements which contribute to the
definition of the present situation, and which charaeterise the
present crisis in the capitalist regime — a considerable number
of elements either dovetailing with or opposed to one another.
Newertheless, there exists a tundamental line which we must try
to work -out, for what is involved here is the question of delining
our tactics. This fundamental element is, perhaps, the same as
that emphasised at former sessions of the International. But as
we have met here to see whether our tactics have stood the
test and what form they are to take in the imumediate future, we
must emphasise once more this fundamental ‘element.

We have listened here to many reports from the various
countries. In all these reports ‘it is emphasised that one of the
coniditions — and' in most cases the basic condition — which
has led to this period of relative stabilisation of capitalism, —
consists in the victory won by capitalism over the working class,
or, in the defeat which — at-a centain historical moment —
capitalism was able to inflict on the working class. This is
the first point. :

What fthen is the meaning, the economic and social sub-
stance, of all the efforts made by capitalismt to stabilise fitself,
in the general sense of the word. By raising the question in
this manner, we do not leave out of account that a series of
economic and technical measures have been taken, neither do
we forget that a number of political measures were taken. I
think that what Varga told us in his report, and particularly
with regard to the economic side of the question, is extremely
important: Varga says: “What is today the aim which the capi-
talists pursue, what do they want?” The attempts at “rationali-
sation” as a method of stabilising the capitalist regime can be
reduced to the application of a plan to increase that part of the
national revenue which is the. share of the capitalists, or to
decrease that part of the national revenue which is the share
of the workers. The same applies to the other methods of
“stabilisation” which have mnot only a . technical, but also an
-economtic and -general political meaning. In his report, Comrade
Bukharin comes to the following conclusion: “The bourgeoisie
attempts to indemmify itsell by decreasing the share of the
working class in the national revenue, or, by seizing part of the
revenue of the workers”. This assertion was fully borne out by
the reports of all the other -countries. -

This must, therefore, be our point of departure if we are
io find a correct definition for the real nature of the present
period ard if we are to make a correct decision with respect
70 our tactics. Here I should like to mention briefly a point
made by Lominadze in his interesting address.

His presentation of the problem of the relative  stabilisa-
tion of capitalism was as follows: “There are on the one hand

objective elements — the productive forces and the production
apparatus”. He said, I admit that an increase and a “positive”
result exist. For the capitalists this positive result' is bound u»
with a whole series of negative results, but — he said —-
when [ consider the productive forces in their entirety, that is
to say, not only the material basis of production, but also the
subjective elements of production (the working class) I must cer-
tainly admit that progress is out of the question.

I think that there is something in this manner of putting
the problem which doss not ring quite true, and which is not
quite right. There is no doubt whatever that we. cannot rest
content with saying that technical progress has been made. We
must point out all contradictions bound wp with this techmical
progress, or rather, we must lay stress on the value of these
condratictions, their significance, their acuteness and their
bearing on future events. We cannot assume that — in the event
that there is technical progress — this progress can constifute
the basis. for a new epoch of upward development of the capi-
talist regime. This would be a very serious error. But we must
also not be blind to the fact that with respect to the subjective
elements, the capitalists have succeeded in achieving definife
results. We cannot be blind to the fact that during the immediaie
post-war period and right up to. the present period, the capita-
lists have to a cerfain degree succeeded in inflicting 2 defeat
on the working class. This is the point which the International
began to take into consideration at the IIl. Congress and which
has always been brought forward after the III. Congress in
order to define the fact that we find ourselves in an epoch of
relative capitalist stabilisation, or, in order to decide which
tactics we have to adopt. It would therefore be erroneous to
charige today this verdict. And yet it is just this tendency which
i moticed this morning in Comrade Lominadze’s arguments.

Let us also consider the decision of the International at the
IV World Congreéss, tipon examining the capitalist offensive with
respect to its forms and significance. In connection with this
question the minutes of the IV World Congress contain the
following statement: : o ’ '

_ “The only way out for “capitalism with respect to the’

“recopstruction of the capitalist system is to throw off the

cost of' this reconstruction on to the shoulders of the

workers ... Al the present juncture capitalist reconstruction
is only possible at‘the expense of the wor'lfing class”.

Comrades, I reiterate that in view of the thorough character
of our analysis, we must also give due emphasis to this point,
which is essential in determining our tactics.

It is on this point that our entire policy and our most
important slogans rest, as for ‘instance the slogans “To the
masses”, and *“Organisation of the masses against the capitalist
offensive”. This is the starting point of the method which we
must apply for the capfure of the masses. We must mobilise
the masses for the struggle for their immediate everyday de-
mands. In this struggle, we must succeed in eoordinating the
masses, in reorganising them and in reserving a support on
which they can rely in their resistance to the power of capi-
talism, and which will set limits to the stabilisation of capita-
lism, limits which the capitalist offensive, with its aftempts to
saddle the workers with the cost of capitalist reconstnuction,
must not be allowed to transgress. '

Thus, it is this fundamental conception which must be our
point of departure if we are to discover, determine and ever-
come all the deviations and mistakes which can arise .in the
advance of our Party. . :

We already have results in winning the masses through the
systematic application of united front tactics and the struggle
for international trade union unity. We have succeeded in imbuing
once more the working class with energy and confidence in its
own strength, and we have been able to achieve considerable
political successes in all countries. This -fact must - also be
emphasised in the general discussion because it is in itself an
indication of the manner in which all special problems are to
be solved.

Comrades, this problem of the general line of the situation
as well as of our tactics is closely connected with a separate
problem — the problem of rationalisation.

I consider it a dangerous tendency to narrow down the
scope of the consideration of this problem, and to look upon
rationalisation only from the technical standpoint instead of con-
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sidering it in its entirety, as a process of the stabilisation of
the capitalist regime. lhis all too narow consideration of the
problem can only lead to a point where, in our discussion, we
will fail to make clear to one another wihat our attitude shall
be. We are of the opinion that the theses on this question are
basically correct. The point on which we must concentrate is the
suuggie agamst ine consequeinces of rationalisation. ‘Lhe solution
offered in the theses is closely connected with our entire tactics
in the present epoch. or rather with our tactical policy, which
consists in setting the Communist vanguard the tasks of co-
ordinating the masses against the capitalist offensive and of
calling upon these masses to emter into the struggle for their
immediate every day demands. This is the most important point.

And now. just a few details. It is said that we must not
limit . ourselves to the struggle against the comsequences of
rationalisation, and that we require a general siogan. Various
slogans of a general nature were also proposed. We are also
of the opinion that a general slogan is required but one should
take into consideration that with respect to a number of
countries, the slogan will be only of a propagandist value and
that it can in no case have the value of a slogan for the imme-
diate struggle. It is only as the objective situation changes and
we succeed in coordinating the masses and in leading them into
the struggle for their immediate everyday demands that this
slogan can become a direct fighting slogan.

Comrades, another point is: can we issue, generally, the
slogan “Against Rationalisation?” Here great caution must be
exercised, because any attempt to translate this slogan into
direct action might lead to anarchistic deviations on our part,
and might induce the masses to sabotage the industrial appa-
ratus, i. e, it might lead to a struggle of small groups and
not to a mass struggle against the capitalist offensive.

Finally, there is a third point on which we must lay special
emphasis. We must save our Parties from the danger of being
drawn into a discussion on the nature of technical rationali-
sation. We have discussed this side of the question in the
Italian Delegation, basing ourselves on the experience which the
Party has had in the factories in ltaly, namely, the experience
of 1920, a period when the slogan “workers’ control” had not
only a propagandist, but a direct political meaning. Never-
theless, the “factory councils”, which proceeded to make a practi-
cal investigation of technical improvements, and the “factory
councillors” who sat down with the civil engineers and employers
in order to discuss what machinery should be introduced and
what improvements should be made, etc, — after a few weeks,
were contpelled to desist because the working masses rebelled
against them. What really happened when this path' was pur-
suzd was — class collaboration from below.

From this standpoint we are to-day in a wvery dangerous
situation because there is a considerable number of industrial-
ists who make use of the trade wnion bureaucrats in order
to issue, from below, the slogan of class truce and class colla-
boration. _

Unless we act with great circumspection, the Social Demo-
crats will ‘succeed in beating up precisely on this point, and
will create a situation favourable to the capitalist offensive
against the working class.

Comrades, aiter dealing with the general lines of the theses
and having emphasised a few particularly important points, I
will say a few words about our experience, the experience of
the Italian working class with respect to fthe attempts to stabilise
the capitalist regime.

You listened last night to a comrade who told us that
what the Fascist regime has dome in Italy was introduced long
ago in a number of countries. We cannot deny that in many
countries terror took a more virulent form than in Italy. But
it is not a question here of quantity, but rather of quality. What
I mean is that the character of the Italian Fascism differs from
other methods of capitalist stabilisation just as much as it
differs from the other kinds of terrorist regime existing in
Europe

This point was already emphasised at the IV. World Con-
gress of the Communist International, when Fascism was studied
as one of the forms of the capitalist offensive. We pointed out
then what characterises Fascism as a method of stabilisation.
It is precisely this special element which has become the starting
point of all the contradictions of the stabilisation that Fascism
endeavoured to effect.

Jointly with Fascism, the bourgeoisie has endeavoured to
give its stabiiisation eliorts a mass basis, that is to say, to
mobilise large sections of petty-bourgeois elements, peasants,
and also politically backward workers in order to use them as
an army with the help of which it proceeds against the working
class in order to create in this manner the basis for stabilisation.

When Fascism came into power and had mobilised a section
of the middle classes, when it had given these classes a special
ideology, an ideology which is to acoustom them to the idea
that they are to become the ruling class or that they are even
now ready to direct the policy of the country in their owmn
interest, it proceeded to carry on the policy of the big bour-
geoisie, the big banks and the big landowners.

Has it achieved any sort of results in this?

Most decidedly so! On what basis?

On the basis of the defeat of the working class and of
the wage reductions which were the consequence of this defeat,
and, on the other hand, on the basis of the economic situation
created by inflation.

On this basis of “ireedom”, i. e. a ireedom bestowed on
capital in order fthat for its interests it could oppress the
overwhelming majority of the population, a remarkable exten-
sion of the technical production basis has been obtained in
Italy. This extension of the production basis became at the
same time the source of a new crisis which takes on almost
the same form as the crises in other countries, — a market
crisis called forth by the diminishing purchasing capacity of
the home market and by the narrowing down of the export
nirarket.

I will not go into detail concerning these matters. The
most important thing is that all the measures with which
Fascism is endeavouring to overcome the crisis only have the
result objectively, of making still more .acute the economic
struggle against the middle sections of the peasantry amnd the
urban petty-bourgeoisie, who are the social basis of Fascism.
Such is the mature of the capitalist crisis after the “Fascist”
attempt to stabilise capitalism. The economic crisis is accom-
panied by a social crisis just now in its initial stage and the
starting point of which is the disintegration of the basis of
fascism, i. e. of the basis on which were made its efforts to
construct a new social order. ;

With this special character of the Italian situation is con-
nected on the ome hand terrorism, and on the other hand, the
imperialist policy of Fascism. .

The sum total of these economic factors, together with
this social and political factor, distinguish Italian imperialism
from the imperialism of the other European countries and
make it to-day the greatest menace to peace.

- The second element is terrorism. I cannot go into detail
now on ‘this point, but it is interesting to note that Fascism
was compelled to increase the terror because it felt the grow-
ing opposition of the masses, because it felt ithat its policy
of oppression of the masses had mot succeeded in permanently
eliminating the prospect of proletarian revolt, but that on the
contrary, this policy led to the radicalisation of the masses
of the workers and peasants. This is largely due to the success
of the Communist Party, to our propaganda and our factory
meetings. I mean the success which the Communist vanguard of
the proletariat has achieved in the struggle for the unification
and the leadership of the masses, a success which has disturbed
the Fascist peace of mind, which has made Fascism lose its
seli-confidence and has compelled it to let loose a new wave
of terrorismi

There are various matters I cannot go into because my
time is up. Dozens of comrades and hundreds of workers were
killed whilst thousands have been thrown into prison or exiled.

But there is one thing about which I cannot be silent and
which is for us the most important factor, — namely: the fact
that in the face of the new wave of terrorism, the Party remains
at jts post. A few days after the attempt on Mussolini’s life,
when the rage of the Fascists had reached its climax, the ninth
anniversary of the Russian Revolution was celebrated in the
industrial centres of Italy, and the Communist organisations
succeeded in disseminating their literature, and in bringing
back to the minds of the working class the anniversary of the
October Revolution, — ithus showing that the Party has once
more raised the battle-cry of the working dlass (applause).

The vanguard of the proletariat is at its post. It does
not give way to despair and it knows the work it has to do.
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Comrades, our experiences in lItaly are of international
importance. It has shown that the method by which Fascism has
tried to stabilise capitalism: through the mobilisation of cer-
tain sections of the middle class on the basis of struggle against
the working class and the establishment of a new regime, irom
the economic viewpoint; is not a very satisfactory method. The
antagonisms which it has called forth far outweigh the advantages
which it procures. .

It should also be stated that the pressure which capitalism
is compelled to exercise on the masses in order to make stabili-
sation possible has its effect not only on the working class,
but also on the various sections of the middle class and the
petty-bourgeoisie, which will henceforth not lend themselves so
readily for mobilisation against the proletariat. On the con-
trary, it has become easier for ws, the vanguard of the prole-
tariat, to go back to the position which existed in 1919 and
1920 when the proletariat had a decisive influence and was
leading into the struggle all the elements opposed to the capitalist
regime. '

We find ourselves ‘to-day between two waves of the revo-

lution, and we are all of us aware that in the revolutionary
movement there are not only objective factors which make them-
selves felt, nor only mechanical factors, but there are also sub-
jective factors which play a much more important role. We
have witnessed events such as the British Strike, which give
us an idea of the magnitude of these subjective forces and of
the decisive role which they may be called upon to play. We
witness events which remind us that the working dlass is there
as it used to be, that it cannot be so easily brushed aside, and
that its resistance can check-mate any attempt to stabilise the
capitalist regime.

Comrades, in the present situation, this is the starting point
for the tasks of the proletarian vanguard.

I think that when our Parties will have understood these
tasks, affairs will not be so easily managed as the Social-
Democratic traitors, who collaborate actively in the reconstruc-
tion of the capitalist regime, prophesy. (Applause.)

Comrade MAGGI (Chairman):
I call upon comrade Semard to read a resolution on

White Terror in Poland and in the Balkan Countries.

Comrade SEMARD:

On behalt of the Presidium I move the following resolution:

“White Terror rages unabated in the agrarian contries of
Europe. Its virulence subsides for a little while only to break
out with still greater fierceness. During the last few months,
Poland and the Balkan couittries have experienced a renewed
attack of the White Terror.”

Thousands of Commiunists are perishing in the dungeons
of the Polish Republic; thoiisands of Communist workers and
peasants are in the ddngeons of White Poland. Pilsudsky’s
Okhranka has perfected its'spy system and is applying it cold-
bloodedly and with most: refimed Jesuitism. People are given
long prison terms for the sole reason that they belong to the
Communist Party. Only a few days ago the Court in Tarnopol
condemned the peasant Biely to death because he was a member
oi the West Ukrainian Communist Party. Mass trials are taking
place now in Lutzk and in Lemberg, in which workers and
Ukrainian peasants are changed with the crime of “adherence to
the Communist Party”. A s ter trial of the same kind is being
prepared in White Russia. ‘Lodz, mounted police, equipped
with machine guns, are sent against imprisoned workers who
dare demand to be treated like human beings. On the occasion
of the mutual aid fund elections, there were 300 arrests. The
Polish authorities confiscate any publication which displeases
the Government: editors of legal newspapers are sentenced to
2 and 3 years. AR

In Roumania, General Averesou continues Bratiano’s terrorist
regime. A few months ago the indignation of the international
proletariat was aroused: by the news of the cowardlv assassina-
tion of the Communist fighter, Tkatkchenko in omne of those
classic “attempted escapes”. The general indignation aroused by
this cowardly murder saved the life. of the militant worker,
Boris Stefanov. In the course of this year hundreds of workers
and peasants were charged with political offences and given
heavy sentences. Many victims of the capitalist and Boyar dicta-
torship perish in the fortresses which, under the terrible regime
orevailing there, are in fthe mature of catacombs. It frequently
happens that these unhappy victims go out of their mind. Many
are kept in prison without trial. The courts pass long sentences
of imprisonment on workers whose only crime is that they
had pre-war socialist literature in their possession. The notorious
Siguranca (Criminal Investigation Department) goes on with its
work, worthy of the days of the Inquisition, without letting
anything interfere with it. The government of General Averescu
has distinguished itself by its brutal persecution of the trade
union movement and by making the regime of the emergency
law more rigorous in Besarabia and in the Dobrudja. Terrorism
in these provinces beggars description. In July, 1926 the authori-
ties brutally murdered 40 inhabitants of the Staroselo village. The
farms of the Bulgarian peasants are being confiscated in the
Dobrudja. '

In Yugo-Slavia, the ruling classes stay in power omly by a
brutal terrorist regime and by draconic laws for the enforcemeat
of the Defence of the State Act which provides for death sentence
or 20 years penal servitude for Communist propaganda or any
other revolutionary action. During the elections of 1925—26 the

authorities of Yugo-Slavia instituted an unheared of Terrorist
regime, particularly in regions inhabited by the mational mino-
rities, (in Macedonia, Voyevodine, Monteniegro and Croatia). The
‘Government of Yugo-Slavia is making a fierce attack on the
trade unions and on all active trade unionists. Terror is parti-
cularly fierce now in Voyevodina, Dalmatia and Macedonia. In
Dalmatia alone, 517 people were thrown into prison this year
charged with political offences.

In Bulgaria White Terror continues to bathe the country im
blood notwithstanding the change in government. Zankov is no
longer in power, but the Zankov system remains. The same
clique of militarists and bankers continues its work wunder
Lapchev’s banner. It applies ferror, torture and assassinatiom
with increased vigour and miounting brutally as it feels the ground
under its feet gradually give way. After several ammesties, there
are still thousands of champions of the revolution rotting in
Bulgarian jails. Most of them are condemned to penal servitude
and some of them to death — reaction looks on all of them as
brigands. Recently martial law was declared in three districts
and armed government bands perpetrated their unspeakable
atrocities against the working class population. In the wvicinity
of the villages of Borema and Zhelesna, dogs have dug up
hundreds of dead bodies of inhabitants who had disappeared
without trace. During the last few days over 100 workers,
peasants and intellectuals were arrested on the charge of Dbe-
longing either to the Communist Party or to the Y.C.L., or of
getting relief from the International Red Aid. In the Okhranka,
all prisoners are as before subjected to cruel tortures. The
number of those lost “without trace” is very big, as well as
the number of those who were publicly killed or tortured. The
young Communist Dudov threw himseli from the fourth floor
of the Okhranka in order to escape the unbearable tortures.
The writer, Tordor Pavlov, was arrested and twice attempted
suicide. The school master Perdovsky was found hanging at the
police station in the town .of Wratza. Since January 1926, the
courts have sentenced 60 people to death and a still larger number
to life-long penal servitutude. Mass trials are to take place shortly
throughout the country. Persecutions against the independent
trade unions are increasing. In the towns of Jambo, and Stara
Zebora, the authorities killed people just for distributing the
trade union organ “Unity”. In Varma, Abram Stoisniv, a member
of the Trade Union Committee, has been tortured; another
member of the committee of independent trade unions, Boisjdief,
has been arrested; the old trade union champion Milev has been
threatened with death. .

In all these countries White Terror is mainly directed
against the revolutionary vanguard of the workers and the poor
peasants, against the Communist Parties which are everywhere
outlawed. The cliques in power do not only defend their own
class domination by terrorist means, they also do the counter-
revolutionary work of the big imperialist powers. International
imperialism wants full sway over these peoples in order to
be able to throw them unhindered against the Soviet Union.
The revolutionary movement is being throttled, the Communist
Parties in Poland and in the Balkans are being destroyed. It
is for this reason that the imperialists encourage White Terror
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and give these terrorist governments political and financial
support,

But this merciless offensive makes the economic crisis more
acute in all the countries, lowers the living standards of these
sections of the populatlon and widens the guli between the
bourgeoisie and the workers and poor peasants. The workers
of town and country are more and more imbued with invin-
cible hatred against the ruling classes, and no terror in the
world can reconcile them with the capitalist regime. The Com-
munist. Parties derive their strength and their confidence in
victory from the terrific anger of masses always ready for the
fray. Like the phoenix, the Communist Parties riese from the’
ashes of terrorist devastation even though after each of these
attacks the bourgeoisie still fatuously believes that it has com-
pletely destroyed the Communists. The best proof of the futility”
of the bourgeoisie’s efforts to consolidate its rule through
White Terror, is the stubborn and heroic struggle which the
masses have been carrying on continuously under the leader-
ship of the Communist Parties, despite emergency laws and
their countless victims and cruel tortures. At present the
struggle against the regime of exile, for amnesty, for the vic-
tims of White Terror, for the right of assembly and associa-
tion, for legal recognition of the Communist Parties, ete.  in
Poland and in the Balkan States has reached its climax.

The VII. Plenum of the Enlarged Executive Committee oft
the C.1. condemns the terrorist regime under which the workers,
poor peasants and the national minorities are groaning, sends
hearty greetings to all the victims of capitalist dictatorship,
and expresses. its admiration for the devotion to the cause
which the Communist Parties have shown in this struggle.
The Communist International is convinced that in spite of the
raging terror, its heroic Sections will remain unflinchingly at
their post as ‘the leaders of the people, and that they will carry
the struggle to a victorious conclusion. The Communist Inter-
national pledges them the full support of the international- pro-
letariat in the” accomplishment of their difficult task. At the
same time, the Executive Comunittee. of the Communist Inter-
national urges the Communist:; Parties of all countries to do
their utmost im support of the struggle of the Communists in

Poland and in the Balkan countries. This call is addressed
mainly to the Communist Parties of the big imperialist powers,
(Great Britain, France, Italy, Germany); they are urged to
expose continually the counter- -revolutionary and anti-Soviet
policy of their bourgeoisies, afid- to do everything in their
power to frustrate the support which their governments give
to the terrorist regime in eastern-and’ south-eastern Europe.

Down with the hangman of the workers and peasants in
Poland and in the Balkan countries! Down with their instiga-
tors, the international imperialists!

Under the leadership of the heroic -Communist Parties, the
masses will break through the iront of White Terror, and will
march in triumph towards the world revolution, united with
their brothers, the workers and peasants:of the other countries.

VIL Plenum of'the E. C. of the C. 1.
The resolution was adopted unammously

Comrade MAGGI (Chau-ma'n):
I call upon Comrade Kuusinen fo make a statement.

Comrade KUUSINEN:

Fo save time I will not; mak& ¥ cehithsding ‘speech, since
the most important questions which 1 have broached have not
yet been suificiently discussed, collectively, to serve our prac-
tical tasks. I think that we should first: of :all discuss these
auestions in the Political Commxssxon, whereupon we can —
it it should prove necessary —, again.place them before the
Plenum. 1
But there is just a small matter whloh I must put right.
When 1 spoke in my report on the non-publication of the tele- .
gram of greeting to the British . Party--Congress, I was not
aware that this telegram was. subsequently published in the
central organ of the British Party, ,although not in the first
number, but later on. If 1. had known;this I should not have’
broached ;the,question of non-publication, - Thus the error which
has occurred. is the uninten‘tionaln error of an editor -and
nothing more. 3 g et '

Chalrman Comrade Bukharm wm’ n{iw addfecss the Plenum.

Cerade Bukharm 3 Speech in Reply to the Discussion

on the E.(.C.I. Report.

Comrades, the discussion has shown that on the whole
we are on firm ground. A number of comrades have introduced
various addenda, but the discussion has shown that complete
ideological unity prevails on the fundamental questions of prin-
ciple. Many of the addenda proposed are quite correct and
acceptable, but it they are all included in the theses it wil
make the latter extremely bulky. This question must first of
all be settled by the Political Commission, which will submit
its considerations to the Plenum. I am wunable to analyse all
the addenda introduced and ‘I will try to deal in a critical
manner only with the most important points -of the discussion.

THE ANTAGONISMS BETWEEN EURCPE AND AMERIC\
AND WITHIN EUROPE,

First of all I will deal with the international - situation
and the general estimation of it. Here I will reply first of -all
to Comrade Treint, although other comrades have replied to h1m
already.

I will first of all deal with Comrade Treint’s -preliminary
artillery fire. He asserts that the draft theses ignores one ‘of the
fundamental questions, in Comrade Treint’s opinion the funda-
mental question, namely, of the relations between FEurope and
America. In his speech he said that I “barely make: reference”
to America and that in my analysis no mention is made to the

“monstrous and most powerful militarism on the face of the
earth”.

Of course if this were actually the czse. my theses would
be wuseless. As it is I must ask Comrade Treint to. do what
he asked us to do, to quote me and not misrepresent me. In
the introductory part of my theses there are two postulates; the

R 5

first of these says that the ec(mmhlt hegemony in world ec-
economy is in the hands of the United States. Is that a trifle?
Does this mean that I pass by America [4sous silence”?

1 do not think this is. the case: If Comrade Treint under-
stands it this way then his caoacxty of! understanding must be
quite a peculiar one. BhEN

The second postulate in my flfieses concerns the “absolutely
exceptional role” of American. capital. ‘Does the assertion of
this fact mean anything? Of ‘cbutse it 'does.

I must make a third remark’ of-'a' more or less formal
character. Comrade Treint spoke dfter I had made my oral
report. In my report 1 spoke about the existence of “two zomnes”
in the world situation. One- 0f “these Zomes is America, the
other is the U. S. S. R. I spoké of two “Unions” f(U‘nionen”)
You all heard this, comrades. And after this Comrade Treint is
bold enough to assert that 1 ‘almost - passed by America in
silence. He spoke about thesg 'twi¢' zones as if he was the
first to discover them. T put it mild§' t‘ms is mot “in accordance
with the facts”.

Now for the substance" of"fhe quesnon I will deal with
what Comrade Treint concretely sa»xd in  his speech. Comrade
Treint is filled with what one mlght call intellectual elan (a
voice: “elan vital!”).

And he with much elan exagggmtes real vital tendencies.
He loves the word “monstrous” and similar strong expressions.
I read the whole of his speech very carefully and therefore I
am able to quote it. Here, for, egfamrple, are several of his
principal postulates,

“Objectively there are tremeﬂdeus reawns for establishing

ga.pxtal,l’st European solidarity as; a ooujnter-balance to the Umted
tates cot

AN
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.. In this connection Comrade Treint asserts that the anta-
gonism.” When we speak of antagonisms between the imperialist
with the principal antagonism between America and Furope.
To a certain degree Comrade Treint is right, when he puts the
latter antagonism in thé first rank. As in every error this ome
has a grain of .truth. Wherein lies Comrade Treint’s error?
This must be carefully examined in order to safeguard our-
selves. against repeating at the next Enlarged Plenum what he
has been dinping into our ears for the last half year.

I see two fundamental errors in Comrade Treint’s analysis.
One is that Comrade Treint transforms -an ‘existing tendency into
an accomplished fact; the second is that he identifies the con-
ception . of “great antagonism” with the conception “acute. anta-
gonisay.. When we speak of antagonisms between the imperialist
powers we must make a distinction befween these two «con-
ceptions. And this I will illustrate to you by two examples.

Take the occupation of the Ruhr by French imperialism.
“Was not the fundamental thing here, from the point of view
of .scope, the  antagomism between America, and Europe? Of
course ‘it -was. . However, America did not fight Europe. or alter-
patively Europe did: mot fight America. The Franco-German
antagonisms however, led to the occupation of the Ruhr. The
amtagonisms between : France and, Germanpy were of a more
acute. character, but the . antagonismis. between America and
Eufope ware. greater...Scope . and. -acuteness are not the same
thing. I will give you another; example; in order, {o make my,
idea ‘clear:” Take  for example. the greatest. antagonijsm in the
world,: — - between the capitalist States and ;the U. S. S. R
What s greater: .the internal antagonismjs among the .capitalist
stdtes.-or the:antagonisms between the capitalist states and. the
U. S. S. R.2 In: the last resort a settlement of this latter anta-
gonism: -will . decide: the. victory . of -either capitalism or Socia-
lisme.: The ocoupationr ef - the . Ruhr was a.continuation..or a
resumption = of - the: war agamst Germany, ~wheregs, neither
France' nor' any other of .the European States waged war on
the U. S. S. R. . .

‘Hence the profundity and the scope of antagonisms is one
thing, ‘but the degree of acuteness is something: altogether diffe-
rent. These two 'conceptions ‘do not  exclude -each other.  The
grdin of truth that lies in Comrade Treints analysis lies -in
his understanding of the" fact “that the - antagonism between
America and Europe on a world scale, in the framework of
world economy, has genuinely assumed tremendous dimensions.
But he confuses ‘this ‘point with another; he: confuses the séope
of this antagonism with "its' degreé ‘of acuteness; he identifies
these two comceptions and this represents a fundamental error
in his ahalysis. T repeat: the Ruhr was o¢cupied, but war against
the U: 8.'S! R or war between. Europe and America did not
break out.,. T ask yoir is it''riot ‘possible for” a situation to
arise in the near’ fufure when, say wdt will break out between
Italy and France, or between France ard England? This ‘is
how ‘the question should be presented. Comrade’ Treint presents
the question duite differently. In' his -opinion such a perspective
is “excluded. The ‘antagonism-between Amterica and Pan-Europe
shuts out everything else from his view; in this light all cats
look .grey to him, dnd he does not’ observe any other shades of
cotour. A ‘practical statesmian, however, should not present a
question ih such“a manner. In the present case a theoretical
error becomes transformed “into a practical error, which is' the
continuation, 'of a great political error. For at the present timie
very acute antagonisms ‘exist among the European States.

- We all know that an extremely bellicose mood prevails at
the present time in Italy. In France even several Communist
muclei vhave passed resolutions in favour ‘of ‘declaring’ war upon
the: Mtu.s:sol‘irni Government.  Of course; -thisi is tantamount to
supporting " the French: ‘Government. This must of course be
severely condemned. It is undoubtedly an echo of the bellicose
aftitude of so-called “public opinion”. Has mot this question
assumed a, certain acuteness? '

Comrade Treint is a wember of the Communist Party of
France, “and ‘the Communist Party of France, in conjunction with
the Communiist Party of Haly, issued a special manifesto directed
against the menmace ‘of a Franco-lalian war. Why have not these
Parties, and indeed all the ‘other European Parties issued a
manifesto against war between America and Pan-Europe? Why
has not Comrade Treint now proposed that we issue a manifesto

against the alleged imminent outbreak of war between America
and Pan-Europe? Is it not because among other things Pan-Europe
does not yet exist? Pan-Europe as yet exists only in the imagination
of Comrade Treint, and se far there is no war between America
and Pan-Europe. It is difficult to carry on war if one of the
belligerent sides does not exist. Comrade Treint sees a most
acute danger in the antagonisms between America and Europe,
I, of course, do not wish tc say that in the event of war breaking
out . between America and Europe that this war will not be
immensely “worse”, greater and far more destructive than a
possible war between Italy and France (I quote this merely as an
example). But that is quite another:question. It is a question of
the scope of the profundity of all the consequences of possible
wars in ithe future and not a question of the prospects oi immi-
nent ‘war and its dangers. - . .- .

.~ The deductions from what has” been said above are as
follows: In my opinion war is possible in the near future between
European States and only later’ war may break out between
Europe and America. The prospect of inter-European war is
more immineént than the prospect of war between Europe and
America. (A voice: “Prospects ot inter-European war!”).

- I repeat: the prospects of'VWarr between European States, or
between European States and the U. S.-S. R., are more inmminemt

-than the prospects ‘of war between the whole of Europe and

America and America and the whole of Europe.
FTUEE TS MV B

“PAN-EUROPE” AND. “ULTRA-IMPERIALISM".

This is the general presentation of the question. Now L
will take up the question of Pan-Europe as such. Is Pan-Europe,
i. e, the .combination of the imperialist powers of Europe into
an alliance of one type or . angiher. at all possible generaily? In
my opinion it is possible in ‘a certain sense, — I will deal with
that later. But our task is not to put forward a general presen-
tation of the question, but to analyse a concrete situation. The
question before us''is a$ follows: Is it possible to expsct in the
riear futuré a combination' 'of European' Poweérs or not? This
question must be presénted Hbsolutely - eoncretely, "and thus
presented our Teply must be in’ the’ negative. Comrade Treint
refers to quotations from Leénin. Thi§ practice has become the
fashion among us. There is not a man in Pan-Europe or in
Ammerica who will not ‘refer to some quotation from Lenin. But
everyone who has read Lenin’s arficle on “The United States of
Europe” must know perfectly well What reference is made there.

i E‘e%{‘ks’o‘ff a_possible combination of the
European imperialists’ as a temperary combination, -principally
as a combination dirécted against the Socialist Revolution. =~

Lenin in that article s

This gives rise to the question: Is such a combination of
European capitalist powers possible in the event of a war between
Europe and the U.S.8.R.? In my opinion it is possible. Such
things have happened in ‘the past. Take the example of the
so-called’ Eurdpean’ expedition to Chifia commanded by Wilhelm’s
generals. This éxpedition was undertaken jointly by the “civili-
sed”” Europeans against -thte’ Chinese “barbarian Boxers”. Is a

Joint expedition "ot the “civilised” governments against the

Bolshevik ' “hordes’ of "Attila” pdsstble in the near future? Tt
is ‘possible. But this is not the only question. Comrade Treint
raises ‘the guestion net ‘on’ the plane of temtporary combinations
against the U. 8. S.R. Hé presents 'ini its full scope a problem of
a Pan-European combination, i‘'e, the formation of a Pan-
European coalition of powers ‘and their economic combination
as is advdcated 'by the' prophets of the Pan-European “idea”.
In my opinion under thé present conditions it is not possible.
“Speaking generally” it"i§ “purely economically” possible. In the
event of war breaking out between:various European powess
there will Be victors. It is quite probable that these victors will
absorb some’ States and- that a clearly expressed hegemony of
the wvictorious powers will be established. If we admit the possi-
bility of a number of wars and the concentration of powers
as ‘a result:of these wars or through agreements, then of course
in the final resort we shall get “Pan-Europe”. But all this would
be possible if such “premises” as the revolutionary working
class, the revolt of the working -class, etc. were totally absent.
The whole process would be analagous to‘the process which goes
on in the reorganisation of industry when large organisatioas
absord the smaller omes. But 10 presert the question in this
manner, particularly in our times, after the first imperialist war,
would be radically wrong. Another two or three wars would
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certainly make the existence of the capitalist powers impossible.
Consequently, real Pan-European perspectives are impossible.
For long before Pan-Europe could be established the proletariat
would achieve victory. War would demand enormous sacrifices
on the part of the proletariat and the political level of 'the
proletariat in our days is far differen{ from what it was in 1914.
This is one of the most important reasons why the bourgeoisie
does not make war so readily. Why? After the first imperialist
war we have the U.S.S.R. After the second imperialist war we
may have something more, but the antagonisms between capitalist
States are so profound that wars will break out for all that.

Comrade Treint collected an enormous amount of material.
He quoted to us newspaper articles written by leading politicians,
hLe gave us the opinions of bankers, Statesmen and intellectuals
who credte “public opinion”, etc. But why has he not analysed
the absolutely concrete “plans”, which are being advanced at the
present time. Take for example the plans of the Vienna Pan-
European Congress. Why did that congress put forward a plan
for a Pan-Europe from which England is excluded? Why is Italy
opposed to the League of Nations? Why has the Leagu2 of
Nations become so weakened? Why is the “Big Entente” breaking
up?, etc., etc. All this should be emphasised. Comrade Treint
declares that the European capitalists have big organisation ideas
which are steadily developing. Nobody will deny that such

tendencies exist. But something else exists also. There are counter-.

iendencies, antagenisms, which Comrade Treint does not see. He
does not wish to see them. Comrade Treint agrees with us that
stabilisation is only relative, but he ascribes a totally different
character to this stabilisation when he ignores these antagonisms.
What was the most “striking” manifestation of this “organising”,
“constructive” etc., idea? The League of Nations. Why did the
Soctal Democrats off all countries blow the trumpet of the
League of Nations so loud? All hopes were placed on the League
of Nations. But precisely at the present time all the hopes lose,
at least, their relative basis. Should this fact be analysed or not?
In my opinion it should.

Comrade Treint, in arguing against my deduction con-
cerning the social instability of contemporary inter-State grou-
pings, regards this as a truism which it was superfluous to
attempt to prove (although this “truism” fundamentally contra-
dicted Comrade Treint’s own conceptions).

But take the very last fact. The agreement between Ger-
many and France at Thoiry. Now the Press everywhere is trum-
peting abroad that things are not rumning so smoothly. In my
theses 1 pointed out that the France-German combination is the
axis around which a great regrouping of forces is taking place.
But I add that this combination bears a rather relative charac-
ter. Most recent facts have proved the correctness of our ana-
lysis which asserts that these regroupings are unstable. Why
does Comrade Treint lose sight of this?

Another remark in passing. In arguing against me on the
question of the relations between Europe and America, Com-
rade Treint declared: Fordism is not only rationalisation, but
it also means high wages and other good things. But this is
a great exaggeration. Facts speak diiferently. In America wages
have not risen during the past two years, and these two years
were years of increased American rationalisation. Everybody
is talking about the policy of high wages in America. But
the high rate of wages in ‘America is the result of all previous
historical development. In America there was hardly any feu-
dalism. The development of America is fundamentally different
from the development of the other countries. The relation bet-
ween the supply and, demand of labour power in the market
of America was different from that existing in Europe. High
wages were dictated by these circumstances, by necessity and
not by the philanthropy of American capitalism. That is the
first thing. The second thing is this: can we in analysing such
things ignore the intensity of labour in America, which is so
much greater than in Europe? Can we ignore the fact that the
American worker is worn out much more quickly than is the
worker in Europe. Moreover, the “full utilisation” of labour
power in America is not carried on for the purpose of raising
wages, but to reduce prices. All this loud talk on the part of
those who advocate Americanisation for the purpose of con-
vincing the workers that everything is excellent in- America
makes no mention of this fact. And Comrade Treint also
ignores it. .
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The “Pan-European” problem is connected with the que-
stion of ultra-imperialism. This question must be placed on
such a plane: is the formation of a world trust of all capitalist
States possible or not? I repeat now what I have already partly
said about Pan-Europe. “Speaking generally”, if we dis-
regard a factor like the proletariat, then the formation of such
a Trust in the last resort is possible. Some States will absorb
others. America, perhaps, would conquer some States, other
States would conclude alliances with each other, etc. If we look
a hundred years ahead and throw aside all factors like that
of the proletariat, then this in the last resort is what would
take place. Such a centralisation of capital within the frame-
work of world economy will become a fact.

Baut this “general” presentation of the question suffers from
“only” one defect, and that is; No place is given in it to the
working class and the proletarian revolution.

The process of development is extremely contradictory: it
holds out the prospects of tremendous crises. In these circum-
stances, being Marxists, we cannot under any circumstances
exclude a factor like the proletariat. Speaking objectively, even
a European war would lead to great proletarian revolutions,
would alter the whole world situation and the result would
be that the dictatorship of the proletariat would not only be
in the U.S.S.R. Hence no ultra-imperialism is possible even
in the course of a hundred years. Hence the organisation of
world economy can be brought about only by the dictatorship
of the proletariat and by it alone. Comrade Treint fails to see
either this or other contradictions. He does not see that Europe
is pregnant with internal wars; the antagonisms between
Europe and America have closed his eyes to everything else.
I am not opposed to a more detailed examination of the’
question of America even in theses, but in that case we must
dea! in more detail with the inter-European antagonisms and
include in the theses other points, for example the point made
by Comrade Kolarov concerning the antagonisms in the Bal-
kans, or develop the theme of the antagonisms in the Mediter-
ranean, etc.

With this I will conclude my reply to Comrade Treint.
I must add, however, that on the whole Comrade Treint’s speech
made a very good impression upon me. He ponders very deeply
over these questions, although he does not solve them correctly.
But in our days even this is a virtue.

THE CHARACTER OF THE CRISIS IN CONTEMPORARY
) CAPITALISM.

Now | come to the question of the character of the pre-
sent crisis. Wherein lies the difference in the appraisement of:
the present crisis of capitalism between ourselves and the
Social Democrats? In my opinion, the difference lies in that
the Social Democrats are inclined to picture this crisis as a
normal “crisis of over-production”. We, however, lay emphasis
on the fact that a most important role in these crises and shocks
is played by the fatal consequences of the war and the post-
war period. This is the principal difference between us. Does
this mean to deny the fact of the growth of the apparatus of
production? In my opinion it does not. To deny that the
apparatus of production has expanded would be an error. It
is a fact. Among us there are various shades of opinion con-
cerning the quantitative appraisement of the growth of the
apparatus of production. In my opinion it is not correct to
regard as Social Democrats, or as Kautskians those comrades
who merely over-estimate the situation somewhat. That is of*
no use. Various shades of opinion may exist concerning the
question of the growth of the apparatus of production. I have
referred to this already in my written report. Now I would
like to draw your attention to the following problem.

We talk about the apparatus of production. But what is-
this “apparatus of production”? Perhaps some comrades will
regard this question as a funny one, but the point of view
from which we regard the apparatus of production is of ex-
treme importance. We can appraise the apparatus of production
from the point of view of value, concretely from the money
point of view. We may take the balance-sheets of various
enlerprises and look down the column referring to amortisa-
tion, or down the column referring to new capitalist invest-
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ments and on this basis draw certain conclusions regarding the
apparatus of production. In so doing, however, we shall be
concerning ourselves with the value of the apparatus of pro-
duction.

It is quite another thing however, to appraise the apparatus
of production from the point of view of things, from the point
of view of the number of machines, spindles, etc,

Finally, there is a third method of presenting the question,
namely, the approach to the apparatus of production from the
point of view of its power of production.

These methods of approach are not identical. We must bear
these distinctions in mind, because some people identify  the
rise in the index of the power of production of the apparatus
with increased accumulation, i. e., with the increass in the sum
of wvalues. This is not correct. It is incorréct also to confuse
the number of machines, the various instruments and other
things with power of production. With important technical
changes the number of machines and instruments may diminish,
but the power of production may increase considerably. More-
over, the contradiction between power of production and the
prevailing purchasing capacity may increase considerably. Hence,
the question of the apparatus of production is not solved so
easily as may appear at first sight. I think that this complexity
causes confusion in the presentation of the question, because
only the conception “apparatus of production” is employed.
The question: from what point of view we appraise this appa-
ratus is ignored. .

Yet, in explaining crises we must bear in mind the important
role that is played in the growth of antagonism between pro-
duction and efiective demand by various technical improvements,
for the apparatus from the point of view of quantitative dimen-
sion and cost, may not grow so rapidly as its power ol pro-
duction. This must te noted.

My second remark refers to the controversy that took place
here. Speaking of the apparatus of production and forces of
production, etc. There is ‘a grain of truth in this, but a hali-
truth is worse than a lie. Marx has analysed such cases. Upon
what does Comrade Lominadze base his argument? He reduces
one case in which there is no machinery whatever to the level
of another case when there is machinery but, it is “not working”.
Everyone will understand that these are two different things.
Non one can say that not to have machines at all and to have
machines which are “not working” is the same thing. In the
latter case I must manufacture or buy the machines, and for this
I must have money. In the first case 1 do not need any money.
This slight difference must not be forgottsn. And this gives
rise to the quastion: how, according to the manner in which
Comrade Lominadze presents the question, would he formulate
the principal problem, which is the problem of the contradiction
between forces of production and purchasing capacity? In his
view there is no contradiction. In so far as the machines are
idle there is no antagonism between idle machines and pur-
chasing capacity. And in so far as he regards all idle machines
as non-existent, to that extent, with a sweep of the hand, he
brushes away the whole question which to us s the principal
question. If we accept his argument, then it follows that a si-
tuation in which there is a contradiction between power of
production -and the purchasing capacity of the population would
never arise. These are the “consequences of rationalisation”
according to Comrade Lominadze!

In my opinion his conception contains a grain of truth:
a “working” machine is not the same thing as an idle machine.
But on this basis to draw the conclusions that Comrade Lo-
minadze arrives at means to drop dinto a sort of “deviation”;
whether it is a “Left”, “Centre”, or “Right” deviation I cannot
say.

I accept as correct the postulate which lays down that
capitalism in our day no longer plays a progressive role. And
when in any of our commissions a South American comrade
tries to talk about the progressive role of capitalism in some
colony, I must say that 1 cannot agere with him. I consider
that it is incorrect in our day to talk about the progressive role
of capitalism as a system, because the centre of gravity at the
present time lies in the struggle between capitalism and Socia-
lism. We already have a Socialist State. An absolutely new situa-
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tion is arising in which the Communists or Comumunist organi-
sations are hghting against the capitalists and capitalism for
influence over those regions, which had not yet been drawn
within the orbit of capitalism or have only been slightly drawn
into this orbit. Take for example China, and the question of
the prospects of its development. Under these circumstances
to talk about the progressive role of capitalism generally and
above all of its ‘progressive role in colonial regions, is imper-
missible. Already at the present time rivalry exists between the
capitalist and the Socialist methods of production. Formerly
there existed rivalry between the feudal and the capitalist methods
of production. Now the rivalry goes on principally between the
Soicalist and the capitalist methods of production. However, it
would be absolutely incorrect to assert that capitalism is in-
capable of any technical improvement. It would be absurd to
assert that the technical improvement of machines is impossible,
because they serve moribund capitalism. A distinction must be
made between the world historical role -of capitalism and the
appraisement of certain technical points. Of course capitalism can
still bring about technical improvements. Comrade Trotsky goes
wrong on this question when he asserts that if capitalism as
a whole is monbund it is absolutely incapable of developing
forces of production. That is incorrect. But the technicai im-
provement of machinery and methods of organising production
is no evidence of the progressive role of capitalism.

STABILISATION AND THE MISTAKES OF COMRADE
RIESE.

I come now to the question of stabilisation. Here in the
first place I must assert, and all comrades will agree with me,
that under present conditions and in the present stage of our
work, we must difierentiate in the question of stabilisation and
of course on the basis of this differentiation we must draw our
conclusions.

Just a few words on the speeches delivered by Comrades
Bittel and Riese, 1 assume that neither of the comrades will
take offence at my grouping them together. I do this only to
save time and not because of the “kinship” of their positions.
Gt course there is no-similarity in their positions. -

Comrade Bittel said that some of the statistics 1 quoted,
particularly the statistics of world trade, were not correct,
and fromr this he draws very definite conclusions. With regard
to the figures I must say that, generally, they are rather inexact.
Comrade Varga may confirm this. The difficulty, lies in the
necessity to reduce various currencies to one common denom-
nator, and this is an extremely complex task. Figures taken from
various sources differ from each other. This has given Comrade
Bittel grounds for a‘ssertin% that the figures we quoted were
wrong. But let us admit, for the sake of argument, that the
figures I quoted are wrong to the extent that he says. Never-
theless this does not refute my theses. The figures may be an
under-estimation, but ome thing is beyond dispute, and that is
that the curve of development during the last few years is
an upward ome. This can be proved by studying amy source
of information. And this is the determining fact. We may err
in the quantitative estimation of ‘the statistics, some errors are
highly probable. But no one can deny the rising curve of de-
velopment. And this is the most decisive factor.

Now with regard to the remarks of Comrade Riese. He
wants fo “maintain principles”, and his “principles” carry him
to the extent of denying stabilisation. He thinks that stabilisation
was “invented’ by the Righ Wing in Germany. Let us admit
that this is so. But then what took Briand to Stresemann it
stabilisation is a pure invention? Is the Cabinet of the French
Republic a body subordinate even to the “Right Wing” Com-
munists? 1 do not think so. The Right Wing is not so strong
as to dictate its will to the capitalist states. How are such facts
to ke accounted for such as the Steel Cartel, etc. This cannot
be explained from the manner in which you present the auestion.
According to you all things remain as before and yet all things
change. The regrouping of various States has a material cause.
It cannot be denied that Germany now nlays a more important
role than it-did before in what was termed the “concert of
Eurone”. Can that be denied? Since this is a fact we must
explain what economic basis there is for it. If the economic
basis is the old one. what has caused this significant regrouping
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among the powers? Can we ‘just simply deny the technical
changes, the trustification ol production, the stabilisation of
currency, etc.? If this had not taken place we should have a
direct revolutionary situation in Germany. Unfortunately, the
German situation is not. such. If this were the case we would
welcome it with-the utmost enthusiasm. But unfortunately this
révolutionary situation, for the time being, exists to the same
extent as does Comrades Treint’s Pan-Europe. “Ex-comrade”
Maslow says that revolutionary prospects in Germany are out
of the question for whole decades. We do not share his view.
But it is a strange thing that Comrade Riese, who stands close
to thé Maslow group, did not say a single word about these
views, Perhaps this -“leader” who has been expelled from the
Party for his non-Communist “wisdom” and “practice”, really
gave utterance to a great truth when he said that the possibility
of revolution is excluded for whole  decades? We would like
to hear from Comrade Riese himself whether he shares these
views or mnot.'If he does not share them he'should have said
so here. We cannot remain silent about this matter when we
discuss these questions. Wherr siletice is maintained about these
things then our :discussion: is+ not about principles,: whatever
eise it may be. ' S '

In my speech at the Russian Party Conference I stated that
the world revolution is marching fotivard in three columns. In
Soviet Russia under certain’ conditions, under ‘conditions of the
victorious dictatorship of the proletariat, and also in China
and -in ‘Great Britain. This .does -not mean that Central Eurape
is not pregnant with revolution. Europe is pregnant with revo-
lution and so is Germany. This is directly duz to the growth
of antagonisms on the background of relative stabilisation.

.~ These are - the, principal features of. the . present position
and these explain.the great changes that are taking place . in
the international arena in the relations of class .jorces and
particularly  among the proletariat. From the manner. in which
Comrade Riese presents the question these points find no ex-
planation at all.

OUR.ATTITUDE TO. CAPITALIST RATIONALISATION.

I will now . turn. to another problem, . the problem, of.

rationalisation. Above all, 1 declare: “Neutral Rationalisation

does 'not exist. Rationalisation‘is a‘concrete process under quite
definife: conditions; either under the 'conditions prevailing undet
the scapitalist system, or else wnder the conditions of the S¢-
cialist system, or of some mixed system. But ratiomalisation
outside any conditions of rationalisation, like something: neutral;
does'not exist"at all, just, “for instance, like technical perfections
(I am for the time Geing only speaking of this side of the
quéstion) must always be carried out in some social environment
or other and not in seme"vacutm §pace. ‘Machinery has never
been applied regardless of all' conditions: it is applied either
in capitalist or else ‘in-Socialist conditions. The machine is the
technical basis of social organisation, and without people - the
machine cannot functiot, ‘it' can only stand idle like something
dead. If, for instance, Cofirade Riese'thtows some machine’ on
to' the moon, it will not ¥e there as a machine, but like ‘anly

othter physical body. A'‘machine only ftinctions when it is in+

cluded in some social organisation:

Now, first of all, I deal with various technical perfections.
I ought to speak about this in greater detail. Comrade Schuller
quotted from Marx to the effect that a distinction stiould be made
between machinery under capitalist conditions and machinery
tinder Socialist conditions. Marx ‘was naturally quite right, and
in so far as Comrade Schuiler repeated what Marx said, he also
was quite Tight. But have Communists or Bolsheviki ever said
that they are hostile to the introduction of machinetv?  No.
They never said anything of the kind.-And have they ever written

that they are in favour: of capitalist technical perfections? Again

I say, never. There have been such tendencies, but they have
been of a bourgeois nature, from the progressive role of cai-
talism they drew the conclusion of a policy of support to the
capitalist, a policy of anxiety about capitalist “progress”. This
was not a revolutionary. but just the opposite — a bourgeois
viewnoint. We cannot be in favour of this “introduction of
machinery under conditions of ocapitalism, just as we cannot
be.against it. In Comrade Jacquemotte’s speech there is a certain

loophole for a' possible conclusion -as 'to ‘the mnecessity " of

supporting the introduction of machinery, .etc.. although he was

speaking of the past stages of capitalism. But under the conditions
ol capitalism, we could by no means do this either formerly or
now. We should mever take up a positive position on this
question. That is for the capitalists to worry about, and not the
workers. The capitalist economic system was “better” than the
feudal system. But that is no argument for ‘becoming a defender
of capitalism. The Russian Narodniki {populists) told us Marxists,
that we would inevitably have to play 'such a role. We, on the
contrary, always said that the various perfections, progressive
economic forms, were not our affair, that they did not concern
us, prolefarian revolutionaries. Our task consists in organising
and rallying the working class in order to overthrow the entire
capitalist order. And that was our position also in former times.
Then, also, we adopted the standpoint of the necessity of revo-
lution and all others were subordinate to this main object. There-
fore our policy is quite clear. The developmient of capitalism is
the business of the capitalists. Cur !ask is to organise the pro-
letariat_and utilise all difficulties ‘conironting the capitalists with
the .object of struggling agai}nst the capitalists. That is how we
presept the question It may be objected that this was in the old
capitalist days, whereas now we have the epoch of capitalist
decline. In reply to this I may réfer' to’Lenin. He wrote in 1916
that we cannot fight against machmgg{‘, Therefore, the argument
about “the decline” of capitalism is ‘nOt“opportune inthe present
case. 1t may be said that in our' ddys the introduction of
machinery has particularly acute results which did not exist
formerly. o . :
~But this. is not corroborated by facts. In the eariy capitakict
epoch when machinery had oaly just been introduced, it absoiu-
tely ruined wide strata of the population. Hauptmanin’s “Weaver”
is a litefary ‘illustration 6f this process. If we, in our propaganda,
were 10 defend  the hypothesis that consequences are now more
acute it wotild be misrepresenting the entire history of capitalism.

"On the other hand, of course, there is 3 great difference
between the present process of ratiomalisation and the former
state of affairs. but the diiference here is not that there is anything
new in..principle: practically all the component . parts of the
process also existed formeriy: the introduction of new machinery,
the conveyor system, Taylorism,-the intensification of labour, —
all - these things existed and nething new. in principle is being
introduced. What is. new is .that all these .methods are being
applied under special conditions, with a special situgtion of
capitalism itself and under special conditions of the class struggle.
Wgat;is NEW -is the soctal environment, the concrete situation
of capitalism and the classes. And the fact that it is now a
questipn of a direct struggle against capitalism, that we have a
tremendous mass of unemployed, that the capitalist offensive is
proceeding, masked by the slogan of ratiomalisation — all these
tactors also represent something new, arising from the specifi¢
position of capitalism, from the ,actuaf éxisting concrete struggle
of social forces. Under such conditions it is necessary to present
the ‘question in the following manner: how are we to lormulate
our tasks and our slogans in order to'be more certain of
winning over the masses. This "is decisive, everything else is
absolutely secondary. Our main policyis to win the masses and
this. general .directive also ,hold$ good -<in  respect to various
partial slogans. From. this viewpoint above all the present
question shouild be estimated. :

Cn. the whole ome .may observe two -sides of a single
process of rationalisatiom: Ty

1. The technical and the organisational side having also
€CONOMmIC consequences: ‘ '

2. The social side.

These are two sides of one and'the same process.

- The technical-organisational side ‘consists in the application
of wvarious inventions, machinery, and apparatus, in new me-
thods (I will not go into whether they are good or not) of
organising labour, in the new relations between the working
class and in general among the people participating in the pro-
ductive process. ‘All this comprises the technical and technico-
organisational  side.

But there is also the social side, which in practice, in-life,
merges into. one complex with' the technico-organisational side.
The social side comsists in the raising of the intensivity of '
labour, .in increasing the proportion of surplus value (i. e,
increased exploitation. of the working - class), in discharging
workers and .changing: the proportion between the number of
employed and unemployed workers, and similar matters. .
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The fact that all these factors are difflzrent sides of a
single process does not give us the right not to distinguish
between -machinery and living people, between the technical-
organisational and the social side of rationalisation.

[ will present the question as follows: what is the centre
of gravity in this question for the Communist Party, for this’
main revolutionary force of capitalist society? In my opinion
the centre of gravity consists in the social side of the process.
Comrade Fiala said -in his speech that my presentation of the
question would be correct for a Socialist State. It is just the
contrary. In the Socialist Soviet State the centre of gravity con-
sists in the. techmico-organisational side. We are fighting for
rationalisation in a technmical sense, we are introducing various
improvements and thus improving the position of the working
class. Fundamentally speaking there is no contradiction in ow
_country between the technical side of rationalisation and the
position of the working class, Our rationalisation is for the
workers and not for the profit of capitalists, it is for an im-
proved standard of living for the masses. ln capitalist States
the most important thing for the Communist Parties is the
social side ot the question. Comrade Fiala was absolutely
wrong, he placed the question on its head and 1 would like
to place it on its feet. Ii everyome agrees that in capitalist
countries, the centre of gravity lies in the social side of the
question, I would present a further question, should not this
main fact find its expression in the formulation of correspoi-
ding slogans? Of course it should. 1f we see the centre of gra-
vity in the social, and not in the technico-organisational side
of the question, this circumstance should be reflected in our
slogans in some form or other.

I will now turn to the strategy of Social Democracy. What
is the Social Democratic viewpoint, what is the aim of Social
Democracy? The views of the Social Democrats may be stated
thus: they really are in favour. of the stabilisation of capitalism,
for the transformation of the organs of the labour movement
into auxiliary organs of the entire capitalist economic apparatus
(under the slogan of “economic democracy”). Such is the stra-
tegy of the Social Democrats, such is its viewpoint on this’
question. On what do the Social Democrats speculate? Their
calculations are by no means foolish; they say: in our country
the workers are not barbaric like the Russians, but Social®
Democratic workers, .technically skilled, understanding progress
in technique, accustomed to value new machinery, good instru-
ments, etc. With the Social Democrats and their slogans of
general recognition of rationalisation, the centre of gravity con-
sists in utilising the labour power of the proletariat as an
auxiliary force for rationalisation, emphasising and magnifying
in the latter its technico-organisational side. This means: they
raise this question :in the factory committees, in trade unions,
etc. in such a way as to concentrate the worker’s attention on
technical innovations, better organisation of labour, etc. People
may e finzly fooled in this manner. And it is done: the workers
are told that they should :put up with the temporary condi-
tions and that after a short time they will again receive
work, etc.

It would be dangerous for us if we were to conduct a
discussion in the factory committee and similar organs on this
technico-organisational plane, while the Social Democrats under
the slogan of “economic democracy” would make use qof this
technical side. We must take care not to fall into this trap.

We mwust again and again emphasise the other, the social side -

of the question. Even if only two workers are discharged from
a factory for the sake of profits for the capitalists, we should
protest; if the intensivity of labour increases without a cor-
responding increase in. wages, we should declare that we are
against this; if the position of the working class deteriorates,
we should struggle against this. In a word, we must concen-
trate our whole attention on the social side of the question,
but not on technical questions. The latter would be very fa-
vourable, not for us but for the Sodial Democrats, who are
out for “economic democracy” within the capitalist system, i.e.,
who are anxious about their role as the supporters of the
capitalist order. That is how 1 presented the question. 1 can
only admit that the formula “struggle against the consequences
of rationalisation” could be wrongly interpreted just because
there exist two processes: on the one hand rationalisation “in
itseli” and on the other hand, after a definite length of time, —

its social oonsequences. I specially discussed this question with
leading German comrades, and we are moving a joint proposal
comprising the following five points which should act as slo-
gans for us:

1. Against capitalist stabilisation!

2. Against all deterioration of the working class position”
due to rationalisation deception!

3. For raising the standard of living of the working class!

4. For Socialist organisation of economy! .

5. Not capitalist, but Socialist rationalisation!

It is clear here that the last slogan is of a propagandist
nature and arises directly from the sJogan of the Socialist eco-
nomic organisation. .

In our formula: “Against all deterioration of the working
class position due to rationalisation deception”, we compromise
the whole process by the word “deception”, avoiding; however,
the difficulties to which I relerred above, By this formula we

-say that the centre of gravity for the Communist Parties con-

sists in the social side of the question. I, therefore, consider
that the present formula is quite acceptable; it is the best of
all the formulae we have found. This question has mow been
dealt with exhaustively.

Now allow me to say a few words about one or two
other questions.

ON THE TACTICS OF THE FRENCH COMMUNIST PARTY.

The Chinese question, the question of the Chinese Party
and the British Party will be examined separately in connection
with the respective points on the agenda. But I would now like
to make a few remarks concerning the tactics of certain Parties.
I am compelled to do this by the speeches of our French com-
rades. Comrade Semard said that he would contest certain “in-
correct remarks” in my report. The main contested point is
the fellowing: It says in the theses, in black and white, that the
Party did not do everything in the critical situation, the Party
slightly overlooked this situation, With regard to this Comrade
Sefmard rf;,mlied to me in certain directions and 1 would like to
refer to this.

- Firstly, Comrade Semard refers to the theses in which it
is stated. that the working class was not able to be mobilised.
Comrade Semard says in regard to this that the very terms of
this are absurd as the working class in general cannot mobilise
itself. The mobilising force he says is the Party; the Party
should mobilise the working class. In miy opinion, this is verbal
hair-splitting.

In order to explain this point, let us take for example the
conquest of power. We say: The proletariat has conquered
power (it goes without saying, under the leadership of the
Party, because without the Party it is impossible, as a rule, to
conquer power). Comrade Semard’s argument, however, is also
directed against this formula. For how can one conquer power
wiithcut mobihising the forces of the working class? Hence there
is nothing wrong in the theses. Now as to the substance of the
question. Here I tell our fniend Semard that I said no more and
no less than what Semard himself admitted. And, indeed, the fact
is that Comrade Semard on the one hand polemicised against
me, while on the other hand he said the same as I said only
in different words. For instance he says:

‘Our Party at that time (referring to the most crifical
moment — N. B.) duning these 48 hours between two
crises . . . was in a certain state of indecision. I do not
say that it wes taken unawares, but it did not sufficiently
analyse the s'tuation and did not immediately issue appro-
priate slogans”.

Is this not a recognition of my viewpoint? Comrade
Semard himself says that they “overlooked” the situation, that
they did not make the necessary analysis in time and therefore
they did not issue the proper slogans. What more do you want?
That was all that I said.

We have the same thing in other places where Cemrade
Semard says the szme thing. 1 will cite for instance the follo-
wing place:
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“Undoubtedly by virtue of a certain feebleness of the
cadres of our Party in certain large districts of France, and
in view of the certain weakness of our apparatus, we mo-
bilised the workers slowly ... But this is a defect of our
Party which we can rectify only by improving our cadres . ..”

Al that is true. But after all the reproach in the theses
were addressed to the Party and mot in any other direction.

Therefore, I am quite satisfied with what Comrade Semard
said here; 1 have not said anything besides what is admitted
by Comrade Semard himself, only he polemicised against my
remarks. )

What was the position at the time in question? There was
general excitement in the®country. Is this true? Undoubtedly
true. The Party overlooked this situation and at a definite
moment did not do what it was necessary to do. This was an
error. We speak of it, not because we have any special desire
to criticise errors, but because we must use these errors {o
draw certain lessons and learn from them.

I have before me a manifesto of the C.C. of the Communist
Party of France from which it is clear how the position is
estimated and how the C.C. had to justify itsell.

It is stated in this manifesto:

“The wind of panic has blown over the country”. That is
the commencement, and what is said further on? Further on
we read:

“The toiling masses have been shaken; they remain in a
state of indecision, they prove to be inactive, they left the streets
at the mercy of Fascist disorders....”

. T ask you: Was it not just here that the Party shouid have
been spoken of and not the working class? Otherwise it amounts
to trying to get out of things and trying to find a scapegoat for
our shortcomings. The workers were on the streets, the workers
were roused. One cannoi imagine such a state of affairs where
the pefty bourgeoisie are in a state of great ferment, while the
working dass stands by and ‘waits. I think that the manifesto
was written incorrectly. To present thé question in such a way
is to weaken the proletariat and is not an appedl for the mo-
bilisation of the proletarian forces. »

Comrades, this little strategy confirms what Comrade Semard
himself said. Errors must be ‘openly admitted and openly for-
mulated.

ON THE GERMAN ULTRA-LEFTS AND THE SPEECH OF
: COMRADE RIESE.

Now allow me to say a few words about Comrade Riese.
I have left him until the last by way of a tit-bit.

Speaking seriously I cannot understand why Comrade Riese
had hidden his own programme in his pocket and not shown
it to us. Evervone in' this hall knows that you have definite
views on the question of stabilisation, although these are ex-
pressed by Maslow. Further, you have a quite exact view of
the so-called “Russian question” which for a fairly long time
you ‘endeavoitred to use‘as a “trump” in your hands. Then you
have a common estimation of the Communist Party of Germany.
For instance I will take the reply to the ultimatum of the Central
Committee where the German Party is reganded as a non-
Bolshevik Party and where you express your views on the
question as to the methods of imternal Party struggle, atout
which it is true you have also said a little now, but not parti-
cularly olearly or in detail. Indeed, the “Russian question” has
played a big role in the internal struggle in the C.P.G., as
also the question on the estimation of the C.P.G. itself. But
you have spoken ol petty methods and kept quite silent about
these most important questions as if they were some kind of
secret illness. Can that be called a presentation of the question
in principle? After all we do not intend to execute you, we
will be moderate, we only want to know what viewpoint you
defend. This would be useful both for us and for you.

After the entire discussion in the whole German Party was
based on the Russian question, one cannot say as Comrade
Riese doss, that they “do not know” how things were in Russia,
snd ko the discussion took nlace bere. No one will helfeve
that. We are ready to discuss here homourably every deviation

and every nuance of each deviation and every serious question no
matter how sharply it be presented. Perhaps you will return
to Germany and say that we did not allow you to speak. But we
want you to speak, we even ask you to do so. And you merely
refer to various trifles. You may reply that we want to discuss
the Russian question afterwards. But ‘we have touched on this
question in our report, ‘brought Tt forward in the discussion
speeches and theses. Every Communist Party should base its
policy on an appreciation of the general activity of the Com-
intern. It is clear for everyone that an underestimation of the
Soviet Union means going over to quite different ‘positions.
Why, the most important things depend upon this estimation.
If, tor instance, we see a preparation for war against the Soviet
Union, if such preparation is really taking place and at the same
time you look upon our country as a capitalist country, or
almost a capitalist country; if at the same time you estimidte our
dictatorship, not as the dictatorship of the proletariat, but as the
dictatorship of the kulaks and semi kulaks, you will in no way
be able to defend us, for, if you wanted to be honest with your-
selves you would have to oppose support for the U.S.S.R.
Korsch, was consistent and said: If ‘the Communist Party of
Germany will defend the Soviet Union in a war, this is analogous
to the German Social Democrats defending their dear imperialist
fatherland in 1914. With Korsch, this is quite consistent and
can be understood.

On such questions omne cannot keep silent: one can make
errors, but not keep quiet. Here a “neutral” position is quite
out of the question, as every problem of international policy,
Ii)nvclttﬁd_'ing German international policy also is entirely determined
y this. :

Why do you speak about a new orientation of Germany
towards the West, why do you consider this a change of prin-
ciple. This is absolutely unnecessary: If in the East there is a
capitalist country, and in the West there is a capitalist country,
this means there is absolutely no fundamental change and the ge-
neral situation has not changed. This is one of the fundamental
questions having general significsnce for the Comintern. If the
C. P. S. U. is a kulak or semi-kubak Party, we cannot allow
this Party to lead the Communist International, In this case we
must break up the International and openly say: “We are in
favour of breaking wup the Infernstional, as this Interrmtiomal
is corrupted by the influence of the Communist Party of the
Soviiet Uniom”. That would be consistent if the premise about
kulakisation  and degeneration be true, then these conclusions
are excellent and 100% correct. Can such questions be hushed
up and, instead of them, can one talk about [hiiringia and about
posters, about the piece-rate question and pass these problems
by in silence? Is this so or not? It is so.

Today for instance 1 was given the last number of the
“Prussian Gazette” where 1 found an article on the Conference
of the supporters of Katz.. At this conference there we- e already
Social-revolutionaries speaking! They said that Soviet Russia
was no betfter than the capitalist Staie, that it had become
a capitalist State. At this conference there were. social Re-
volutionaries and ‘in a short ¢ime theres will propably be
Mensheviks alsc. What does this signify? It is quite clear that
these people arrive at the same conclusions in various ways.
Of course these people do not represemt any force. they are
mérely miserable, confused individuals, objectively playing the
role of counter-revolutionary agents. They will tell fairy tales
aboutsour nrisons, about our G. P. U. an old habit of all
counter-revolutionary parties. This is how they earn their
mis‘i,ﬂa\b}e existence with the help of the bourgeoisie. Their path
i$ clear. 4

But let us take Urbahns and the rest. In their reply to the
ultim-tim to the C. C. of the C. P. G. they stated: “Yes, tractions
are a bad thing for a Bolshevik Party, but within a Non-Bolshe-
vik Party, they are good”. Just think of these words thoroughly
and you will get the line of a consciously conducted split of
the Communist Party of Germany, a Party, which, in the opinion
of the U't-a-Lefts “is not” Bolshevik. And we are striving
for the un'ty of the trade unjons, but-cannot by any means
agres to unity with a mon-Bolshevik Party. We can work in
reactionary trade unions, but cannot be in a political, perhaps
Social Democratic, non-Bolshevik Party in Europe — that we
cannat Ao —. We h~ve onlv one excertion — Great Britain where
the Labour Party has quite a specific structure. It is an inter-
mediary link between the Party and trade unjons. But we
cannct belong to anv Sorizt Dewocralic Parties, thercfore if
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you estimrate the German Party in that way, you yourselves
should leave the Party. if you have the slightest grain of logic.
But Comrade Riese omitted to present adll these questions. It
is very pitiful and very sad. It would be much more expedient
if he were to explain the doubts existing in .the minds of the
so-called ultra-Left workers. We were in favour of inviting
the ultra-Left comrades in order to obtain clarity. We are even
ready to speak on every separate question which evokes doubt
amongst them. But here everything you like has been spoken
about except the main and decisive question.

I would like to say a few words about the orgauisational
methods of the German Party. Comrade Riese says: They are
expelling and expelling without stopping, this is not Bolshevik.
Comrade Riese told us in passing that Givan who propagated
the necessity of a “revolutionary” rising in the U. S. S. &., was
expelled despite the fact that he had the right to defend his
views in the Party. All right, then, but in that case why not ask
Kautsky to join our Party? For there. is absolutely no diiference
between Kautsky and Givan on this most important — world-
question! Wiill we have a real Bolshevik Party if we will collect
all kinds of muck in it? Of course, general and wide “liberty”
would be very great in such a Party,” but piease do not call
it & Bolshevik Party! It would be: any party: you' like, but not
Bolshevik. In my opinion — and I say this quite frankly —
the existence of “Korschists” in our Party is absolutely im-
possible. For ours is a real revolutiopary Party and we kick
out all counter-revolutionaries (Applause).

The system of the worst enemies of the working class
has always been to hide mnder the slogan of “ireedom of
opinion”. Many years -ago I attended the Panty Congress of the
German Social Democratic Party at Chemnitz — Comnade Clara
Zetk'n was ‘also there. — where they excluded Hildebrand
(Bukharin turns towards Treint) who wrote the first book on
mutual relations between Europe and America. (Laughter.) Hilde-
brand justified colonial policy. For that he was excluded. And
the ‘entire revisionist pack howled: what sort of “freedom of
opinion” do you call this? Freedom of opimions, yes — but
freedom of opinions within definite bounds. Otherwise the Party
will not be a Party, but a kind of meeting place for all kinds
of views. Freedom of opinions means freedom of opinions within
the framework of the Party, which is an organisation of people
thinking the same thing. Anything outside this framework has
no connection with the Party. Deviations not affecting the fun-
damental principles of the Party are something different irom
divergences on fundamental problems of ideology. We will
suppress such “comrades” with all organisational measures.

To howl about the poor excluded Givan — is absolutely out
of place. The Party would have been a miserable Party if it had
left Givan in its ranks.

These are my observations on Comrade Riese’s speech.

FOR THE MONOLITHIC LENINIST UNITY OF THE
COMINTERN.
I am now coming to an end.

With regard to the sgnificance of our discussion, it has
not been on a bad level. Many problems of a fairly important
nature have been touched on.

The task confronting our Plenum on the first question of our
agenda consists in occupying a concrete position on the question
of the process of capitalist stabilisation. At former Plenums we
spoke of this in general lines, and now we are comcretising our
general conceptions, we now need a differentiated analysis of the
world situation. As far as our chief tasks are concerned, we also
differentiate them, above all, separating countries with an acute
revolutionary situation. For the countries of Western Europe,
the task also consists in comcretising the general slogans we
formerly accepted, such as the slogan of the united fromt, otc.
We are now deciphering these gemeral slogans. I also think
that we should here concretise the question of the bolshevisation
of the Party. The bolshevising and strengthen‘ng of our Parties
is our main task. Therefore we must above all declare that we
cannot now tolerate fractions in Communist Parties (Applause).
_ The fractions formerly existing in various Communist Par-
ties, were an expression of the weakness of these Communist
Part’es and not sn expression of their particular berefactors
on the breadth of their views. Now our Parties have grown,

become strengihened and this should also find reflection in the
organisational question. Our reply to this question should be
that we cannot now' tolerate any fractions in our Party. The
time when we could allow fractions has gone by. We need strong
Parties capable.of manoeuvring, strong in the community of their
fundamental views, sufficiently compact to win the masses.

We have already said that in general the situation is fa-
vourable for our Party. The most depressing moment has now
passed. We are marching forward in many respects. We have a
fairly good situation on a world scale; we have ‘the Chinese
revolution, we have our constructive work in Soviet Russia and
the British strike. Even if it should end in defeat — which
is '‘not out of the question, and thanks to the conduct of the
leaders, very probable — it nevertheless signifies a colossal
process of movement amongst the working ciass of Great Britain.
This move will inevitably lead to further encounters, to the
revolutionising of this section of the European woiking class,
a section which was formerly the most conservative.

In Central Europe we will have an ever more acute situatiomn,
which is already now expressed in the leftward trend of the
working class. This swing to the Left is a symptom of our
future victories. And from this viewpoint, from the viewpoint
of: strengthening the revolutionary -forces, we require complete
unity ‘within our Party and the same unity within the framework
of the Comintern.

Therefore, our slogan is: down with attempts at,scission!
Long live the real united Communist International, leading the
entire working class to the world revolution! (Stormy ap-

plause).

Aiter Comrade Bukharin’s concluding speech Comrade Ko-
larov read the following two declarations:

DECLARATION 'BY THE MINORITY OF THE
C.C. OF THE C.P. P.

.. ©On behali of the mmiority of the C.C. of the C.P.P. T
identify myself with Comrade Bukharin’s theses.

At the same time I feel in duty bound to bring to the
notice of the Enlarged Executive that in our Party there is
divergence of opinion on the fundamental questions dealt with
in Comrade Bukharin’s theses and speech, tut the divergences
of opinion which exist in our Party are of such a comnlicated
and peculiar character and are so closely connected with or-
ganisational matters, that for these and other reasoms, I have
abstained from dealing here with the question of the situation
within our Party. I consider it more expedient to refer this
question, which requires a careful and thorough examination,
to the special commission.

With regard to the speech made by Comrade Brandt, who is
a member of our Delegation, I have the following statement
to make:

. Comirade Brandt belongs to that tendency in our Party which
is represented by Comrade R. Sch. Kostscheva, Comrade Varski
and others.

. _The basis of the views held by this group on the situation
in Poland and the tasks of our Party is an opportunist attitude
to the question of stabilisation. The same erroneous interpretation
of this question which found expression in the speech delivered
yesterday by Comrade Brandt is to be found also in Comrade
Kostscheva’s and Comrade Brandt’s theses which were olaced
before the Polish commission of the Presidium of the C.L in
July and which are contrary to the interpretation of the situation
and also to the tactics held by the leading group of the C.C.
of the C.P. P.

There exist three viewpoints in our Party with respect {o
the question of stabilisation; a Right, an ultra-Left, and that
of the minority of the C. C. The first viewpoint is a variation
of the Trotskyite interpretation of the question of stabikisation.
The Trotskyite conception of ultra<imperialism and of the
rationing of Europe by America corresponds with the conception
of stabilisation in Poland with the help of the golden rain of
foreign loans, including the Americanisztion of the labowur move-

‘ment. This opportunist viewpoint, which was subjeted to correct

criticism in Comrade Lominadze’s speech, is contrary to the

‘revolutionary perspective expounded in the leiter of the E. C. C, .
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to the Communist Party of Poland. In lien of this perspective

we find in the theses of the said group a perspective of the

passive decline of the toiling masses.

Domski’s standpoint consists in a hurrah-revolutionary,
mechanical denial of the serious character of the stabilisation
efforts, in reliance on automatic collapse and on the inner
stnuggle in the ranks of the bourgeoisie itself.

Both these bs’tamdpuims condemn the Party to political
passivity. :

The third standpoint — that of the minority of the C. C. —
is identical with Comrade Bukharin’s standpoint which sees in
stabilisation not only an objective process, but also an object
of the class stnuggle. In the draft theses brought forward by
us at the September Plenum of the C. C. of the C. P. P. we
use the following arguments:

“The attempts to stabilise capitalism will be frustrated
by internal differences and class antagonisms, by the sub-
opdination of the interests of the productive forces of
Poland to the interests of the capitalist big powers, or else
they must be inevitably frustrated by the revolutionary forces
aroused through these differences and artagonisms.”

In accordance with this perspective, the minority of the
- C. C. places into the forefront the struggle of the workers and
peasants against the stabilisation efforts of the bourgeoisie and
against Pilsudski’s Fascist dictatorship, and also the active role
of the Communist Party in this struggle as the main factor
militating against stabilisation.

The opportunist estimate of the stabilisation in our case is
a phenomenon with a historical basis, and is the outcome of the
Right policy of the Varski, Kostcheva, Brandt, etc. group which
the Party has not yet overcome. It is closely connected with
that appraisal of the driving forces of the revolution which
ascribes to the petty bourgeoisie an independent role in the
first stage of the revolution (theory of two stages), it is swayed
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by disbelief in the revolutionary forces of the proletariat and
has no faith in the capacity of the proletariat 10 bring the petty
bourgeois masses under its leadership. Moreover, this standpoint
is connected with a whole series of tactical questions which 1
refer to the commission for further consideration.

(J. Lenski.)

TO THE PRESIDIUM OF THE VII ENGLARGED EXE-
CUTIVE OF THE C. L.

In connection with Comrade Lenski’s declaration, the Polish
Delegation wishes to make the following statement:

1. This declaration presents a very distorted picture of the
attitude of the C. C. of the C. P. P. to the question of stabilisation
in general and to its prospects in Poland in particular. Our
Delegation has explained the standpoint of the C. C. of the
C. P. P. with regard to Comrade Bukharin’s. and Comrade
Kuusinen’s reports in the speech of its representative, Comrade
Pruchniak, and has identified itseli completely with these theses.

2. Comrade Lenski’s attitude on this question amounts to
an ultra-Left dendial of any stabilisation, which viewpoint found
expression in his articles in the “Novy Pscheglond” (January-
Feruary 1926) and in the “Communist International” (April 1926)

as well as in a number of his speeches.

From this same wiewpoint Comrade Lenski considers the
draft theses which Commades Kostscheva and Brandi placed
before the Polish Commission of the E. C. C. L. in June, and he
distorts the sense of these draft theses.

3. In the Commission we will throw light on all the other
false assertions made by Comrade Lenski.

On behalf of the Delegation of the C. P. P.
(Vysotzki). ‘

After several announcements by Comrade Remmele, on behalf
of the Presidium, the Tenth Session was declared adjourned.
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