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~ Comrade PIATNITSKY (E.C.C.1):

Conirades, I will probably bring a discordant. note into
the discussion. The comrades who have hitherto spoken here
dealt with theoretical questions about the nature of Fascism,
or with other great political questions — capitalist rationalisa-
tion, Left orientation of the masses, — and if they spoke at all
about the Communist Parties, they only mentioned the Central
Committees, 1 want to go down a little lower and to show
what the basis of our Parties looks like, and how C. P. organi-
sations of the capitalist countries are working, because I hold
the view that political questions cannot be separated from
organisational ones. It is only by combining correct policy with
good organisation that the C.I. sections will be able to do
justice to the tasks imposed on them.

. How ocan the growing influence of the Parties be con-
solidated? By good work on the part of the Party organisations,
by close contact with the masses. What is the best way of
establishing this contact? By communist work in the workers
and peasants mass organisations (factory committees, trade
unions. workers co-operatives and sport organisations, L. R. A,
Free.Thinkers organisations, W. L. R., provisional organisations,
mainly strike committees, anti lock-out committees), by the work
of Party nuclei in enterprises.

Then 1 want to show here how the Communist Parties
have worked hitherto in the enterprises. I must remind you
briefly that prior to 1924 — in spite of the Third Congress of
the C.I. passing a detailed resolution on the organisational
question in which the necessity of re-organising the Parties
on a factory nucleus basis was pointed out — these directions
were not put into practice. It was only in 1924 that the orga-

nisation of nuclei in enterprises was taken in hand iir -some
countries where the Party is legal. Till then; the organisations
were constructed according to the territorial principle, according’.
to the residential district of the Party members. Owing .to
this fact, the C.P. organisations did not differ from the orga-
nisations of the Social Democratic Party. 1 will give you,
official statistical data of the Communist Parties. According
to the statistics of the C.C. of Ithe Corumunist Party of,.
Germany, we had in 1925, 1,384 factory nuclei and 110 street
nuclei; in 1926 — 2243 factory nuclei and 1928 street nuclei;
in 1927 — 2107 factory nuclei and 2597 street nuclei; in 1928
— 1556 factory nuclei and 2461 street nuclei. What do we see?
Street nuclei which started their existence in 1925 with 110, reached -
2461 in 1928, In 1925, the C. P. of Germany had 1384 factory nuclei,::
whereas in 1928 this number increased just a little (1556),
although in 1926, the C.P. of Germany had already 2243
factory nuclei. The number of factory nuclei was reduced
during this period, whereas the number of street nuclei in-
creased in the C.P. of Germany.

In 1927, there were in Germany 549 local Party organisa-
tions with nuclei, and 480 in 1928. Thus, the number of local
organisations based on factory nuclei was reduced. In 1927,
there were 1963 local organisations without factory nuclei, and
2358 in 1928. Instead of the number of local organisations
based on factory nuclei increasing, we witness a reduction.

The organisations of ‘the C.P. of Germany in big in-
dustrial centres, such as the Ruhr, Halle-Merseburg, the Lower
Rhine, instead of strengthening their position in the enter-
prises and organising more DParty nuclei, retrogressed, the
number of factory nuclei in 1928 going down in the Ruhr
to 123, in Halle-Merseburg to 63 and in the Lower Rhine to
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60. Out of 27 districts of the C.P. of Germany, in 22 the
number of Party nuclei in enterprises was reduced.

It is interesting that what we witness in the German Com-
munist Party, is repeated also in the other Parties.

In America, there were 166 factory nuclei and 452 street
auclei in, 1927. In 19288, the number was 111 and 468
respectively. Here too the number of factory nuclei decreased,
whereas the number of street nuclei increased.

In Czechoslovakia, there were 1301 factory nuclei in 1926,
and 1013 in 1927; in 1928 — 954. The number of sireet
nuclei in 1926 (street and so-called village nuclei together) was
2500; in 1927 the number of street nuclei only was 663; in
1028 669; as to so-called village nuclei (they give them this
name because it sounds important, they are just ordinary Party
organisations in villages) their number was 3187 in 1927, and
3083 in 1928, These so-called village nuclei embrace mainly
workers employed in urban factories and works, but resident
in the adjoining villages. These communist workers are not
members of Party nuclej in the factories.

What about membership in these nuclei? what is the
percentage of Party members co-ordinated in factory nuclei?
In this respect, comrades, the state of affairs is very unsat-
isfactory. 1 will give you the statistics of 19 districts of the
C.P. of Germany for 1927 and 1928. The percentage of in-
dustrial workers in the C.P. of Germany is considerable,
members employed in factories and works constitute, I am
sure, not less than 60% of the membership. How are these
members represented in factory nuclei: (Remmele: How did you
arrive at 60%? The percentage is much bigger).

Comrade Remmele, if you think that the percentage of
Party members employed in factories and works is even higher
than 60%, as stated by me, the figures which 1 will give here,
will seem even more insignificant,

In 1927, 15% of the Party membership belotiged to factory
nuclei. In 1928 — 12% (I take round figures). In 1927, 47%
of the Party membership belonged to street nuclei, and 42%
in 1928. Local organisations, which had no nuclei, had in their
ranks 31% of the Party membership in 1927, and 43%
in 1928. Thus, the number of Party members belonging to
street nuclei was reduced from 47% in 1927 to 42% in 1928,
i. e. by 5%, because part of the Party members went over
from street and factory nuclei to Party organisations where
nuclei do not as yet exist. These figures apply to 19 out of the
27 districts of the C.P. of Germany. If we take the older
districts of the C. P. of Germany, the })ercentage of Party members
belonging at present to factory nuclei will be 18, and in some
districts, as for instance in the Ruhr, it is 38%, in Upper
Silesia it is 34%, in the Saar Basin 33%, in Erzgebirge Vogt-
land 24%, in Berlin-Brandenburg 25%. I must also point out
that in the Berlin-Brandenburg Party organisation, 60% of the
Party membership belonged to factory nuclei in 1926; in the
course of two years the percentage was reduced from 60 to
25%. The reduction of the percentage of Party members
belonging to factory nuclei in 1928, is not a purely German
phenomenon, it applies to all the Parties.

In America, factory nuclei had in their ranks 1638 Party
members, and 1224 in 1928; the number of members in street
nuclei was 8115 in 1925, and 9461 in 1928 (in connection with
the crisis fin the IC.P. bf America, the mumber of Party
members has probably decreased now).

Let us take Norway. The C.P. of Norway has 5208 mem-
bers of whom only 999, namely 19%, belong to factory nuclei.

In Czechoslovakia, in the industrial centre Bruenn where
80% of all industrial workers are to be found, 10% of the
Party membership belong to factory nuclei. If I remember right,
15% of the Party membership belonged last year to factory
nuclei. 'In Prague, 18% of the Party membership belong to
factory nuclei. In the Vitkovitz works which employs 19,000
workers and which should be the most important citadel of the
C.P. of Czechoslovakia, 500 communists are working, but only
126 Party members belong to the nucleus.

France. We have very little information about the C.P. of
France, but we can see from the few data at our disposal
culled from official Party reports, that the Party had about
56,000 members in February 1928, including 17,448 in factory
nuclei, which constitutes 31.15% co-ordinated in 898 factory

nuclei. In April 1929, at the time of the VI Congress of the
C. P. of France the membership of the Party, according to the
report of the C. C., amounted to 45,000 only 24% of whom
belonged to factory nuclei.

Such is the picture of the work of the Communist Pairties
in the enterprises. What should be done, comirades, in view of
this state of affairs? One should certainly remove from street
nuclei all Communists employed in factories and works, com-
pelling them to join the nuclei in the enterprises. In enterprises
where no nuclei exist, communists detached or removed from
street nuclei, should form factory nuclei. Let us take, for
instance, the Vitkovitz works which I have already mentioned.
Only 126 communists of the 500 employed in this gigantic
works belong to the Party nucleus. The remaining 374 Party
members belong to street nuclei in their residential districts
where no broad basis for Party work exists. If they all belon-
ged to the factory nucleus, our work among the 19,000 men
and women employed in this important works would be given
an impetus. Unfortunately, the Vitkovitz works is not an
exoeption.

In what factories and works are communists employed?
I am giving below a characteristic statistic concerning the C.P.
of Germany which covers 15 out of the 27 Party districts.
This statistic can also be very well applied to all the Com-
munist Parties in the capitalist countries.

(The number of Party members employed in factories and
works is taken as 100):

Party members

employed In enterprises with:

Up to upto up to up to up to up to over

50 workers 100 500 1000 3000 5000 5000

in 1927 36.13 11.39 2156 879 1437 8.09 2.7
in 1928 39.— 11.42 1876 959 1281 3.10 3.21

This table shows firstly, that the mass of the membership
of the C.P. of Germany (79%) were employed in 1928 in
factories and works employing up to 500 workers, and secondly,
that in 1928 compared with the preceding year, the number of
Party members employed in big works and factories, with the
exception of enterprises employing up to 1000 workers and over
5000 male and female workers, has decreased.

That the majority of members of Communist Parties in the
capitalist countries are mainly employed in small and medium
enterprises, is also confirmed by the statistical data of 1929
of the C.P. of Czechoslovakia. (The number of Party mem-
bers employed in factories and works is taken as 100):

82% of Party members
employing up to 50 workers,

67% of Party members are employed in
employing up to 50—100 workers,

20% of Party members are employed in
employing up to 100—1000 workers,

1% of Party members are employed in
employing over 1000 workers. .

are employed in enterprises
enterprises
enterprises

enterprises

There are of course communists also in big and even very
big enterprises, but not in all of them by far. The Party
nuclei are conspicuous by their absence in the biggest enter-
prises of the most important industries, and where they do
exist, they are very small and not up to the mark, because they
are left in most cases without leadership on the part of the
higher Party organs. The Communist Parties must strain every
nerve to penetrate into the biggest enterprises and most im-
portant industries. They (the Communist Parties) must pay
special attention to Party nuclei in the big enterprises.

I will deal now with the work of street and factory nuclei.
To judge by the number of members in street nuclei, one would
think that they are carrying on a gigantic work. But unfortu-
nately, all the data at our disposal tell us that in their work
they do not differ in the least from the old residential organ-
isations. Just like the former residential organisations, most
of them are passive, except when Party campaigns are taking
place. It is very characteristic that as soon as a Party cam-
paign has to be organised, the Party Committees mobilise

° .
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the members of factory muclei in -order to strengthen the work
in the street nuclei. Of course, 1 do not mean to say by this
that there are no street nuclei which work well. Taken as a
whole, they work badly, they meet seldom and wake up only
on the eve of big campaigns (elections) and Party conferences.

The work of factory muclei is not much better. I can see
‘that some comrades are not pleased with what 1 am saying
.about the work of street and factory nucleit Of course, if I
dealt with the nucleus work of every factory and works
separately, I would point out that there is a nucleus in this
or that works which is working admirably, for there are
really in every country factory nuclei which do wonders. But
1 am only giving you a picture of the general situation, that
factory nuclei are working inadequately on the whole, is a
common phenomenon. (Remmele: To listen to you, one would
think fhat no progress is made in Party work).

J

This is not so, comrade Remmele. Already the fact that
Communist Parties have begun to work in enterprises, have
already factory nuclei, which was not the case in 1924, means
success. The Communist Parties had considerable influence on
the proletariat even when the basis of the Party was the resi-
dential organisation of the Party members. But all the big
events of the last decade, since the establishment of Communist
Parties, have shown that it is impossible to consolidate organ-
isationally this influence without the existence (and of course
good work) of nuclei in enterprises and communist fractions
in workers mass organisations (trade wunijons, factory com-
mittees, etc). Take, for instance, the revolutionary events of
1923 in Germany. If the C.P. of Germany had at that time
established close comtact with the workers in factories and
works and had been aware of the mood of the workers
{especially if the C.P. of Germany had been pursuing thean a
correct revolutionary line), the issue of the events would have
certainly been different. The Communist Parties are, of course,
progressing, in spite of the inadequate work of most of the
factory nuclei. But if the nuclei worked better in the enter-
prises, the Communist Parties would be even more successful.
This is what I mean. I do net in the least minimise the suc-
cesses of our Parties. I will show you presently that factory
workers are coming themselves to the Party committees to
ask them to organise meetings in the factories. With a few
exceptions, factory nuclei meet as a rule very seldom — once
a month or once every two months. Factory nuclei work very
inadequately among the workers of the respective enterprises.
How could one otherwise explain the strange thing that factory
muclei did not know that strikes had begun in their enter-
prises. There have been such cases. (Neumann: very seldoim).

I have given many such facts in my articles on Party
construction.

There were cases quite recenily, during the elections to
the factory committees in Germany, which proved that Party
nuclei were not familiar with the mood of the workers, that
nuclei were opposed to independent lists of candidates put up
by the Communist Party and trade union opposition, and that
the workers compelled thém to put up such lists.

1 will describe you the state of affairs in the factory muclei
of the C.P. of France. In the few factory muclei which the
C.P. of France possesses — and you have seen that according
to the official statistics of the C.C. of the C.P. of France —
only 24% of the Party membership belong to factory nuclei —
there is a big percentage of attached members. If we take as
100 the 24% ot Party members who belong to factory nuclei,
the members attached to these nuclei constitute 21% of the
Party membership, i. e. over 1/5th of the members of factory
nuclei. Who are these attached members? They are comrades
who either do not work in enterprises, or are employed in
very small enterprises. We have in many cases a state of affairs
that two to three members of the factory nucleus are employed
in the factory, whereas the remainder are attached members.
In a state of affairs when 1/3 or 2/3rds of the nucleus members
are attached to the nuclei, it is but natural that the nuclei
either do not study the questions which concern ‘the given
enterprise at all, or go into them very seldom, because
these questions can hardly interest the attached comrades, In
g]le capifalist countries, the avenue to factories is closed to

el

Considerable success was achieved in the preceding years
in regard to the publication of factory newspapers. These
newspapers played an important role in the mobilisation of
the masses and in spreading communist ideas among the wor-
kers. These newspapers have serious defects. Nevertheless, they
played an important role. According to the rather scrappy in-
formation at our disposal, there were 170 factory newspapers
in Germany in 1926; 300 in France; 40 in America and 24 in
Great Britain; the latter are published regularly and have a
big edition.

In 1928, the factory newspapers were no longer published
periodically. Their publication coincided mainly with the cam-
paigns. The number of the newspapers decreased in all coun-
tries. According to information re Czechoslovakia, 60 factory
newspapers were published there in 1926; 806 in 1927 with a total
edition of 80,000, whereas now their number has been reduced
by approximately one third. And yet, in as far as work in
enterprises is becoming more and more difficult owing to the
terrorist methods of employers and reformists, these news-
papers are an important factor of propaganda and communist
mobilisation of the masses. Our big press — the editors present
here must not feel offended — is very tedious and has not a
big circulation. Do these newspapers reach the masses? Cer-
tainly not, if we take the masses who are reading, let us say,
the Social Democratic press. Factory newspapers can reach
and do reach all workers employed in factonies and works, and
they are also read by Social Democratic workers. If these
papers are well conducted, if economic demands are linked up
with political demands, these newspapers can be an invaluable
factor.

. Do the C.C’s of Communist Parties and Party Committees
take an interest in these newspapers? It cannot be said they
do. Instead of increasing their number a hundred times, in
many places their nmumber is being reduced. @~ Much more
attention should be paid to the make-up and publication of fac-
tory newspapers. Even in countries where Communist Parties
are legal, factory nuclei are obliged to carry on an illegal
existence owing to the terrorism of the employers. Factory
newspapers, leaflets, etc., provided they be well drawn up and
adapted to the workers of the respective enterprise, can make
the work of the nucleus among the workers of the enterprise
much easier. By the bye, why are factory nuclei doing such
unsatisfactory work? I think that in spife of the old Social
Democratic traditions which consisted in Party work being
carried on — and unfortunately this is still the case in many
places — entirely in the residential districts of the workers
(party organisations were constructed for work in the resi-
dential district of the Party members) which is interfering with
the work of the Communists in the enterprises, — factory
nuclei could after all do better work in the enterprises, if
Party Committees paid more attention to their work. Everyone
admits that one must work in enterprises, but when it comes
to deeds, when some Party campaign must be carried through,
Party Committees generally organise it in the residential
districts of the Party members, through the street nuclei, and
not in the factories or works through the factory nuclei. Re-
cruiting members is generally carried on thus: Communists go
from house to house or stand at street corners and recruit
members for the Party. What is the result of such recruiting?
The result is that the new member has been registered in the
Party but has not been made a member of the nucleus of the
factory where he is employed; he has not been drawn into
Party work, no attention has been paid to him, with the result
that many new members recruited in this manner very soon
leave the Party.

I have already given once data concerning the recruiting
campaign of the French Communist Party. In one bic recrui-
ting campaign, it managed to secure several thousand mem-
bers. The recruiting took place at big public meetings. The
new members left their addresses in the Party Committees, the
French C.P. did not know a long time what to do with them,
where to fit them in: should they be organised  into factory
nuclei, should they be sent to Party nuclei in emterprises where
new members are working, or should they be co-ordinated in
organisations on a residential basis. When they were asked to
report themselves in the Party Committees, at least one third
of the new members did not turn up. If the recruiting of Party

members had taken place in factories and works through Party
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nuclei ‘which would have paid attention to the new members,
would have given them literature and would have drawn them
into. Party work, they would not only have stayed in the Party,
but through them work in the enterprises would have been
strengthened, and contact with the masses established on a
wider - scale. Needless to say that workers brought into the
Party through the *nucleus of thé enterprise where they are
employed, are better known than workers rectuited through
@ house to house canvass and at meetings. One of the reasons
of the constant fluctuation of members in the Communist Par-
ties of the capifalist countries, is not doubt the mode of re-
cruiting Party members.

+;Comrade Manuilsky said correctly in his report that if you

want to learn how to carry on campaigns, you must go to the
French Communist Party, but if you want to consolidate the
results of the -campaign the French Party will not teach you
anything. 1 quite agree with him on’this<point. The C. P. of
France is an adept at conducting big campaigns. But who is
conducting .these Party campaigns? . “L’Humanite” and the
Parliamentary fraction, It frequently happens that deputies go to
their . constituencies without preliminary notification of the local
Party organisations, without the co-operation of these organi-
sations.. They organise public meetings, etc. I am of course
not against Party organs and deputies participating in Party
campaigns. On the contrary, such is their bounden duty. But
these big Party campaigns must be carried on by the whole
Party, by all the organisations including the factory nuclei of
the Party. If on the other hand, big campaigns concerning
important questions are carried on quite-apart tfrom the Party
nuclei, the latter are bound to be passive. I have already
pointed out that in many enterprises the workers have compelled
the factory nuclei or the trade union opposition to put up
their own list of candidates, whereas many nuclei have re-
mMained passive in such an important matter as elections to
factory committees in which all the workers in the enterprise
participate. I could give a whole series of facts published in
Party documents on this subject, but I will limit myself to
a ‘couple of them. It was possible to call conferences of non-
Party workers at the initiative of the Berlin-Brandenburg organi-
sation of the C. P. G. before May Day and immediately after it.
Stichi conferences of representatives of enterprises- could not
have been called, if it had been very difficult or impossible to
carry on Party work in the enterprises. It is not only in
Gern;(ta‘ny that Party work can be carried on in factories and
works. :

. .- Conferences of non-Party workers were held in factories
and. works in Paris before May Day. Comrade Manuilsky has
already. pointed out in his report that owing to these factory
conferences it was possible to carry out full strikes in a number
of enterprises of the metal, woodworking and building industries

on. May Day. Could such results have been achieved without

these factory conferences?

. Here is another characteristic fact which should be men-
tioned everywhere. I mean the case of the expulsion of com-
rade Niederkirchner, chairman of the Plumbers Section of the
mietal workers union of Berlin.. After his expulsion, a big cam-
paign was organised in factories and works among metal workers
by the Communist. fraction of the Metalworkers Union and the
Party organisations for annulment of the expulsion. This was
1 right and proper campaign, and all the other Communist
Parties must learn how to carry out such campaigns. How was
this blow warded off? The communists of the Plumbers section
called a metal workers conference which was aitended by
203 representatives of 151 enterprises. including representatives
of 27 of the biggest enterprises of Berlin. The conference re-
presented 111,153 workers. Doesn’t this prove that we can
work in enterprises if we set our mind to it

.. Here are, what I would call, characteristic quotations (which
I already mentioned) from “Partei Arbeiter” No. 4, p. 100, 1929
(this is a special periodical of the body of active workers in
the German Communist Party). 1 would like to say that such
“Partei Arbeiter” should be published by all our Communist
Parties. Although the periodical has a number of defects, it
is. an excellent paper on the whole:

“In the Pillaw and Block firm in Dresden which
“employs about 1500 workers, - our. nucleus and the first

chairman of the workers council were against our neéw
tactic in the factory committee €lections, and did not want
to put up their own list of candidates. But when, by
means of a leaflet, a preliminary general workers meeting
was called, which was attended by about 500 workers,
it came to pass that the factory workers, almost without
exception, voted for our list and against the list of the
reformist leaders, with the result that our list was the
only one in the enterprise. Comrades in the nucleus where
surprised at this success.”

(Remmele: We-have ‘a dozen of such facts.)
THis proves that one can work: in factories.
(Remmele: And who is denying this?)

Those who do not give an impetus to this work. I have
proved by facts that Party work in enterprises is inadequate.
Here is another characteristic quotation from the same “Partei
Arbeiter”: T

“Leaflets were published also in the Hartwig and Vogel

chocolate factory in order to mobilise all the workers.

A number of these leaflets came into the hands of the

workers of - the Petzold and Aulhorn firm, another big

chocolate factory, with the result that delegates from this

factory came ‘the mext day to our Party committee with

the demand that -a" genéral meeting should be called also’

" in their factory in order to put up an oppositional list

of candidates. Our comrades in this enterprise remained
passive in this affair.” ,

. What does this prove? ‘What 1 have been saying since
1924, namely, that Party work is possible  in enterprises. We
are frequently told that it is very difficult to work in enter-
prises ‘because communists are dismissed. But do communists

really imagine that the class struggle. can be carried on without
sacrifices? : o : ’

When Communist Parties are struggling not only against
the whole apparatus which is under the control of the State,
but also against reformist and yellow trade unions and Social
Democratic Parties, sacrificés are inevitable, What happens if
even all the Communists have been dismissed from.a factory?
The next day our Party Committees must endeavour to send
there other Party members, or they must send the dismissed
comrades to the gates of the factory in order to meet there
those who are in sympathy with us and to organise them into
a new nucleus. This is the only way that our work can be.
done, that we can consolidate organisationally the ideological
influence we already possess. Of course, all of us know these
truths, and yet Party work in factories and work is still very

inadequate, as shown by figures and facts.

. (Neumann: One should not give only the dark side of the
picture.) )

I have spoken and do speak very often about the bright side
of our Party work in general and the excellent work of some
Party nuclei in enterprises. If it weré not for the excellent
work in some factories and works, probably the. people who say
and think that it is impossible to work in enterprises would
be right. The re-organisation of the Communist Parties on:a
factory nucleus basis can after all record a certain amount of
success compared with previous years, just because excellent
work is done in some factories and works.

(Neumann: No-one among us thinks that it is impossible
to work in factories and works.)

Comrade Neumann, if you think that there are no such
Communists in the C. P. of Germany — and it is one of the
best C. I. sections — this does not mean that there are no such
people in other C. L. sections. -

[ think nevertheless that not all the members of even the
C. P. of Germany are convinced. of the necessity and possibility
of working in enterprises, otherwise how could one explain
that only 18% of the Party membership employed in enterprises
belong to factory nuclei. We have in Germany a considerable
nuniber of  revolutionary representatives in the factories and
works of Germany about which I will say a few words later
on. There are trade union representatives in the German fac- «
tories and works among whom are also our Party members.
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Other mass organisations are also beginning to work in fac-
tories and works. I ask you, how will you lead all this work
in the enterprises, if you are not going to have strong, capable
and tried Party nuclei in the factories and works? There are
certainly factories in Germany with revolutionary factory com-
mittees but no Party nuclei. What should you, German comrades,
have done in these cases? You should have taken up immediately
the organisation of such Party nuclei, otherwise it will be difficult
to lead the work of the revolutionary factory committees. I am
very much afraid of a repetition of the experience of 1923,
when the C. P. of Germany had enormous, one can say even
exceptional, influence on the factory committees in Germany.
They were then independent of the reformist trade unions. They
were revolutionary organisations compared with the reformist
trade unions (it was only after 1923, when the German re-
formists saw the revolutionary role which the factory com-
mittees were playing, that they converted many of them in the
course of the last few years into organs of class collaboration),
but did the C. P. of Germany have Communist fractions there
at that time? Did the C. P. of Germany lead the factory com-
mittees through the Communist fractions? If it had led them,
Brandler would not have had to call together the functionaries
in Chemnitz and ask them if one could and should act or not.
If the then C. C. of the C. P. of Germany, headed by Brandler,
had called together in October 1923 the Communists from the
enterprises or had called workers conferences with represen-
tatives from enterprises, the question “to act or not to act”
would not have been decided in a negative sense. But at that
time the C. P. of Germany was inadequately connected with
the factories and works.

(Remmele: This is quite true)

I am afraid, comrade Remmele, that the C. P. of Germany
might again let the leadership of revolutionary factory com-
mittees slip out of his hands. I am afraid, in this respect of
a repetition of the experience of 1923. Am I justified in this?
Yes, I am, for if there are no communist nuclei in enterprises,
if communists in factory committees, trade unions and other
mass organisations are without Party leadership, this will mean
that Party committees will not be able to lead mass organisa-
tions through communist fractions and will not be able to con-
solidate organisationally the ideological influence which the
Communist parties have on the working class.

I will deal now with the question of revolutionary represen-
tatives. Prior to the Congress of the C. P. of Germany much
was written, and at the Congress itself much was said, about
revclutionary representatives who must be elected by factory
workers. We here were not quite clear as to their role, as
to who is to lead them. On comrade Ulbricht’s arrival, we
asked for information about the role and functions of these
revolutionary representatives. It seems that the institute of re-
volutionary representatives in enterprises must work under the
leadership of the factory ‘committees. It must be the organ
through which revolutionary factory committees will have their
tentacles in all shops, departments, etc., of the enterprise, I am
only afraid that the organisations. which already exist in the
enterprises and those which are to be formed will begin to
compete with one another and will bring chaos. into the work.
If there is a revolutionary factory committee, and side by side
with it, an institute of revolutionary representatives not con-
nected with it, the latter will be an unnecessary organ because
it will have no constant work, which means that it can lose its
influence on the workers. But in factories and works where
the factory committees are reformist while the revolutionary
representatives are under the influence of the C. P. they must
be set against the reformist factory committees, and with their
help one will have to act against all organs in the enterprises
which are in reformist hands. I shall be very glad if the Ger-
man comrades would define the functions of the institute of
revolutionary representatives in this manner, because I am an
enemy of all organisations which. are formed only to exist on
paper. Every organisation must have definite functions, but if
it has no such functions: or if there is no longer. any need for
them, it is better to dissolve it, for such organisations are only
wasting the time of comrades who belong to them.

I will deal now with the role of the Party nuclei in fac-
tories and works' and with the role of factory newspapers in
periods of illegality. Where can we get in contact with the
workers ‘when Communist Parties have been driven under-
ground, if not in the factories and works? Regardless of all

difficulties and of the efficiency of the spying system of the
employers, there is no such force which couid prevent com-
munists distributing leaflets in lactories and works, exchange
views with workers: at the bench in the factory itself, at the
factory gates or when they go together to work or aiter work,
when they are together with the tactory workers in trains, etc.
The chiet base of Communist work in times of illegality, can
and must be only the factories and works.

What is the state of affairs in Rumania and Yugoslavia?
The C. P. of Yugoslavia and Rumania had no factory nuclei,
which means that they had no connection with factory workers
before they became illegal. If they have not lost all contact
with the workers, this is only due to the fact that some of thg
trade unions have remained with them. Although these unions
are not working very adequately, our Parties have been able
to keep up through them some sort of a connection with the
factories and works. If I remember right, it happened in Ru-
mania that during the peasants’ march on the capital, the miners
organised a “smychka” with them regardless of and without
our Party. That our Party was not connected with them is a
fact. If the C. P. of Rumania had small nuclei in the factories
and works, could Communists have been driven from there?
The Yugoslavian and Rumanian Communist Parties must do
their utmost to co-ordinate the Party members ‘employed in
enterprises into factory nuclei and must begin to publish fac-
tory newspapers and leaflets. Thereby they will re-establish
the connection with the factory workers. The Yugoslavian and
Rumanian example must be taken into consideration by all the
C. 1. sections, because the accentuation of the class struggle
noticeable throughout the world is bound to increase reaction.
The May Day incidents in Berlin have shown that Social Demo-
crats who, by words, have been always setting against the Dic-
tatorship of the proletariat of the Bolsheviks in the U. S. S. R.
the “pure democracy” of the West, have suppressed the central
organ of the C. P. of Germany, which made of course the
leadership of the Party and the working class very difficult.

By the bye, as I have come to speak on Germany, I want
to find out how the central organ of the C. P. of Germany was
published when it was suppressed. I was told — and I would
like the German comrades to confirm it — that the “Rote
Fahne” did not come out regularly every day after its suppres-
sion.

Here is another fact. The Red Front Fighters’ Bund has
been suppressed. The leaders and rank and file of the Bund
and of the Communist Party of Germany declare that the Red
Front Fighters’ Bund exists, that they defy the proscription.
But there is the illegal “Rote Front” which you could not issue
allegedly for the reason that you had no money. A Party
which has 125,000 dues paying members, a Party with collossal
influence on the German working class, could not find means
for the publication of an iliegal central organ of the Red Front
Fighters. Had the publication of the Red Front Fighters ap-
peared regularly, it would have shown to the broad masses of
workers who are incensed over the outlawing of the organisa-
tion and who are very well disposed towards the Red Front
Fighters, that it really lives.

I will now take up the work of the local Party organisa-
tions. Do you think that if the local Party organisations, district
committees, Party committees and sub-district committees would
be sound organisations, that if they would function properly,
such a state of affairs in the factory nuclei would be possible?
It seems to me that there is no need to expatiate on.the matter
and that anyone of us would readily reply that theése organisa-
tions did not work as they should have, because if they had
worked properly they would not have chiefly occupied them-
selves with the publication of posters and the circulation of
handbills, but would have chiefly devoted themselves to the
establishment of intimate contact with the nuclei, the factories.
They would have worked there perhaps to the detriment of
the vast quantities of circulars which are being distributed. But
they have not worked along these lines, and if they have, the
work was badly done. Why do they work badly?

They are excessively centralised which renders the intiative
of the local organisations difficult, which kills their initiative.
The local Party organisations are waiting for instructions from
the centre. The idea of the local organsiations is that when
the centre will give them instructions, they are sure to make
no mistakes and that they will not be accused of deviations.
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If they will receive instructions from the centre then they will
start to work. But since resolutions and instructions are fre-
quently late, the Party organisations are kept in suspense and
do nothing or very little. This situation must be altered. The
Party organisations must not wait for instructions from the
centre on each given question, but should work within the con-
fines of the general directives outlined by the Party Congresses
and the decisions of the Plenums of the C. C. independently.
How will they be able to receive instructions from the centre
in case of great events if they will be cut off from the centre?
Seli-initiative must be developed by the local organisations.
Moreover, for the sake of economy, posters, leaflets, circulars,
etc., are published in the centre and then sent to the locals.
#But as the post is sometimes late and the material is not de-
-livered in time, and now and then the railway and post officials
destroy or throw away the posters, the locals remain without
them. In addition to that, if manifestoes are written in the
centre, they contain only general issues. If the local organisa-
tions would write their circulars, perhaps they would be bad,
but with all that they would take local conditions and local
issues into consideration. Such manifestoes and circulars would
be ten times more useful than the posters and manifestoes which
come too late from the centre. That is a fact. But since the
centre does everything and everything is centralised, what is
the result? The central apparatus are very big, employing 50
to 200 men, while colossal industrial districts, with very few
exceptions, have not a single salaried worker in the Party and
sub-district committees. This is fact. Let the comrades tell me
that it is not so and I am prepared to admit that I am wrong.

Now a few words concerning the membership fluctuation
in the Parties. Here are some figures concerning a few of our
Parties. I take the statistics of previous years to show the ex-
tent of the membership fluctuation,

In the Communist Party of Czechoslovakia there were in
1924 138,996 members. In 1925 the membership was 93,220,
in 1926, 92,818, in 1927, 138,000, in 1928, during the VI Con-
gress.of the C. 1. 150,000, and towards the end of the same
year 91,000. In 1929 the organisation has only 81,432 dues
paying members.

(Ulbricht: That is not true. It is absolutely wrong. It is
Jilek’s invention.)

Comrade Ulbricht, firstly if 1 remember right, Jilek was not
at the head of the Party in 1924, secondly, we are taking the
official figures given by the C. C. of the Czechoslovakian Party
in the reports to its Congresses.

In 1926, for example 26,801 people joined the C. P. Cz.
Added to the 93,220 members of 1925, the membership in 1926
should have been 120,021. But we fiind that the 1926 member-
ship was only 92,818. This means that 27,203 members with-
drew from the Party in 1926, which is 402 more than the
newly joined.

In the Communist Party of Great Britain the membership
in 1925 was 5,000; in April 1926 it was 6,000; in October 1926
— 10,730; in January 1927 — 9,000; in March 1928 — 5,556.
In 1929 the membership is according to some figures, 3,500,
and according to others, 4,000. Britlish comrades, are these
figures correct?

(Campbell: They are correct.)

In the French Party there were in 1924, 68,191 members;
by the end of August 1925 the membership was 83,326; in 1926
it was 65,230; in 1927 — 56,010; in 1928 — 52,526. In 1929
it is only 46,000. During that period the Communist Party of
France launched several membership drives. In 1926 it took
in 5,000 new members, in 1927 it took in 2,500 members in
connection with the membership drive in the campaign against
the military bill. But with all that the membership of the French
Party has been diminishing from year to year.

The Communist Party of the United States accepted in 1923
6,532 members; in 1924 — 8,456 members; in 1925 — 4,100;
in 1926 — 2,731; in 1927 — 3,257; in 1928 — 2,452, All in all,
27,168 people joined the Party in the course of five years. But
in 1929, the membership of that Party is from 9 to 11,000.

From the report of the Berlin-Brandenburg Party organisa-
tion at the district Party Conference of April 1929, we find
‘that it accepted in 1928, 6,087 new members, and that 4,965

withdrew from the Party. This means. that the. mémbership of
the Berlin-Brandenburg organisation has increased only by
1,122 as it lost a good many members.

I am not giving any statistics. concerning the German Party
as its membership has in the last few years remained stable
(124,000 dues paying members). This of course does not in-
dicate that there is no fluctuation in the organisations of the
German Party.

Is this membership fluctuation in the Sections of the Com-
munist International something accidental? If the Party orga-
nisations will work properly and look after each member that
is accepted, most of them will of course remain in the Party.
Of course, a certain number of members falls out when moving
from place to place ,etc, but this does not explain the fluctua-
tion in the Party membership. If the Parties. would undertake
the task of increasing their membership and keeping the mem-
bers by all means, they would: be able to: do: so and increase
their membership. The increased membership they would be
able to use in the work of the Party organisations, as well as
in the mass organisations. It is only by looking atter the new
adepts that this fluctuation cam be diminished: Is that possible?
It is. We are told that it is the opportunists, people who are
afraid of difficulties, etc., that leave the Party, while those
remaining are 100% revolutiemaries. But in: the following year
some of those who are called revolutionaries also withdraw.
An explanation like this is, too shallow. It must be admitted
that there is fluctuation in all Communist Parties, a thing which
must be combated, and it must be combated hy means of better
wark on the part of the local Party organisations. Workers
«who join the Communist Party regard: that organisation as a
revolutionary Party which champions the interests of the work-
ing class and is capable of leading the workers. They expect
to find in the Party organisations constant activity. But in most
cases they do not find that. I analysed the data given by the
C. P. G. in the pages of the “Communist International” after
the VI Congress of the C. I. concerning the causes prompting
members of the German Party to leave the organisation, and
what happens to these ex-members. (This data is elaborated
best by the German Party.) I found that it is chiefly the young
Party members who leave the organisation because of the un-
satisfactory work of the locals. In time of big campaigns they
help the Communist Party. This means that they do not go
to other parties and they consider the Communist Party their
own. During the recent elections in France, at least 300,000 work-
ers helped the French Party in the election campaign. But these
people do not join the Party as the Party organisations cannot
interest them with necessary and useful work. :

What must be done in order to decrease the fluctuation?
Of course I cannot give you a prescription which would be good
for all times. There is no doctor who never makes a mistake.
It seems to me that the adoption and carrying out of the points
I am going to indicate would help the local organisations in
combating this evil. I suggest that:

1. Instead of giving paper instructions to the local Party
organisations, it is necessary to send live instructors for a con-
siderable length of time. If instructors are sent for three days,
and it happened in Germany that an instructor came around,
saw that something was wrong, told the Party committee, the
higher body, about it, and went away, not much good comes
out of it. Instructors should remain for some time in the local
organisations and actually try to help to arrange’their work.

2. It is necessary to look after the carrying out of decisions.
We have excellent decisions, there is nothing that can be cri-
ticised, but how many of them are carried out? I think that it
is high time to control the carrying out of decisions and to see
how they are carried out. It is better to pass fewer resolutions,
but to carry those that have been passed into operation.

3. The best people should be put at the head of the local
organisations. However, now the best people are kept in the
centre. There they sit in the apparatus and write and despatch
lifeless paper instructions.

4. Tt is necessary to call periodical conferences on the
question of Party structure, on a national, district, and sub-
district scale.

5. It is necessary to teach in all schools of the Sections
of the C. 1. subjects on Party structure. At the present time
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these schools teach all kinds of nonsense, they even teach
oratory, but do not teach on the subject of Party structure.

6. It is necessary to distribute properly and expeditiously
the Party forces. The situation in the Parties now is such that
active members are over-burdened and have so much to do
that their work cannot be of benefit to themselves or to the
Party.*

(Neumann: Quite right.)

At the same time, from 30 to 60% of the Party members
are passive and do nothing. I do not propose that they be
expelled as. many are inclined to do, I merely suggest that
Party duties be properly distributed amongst members, so
that no comrade would have more than two duties. (Under
illegal conditions of course they may have more).

(Manuilsky: The same happens in the Comintern appa-
ratus.) :

Comrade Manuilsky, I will be very much obliged to you
if you will help to carry out in the Comintern apparatus what
1 propose.

7. It is necessary to improve and strengthen the leader-
ship given by the Party Committees through the Communists
and Communist fractions in the mass labour organisations.

Now as to the question of cadres. The comrades always
complain that we have no cadres. But it is my impression that
they think that cadres can come down from somewhere or
other, from the skies. How are cadres formed? Cadres are
created in organisations which act, which work. In Parties
where there are no cadres it means that these Parties do not
. work properly. That is quite obvious. Do you think perhaps
that all that is necessary is to send comrades to school and
to teach them Communist wisdom in order to develop cadres,
and that no practical experience is mnecessary? The necessary
cadres cannot be secured this way. I do not mean to say
that 1 am opposed to schools. On the contrary, I am in favour
of teaching on the subject of Party structure in the schools,
I always maintain that schools are necessry. But the comrades
must understand that the schools alone cannot give us the
necessary cadres. The schools must train the comrades who
already have some practical experience, In this connection,
the experience of the C. P. S. U. is worth consideration. Up
to 1917, we Bolsheviks had some two or three schools abroad.
The comrades attending these schools were many years in
the Party engaged in underground Party work in tsarist
Russia. The Russian Bolshevik cadres were forged at practical
‘work. I think that two thirds of the workers of the old Bolshe-
vik guard had no opportunity whatever to study and to finish
Party schools or courses. This, however, does not mean that
the cadres of the old Bolshevik guard were bad workers.

There is another bad feature in the Sections of the C. I,
and that is that our cadres, the few that we have, are people
who have come to us from the Social Democrats, Why have
the Communist Parties to this day not yet started to work
among the workers in the factories and mills? Chiefly because
these cadres are former social-democrats who want to be re-
volutionaries, who really are revolutionaries, but who still
suffer from the old traditions and the old social-democratic
experience. They argue: we have managed 30—40 years without
work in the factory nuclei, why must we now change our
methods of Party work? In the old organisations built on the
residential basis, with a membership of 50 to 150, fewer active
workers were necessary than now when in the factory and
street nuclei there are in most cases not more than from 3 to
50 members. In each nucleus there must be at least one ex-
perienced active worker. The more poorly the Party nuclei
work, the more inactive they are, the less hope is there to
secure the necessary cadres for the Communist Parties. All
energy must be exerted in order to overcome this vicious
arcle. Without intensive work of the nuclei, the local Party
organisations, the Communist fractions in the mass organi-
sations, the necessary cadres will not be formed. There must
be no division of Party workers into political, organisational
and practical workers, which exists in many Sections of the
C. L at the present time. All political workers, including news-
paper editors, must work in the nuclei, in the local Party
organisations. By this the activity of the Party organisations

will be raised and the necessary cadres will be formed. The
new cadres which we are now in need of, and which would
approach this work in a new way and would be able to cope
with the new tasks confronting us, the revolutionary tasks, can
be taken from the Young Communist Leagues. These Leagues
must give us new cadres,

Now as to the work of the Y. C. I. and its Sections.

What has the VI. Congress of the C. I. decided coucer-
ning the Y. C. L.? It decided:

“The Congress instructs the Young Communist Inter-
national fo examine the question of the tactics and the
methods of work of the Young Communist International,
with a view to embracing larger sections of the working
youth, to adopting more varied methods of recruiting.....
Further:

“In those places, where young workers are not eli-
gible for membership in the trade union it is necessary
to proceed to organise, under the leadership of the Young
Communist Leagues, special youth societies, the object of
which shall be to fight for the economic needs of the prole-
tarian youth.”

(From the Theses of the VI. World Congress on the Inter-
national Situation and the Tasks of the Communist Inter-
national, § 39.) :

How much has been accomplished during this year of
what 1 have just said? We have figures to show that the
Y. C. L. has not only done nothing towards the carrying out
of the decisions of the VI. Congress, but that matters are now
even in a worse state than they were prior to the Congress.
Here are some of the figures. ;

The Young Communist League of Czechslovakia had -at
the time of the V. Congress of the Y. C. 1. 12,780 members;
now it has only 10,000 — on paper. In reality, it has only
5,000 dues paying members. This figure (5,000) is even men-
tioned by Comrade Khitarov in his article in the “Pravda”.

The Young Communist League of Germanv had 20.000
members at the time of the V. Congress of the Y. C. I. Now
it has 22,000 — a slight increase.

The Young Communist League of France had 10,000 mem-
bers at the time of the Y. C. I. Congress. Its membership now
is 8,000 — which is a decrease. .

The Young Communist League of Sweden had 14,600 mem'r'

bers at the time of the Congress, and now if has 14,652. Here
it would seem that matters are not so bad. That is a peculiarity
of the Swedish Party. T cannot go into the history of the
Swedish Party and Y. C. L. at the present time. The comrades
know that themselves, .

The Young Communist League of Great Britain had at the
time of the Y. C. I. Congress 1,400 members, and now only 900.

The Young Communist League of America had at the time
of the Congress 2,480 members, and now 3,470.

The Young Communist League of Austria had at the time
of the Congress 1,300 members, and now its membership
is 1,000.

The Norwegian League had 3,000 and now it has 2,800.
This proves that not only have we failed to move a step
foméard since the Congress, but we have actually gone back-
ward.

I will now compare the Y. C. 1. membership with the
respective Party membership. In Germany there are 125,000
dues paying Party members, and 22,000 Young Communists.
In Czechoslovakia the respective figures are 81,432 and 5,000.

(Khitarov: And where was the Party?)

I will still speak about that, Comrade Khitarov. You need
no think that I am criticising the Young Communmist organi-
sations only.

In France the Party has 45,000 members and the League
8,000. The Swedish Party has 20,000 members and the League
14,652. The American Party has 11,500 and the League 3,479.

. o o
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T-hé British Party has 4,500 members or 3,500, and the League
has 900 members.

. The basis of the Young Communist Leagues can and should
be wiuer wan thalt O Iue raries. 1fe  (oulg  COMMunIst
yeagues nave ile vast reserves 01 young WOTKers, wino nave
no social-uemocratic traaiions, to diaw ineir rorces irom. 1he
YUL.s can*’teacn inem COMMIUNISIL 1ore easity tnan the l-ar-
ties whicn have 10 aeal with. aauits who are poisoned witi
the venom of social-democracy, reformism, catholicism, etc. ‘Lhe
COMuuunist artes 1M accepung new Iemoers, pui orward
certain conditions, but tne xti.'s can ana shoulu accept the
young workérs into therr orgamsations without any condi-
uons. Howéver, the basis of the Young Communist Leagues is
not becommng wiaer, but narrower. lhe working metnoas
used by the Y. C. 1. must be changed. [he Y. C. L.'s must reach
the young workers everywhere — in the school, the factory,
the evening school, tne sport ground, the singing and musical
societies, tne tenement houses, and finally the Christian, So-
cialist, Catholic and similar youth organisations. lhe youth
go to the Christian Socialists, the Catholics and Liberals, be-
cause they ‘want to find a field where to use their energy. [hey
want to do something, they want to learn. The Y. C. 1. must
endeavour to draw over these-youths, to absorb them., They
have no traditions and it will depend on the organisations
which they join now as to what they will be in the future.
Urgent steps must be taken in order to improve the mass work
of the Y. C. L and its Sections. The Communist Parties will
‘get no cadres unless the Young Communist Leagues will pro-
iduce’ them. How narrow the basis of the: Young Communist
League is even in Germany may be seen irom the fact that
over 00% of the membership of the C. P. G. formerly belonged
to the Social-Democratic and independent Social Democratic
Parties and up to. 1928, only 2.57% or 1,916 people had been
transferred from the Y. C. L. {o the Party (in 19 districts with
-a. membership of 70,649).

Are the Y. C. 1. and the Y. C. L. organisations alone to
blame for that? No, not by any means. 1he Communist Parties
devote very little attention and do mnot do any Y. C. L. work.
Moreover, the Young Communist lLeagues have. oiten thad to
help the Comintern to correct the poucies of the Communist
Parties not only on Young Communist work, but on all work
in gefieral. lf our Communist Parties would devote greater
‘attention and - energy, if they would give more assistance to
the Young Commumst Leagues in their work, the latter would
become a wide reservoir for the Parties. The Y. C. L, situated
in Moscow, cannot work in Germany and elsewhere. By this
] do not mean that the Y. C. 1. is not fo blame for the bad
state of affairs in the Y, C. L. organisations in the capitalist
countries. The Y. C. I is responsible. I am not against the
Y. C. 1s ‘dealing with politics, I am not in any way opposed
to its consideration and solution of Comintern problems as
a Section of the C. I. Neither am I opposed to the Y. C. I’s
‘being a militant organisation. On the contrary, this is absolutely
necessary. But that does not free it irom the duty of working
-among the masses of young  workers. It does not iree the
Y. C. I. irom seeing to the work of the Young Communist
.organisations in all broad youth organisations, wherever young
workers are to be found. If it is necessary in the interests of
winning over the young workers, we may even go to the
Christian Socialists and Catholic and liberal youth organisa-
tions. in brief, the Young Communist organisations must work
wherever young workers are to be found; but the position
of the Y. C. 1. was hitherto entirely different.

. There is nothing to keep the young workers from joining
4he Yoing Communist organisations. Communist Parties must
‘devote greater attention to the Y. C. L/s than hitherto. In
25 ‘districts in which the Communist Party of Germany has
105,000 members out of a total of 125,000, only 843 belonged
in 1928 tothe Y. C. L. The Y. C. L. of Germany has 22,000 members.
Can these 843 Party members lead the German Y. C. L.? We
cannot . believe that all of the' 843 Party ‘members . are active.
By no means. There are surely passive members amongst them.
That ist insufficient. The Y. C. L. must be given more attention
;and time. Are we going to have a respite of 10 or 15 years
that 'the Communist Parties pay so liftle attention to the work
‘of the Young Communists? We must not forget that class
“battles’ may begin quite unexpectedly, any day. Then it will

be too late to try-to improve our Y. C. L. work. We must
therefore take all necessary steps right now to ensure that the
Y. C. 1. makes a change in its working methods,

When I speak of the shortcomings of the Communist Par-
ties in their Y. C. L. work, 1 do not mean to say that the
E. C. C. 1. is not to blame for the poor mass work done by
the E. C. Y. C. I. The E. C. C. 1. did not persist, it did not
verify, it did not assist the Y. C. L. in adopting new working
methods, such as the VI. Congress of the C. L. called for. The-
Y.C.L is given absolutely inadequate guidance by the E. C.C. L
I say this not because 1 want to accuse anybody in particular.
But the time has come when the question must be seriously
raised so that the work and methods of work of the Y. C. L
may be changed. The Y. C. I. must be a militant organisation,
it should take part in the affairs of the Comintern just as the
other Sections. of the C 1., it should help the Comintern in its
struggle against the opportunists, against the Right wingers,
against all those who do not carry out its policies, but it must
devote some of its time, the greatest part of its time, to work
in the factories, to work among the young workers.

Comrade Khitarov said here yesterday that the Y. C. L
called out representatives of the national Y. C. 1. organisations,
received reports from them, and gave them instructions showing
them that they did not sufficiently work among the masses,
etc. That is very nice. But you have not done everything, Com-
rade Khitarov. When leaders of the Communist Parties make
mistakes, you Y. C. 1. members demand their removal, you
insist upon certain organisational measures. That is alright.
But why have you not removed leaders from the national or-
ganisations who perchance accept good resolutions, who are
orthodox 105% or perhaps 120% Communists, but since they
cannot work among the masses they cannot be at the head °
of the national youth.organisations. Remove a few of such
comrades from their positions, replace them by others, by
better people, by comrades who. know how to work among
the masses. I listened very attentively to what you said yester-
day, but you said nothing about any change in the leadership
of the national Sections of the Y. C. I. on the principle of
securing good and skilful work among the masses.

(Khitarov: The Young Communist League is an educational
organisation, don’t forget that.)

Yes, the Young Communist League is an educational or-
ganisation. It must educate the youth by more than one method,
the method of accepting good and sound .resolutions within .
a marrow circle of members. It must educate the broad masses
of the youth. Is this education unnecessary in the broad masses
of young workers? If the Y. C. L. will not educate them, the
bourgeoisie will do  it. Until now, you have been educating
only a very small circle of comrades who do not work among
the masses or work badly.

Now as to work in the broad mass non-Party organisa-

tions. Much has been said here about the mass organisations.

But I want to point out that as yet, we have no Communist frac-
tions in all these organisations. These mass organisations are
not yet properly guided by the Communist Parties through
their fractions. Wherever such fractions exist, they work badly.

‘The mass organisations themselves are not yet everywhere real

mass organisations. Let us take the I. R. A. It is a mass or-
ganisation partly only in Germany, In the other couatries, it
is by no means a mass organisation as yet. This is a fact. As
to the trade unioms, even in Germany the Party Committees
did not adequately guide the Communists working in these or-
ganisations. However, it is not difficult to” work successfully
in trade unions. This is illustrated by the successful trade
union work in Germany in the metal, mining and factory workers”
unions, I have already pointed out how energetic work was
done in the factories against the. expulsion of Communists.
This shows that it is possible to work and all that is neces-
sary is to have the knack of doing it. If the Communist Par-
ties will work as they should in the unions, I am convinced
that they will secure invaluable opportunities of being more
closely linked up with the broad masses. For this, it is neces-
sary to give better guidance to the Communist fractions where-
ver such exist and to undertake their organisations wherever
they are still absent, Until now, this has not been done to a suf-
ficient extent.

I will go into detail of Communist trade union work. in
two countries only — Italy and China.



No. 44

International Press Correspondence 939

I want to tell you that we workers of the E. C. C .I. are
badly informed on what is going on in the Communist Party
of Ttaly at home. We do not know with what success they
perform their difficult task, by whal ways and means they
reach the working masses, etc.

As far as I know, the Italian comrades have not yet done
and are not doing one very important piece of work, they do
not work in the fascist unions, Here is what the resolution of
the V. Enlarged Plenum of the E. C. C. L. said on this question.
It said that

“a most vital constituent part of Bolshevisation is devotion
of attention a hundred times greater than hitherto to our
work in the existing social-democratic and other unions
(yellow, national socialist, Christian and fascist). Only
under such conditions will the mounopoly of the reformist
leaders (the labour aristocracy and labour bureaucracy)
really be broken in the unions.” (Translated anew.)

1 am afraid that this decision has not been carried out.
Of course we did not demand from the Italian Communists to
capture all fascist unions. That is impossible, it is very diffi-
cuﬁ, We know very well that the workers join the fascist
unions not because they want to do so, but because the eco-
nomic and political situation drives them to it. The Communist
Party must therefore work in the fascist unions.

Now as to China. The Resolution of the IV. Congress ol
the R. I. L. U. on China, said among other things, that:

“Many leaders of the Chinese labour movement in the
past thought that it is necessary to restrict or stop entirely
the sending of comrades to the reactionary unions as they
become corrupted there. That may be 1interpreted as a
refusal to work within these unions with the object of
their demoralisation, and the winning over of the workers
belonging to them. Without entering the apparatus of the
reactionary unions appointed by the military authorities,
our comrades must work among the masses of workers
belonging to those unions.”

Thus, there is a decision. This decision the Chinese com-
rades surely know. The red unions of China had a large dele-
gation at the IV. Congress of the R. I. L. U. which partici-
pated in the drawing up of the resolution which 1 have just
quoted. That delegation surely reported on the decisions of the
1V. Congress of the R. I. L. U. 1 believe that these decisions
have already reached China. But why do the Chinese comrades
still waver on the question as to whether to work on not to
work in the Kuomintang unions? What is the result? The Red
unions are small units, and the Kuomintang unions are mass
organisations. In the red unions there are the Communists, in
the mass unions the Communists are lacking and the Kuomin-
tang people are masters and can influence the workers as
much as they like as there is no or practically no Commu-
nist work being done there. Is that Bolshevist tactics? I think
no. On the question of work in the Kuomintang unions I
shall still speak when the trade union question will be under
consideration. It was said here that the Communist Party of
China can be compared with the C. P. S. U. It works under
great difficulties, etc. Of course. that is true. It works under
extremely difficult conditions. Our Party never had to work
under such conditions.

(Interjection: Under worse conditions.)

The C. P. S, U., or, as it was formerly called, the Russian
Social Democratic Labour Party (Bolsheviks), worked under
very bad and difficult conditions. It, too, experienced executions.
not as many of course as in China. It, too, was confronted
with physical extermination and hard labour, etc. But the Rus-
sian Bolsheviks never lost their contact with the workers. The
working class was the basis of our work. The Bolsheviks
always worked in the factories, no matter how difficult that
was. And despite all difficulties confronting the Communist
Party of China — in speaking of that Party the comrades
always speak of the difficulties and the heroic role which that
Party played and will still play ia the revolutionary movement
— we must point out its defects. The Communist Party of
China has not a sufficient proletarian base at the present mo-
ment. It has practically no basis among the workers. As we

find in a “Pravda” article written by Comrade Tsui Vi-to, a
representative of the Chinese Party in the E. C. C. I, the
C. P. S. has now 133,655 members, of whom only 3,435 are
workers scaftered in 30 towns. The cadres of the Chinese Party
are therefore memibers of the petty-bourgeoisie. That is true of
the centre as well as the locals. The Party works badly in the
mass labour organisations. The Chinese comrades must be told
to work in those organisations. I am not an expert on China,
I merely read the reports of the Party, receive information
from the comrades who have come from China and who saw
what the Party is doing there, and I hope that the Chinese
comrades will speak on this question. I shall be very glad if
the Chinese comrades will tell us whether I am wrong. The
Chinese comrades must leave this Plenum not only with a
clear solution of the question of lascism and the role of fascism,
they must leave here with the conviction that the Communist
Party of China must work in the working class, that it must
be based on the workers, that it must work in the Kuomintang
unions, that it must get in new members and efect comrades to
the leadership who will be able to work and who will per-
form that work regardless of all dilliculties.

I have taken much of your time, but I believe that the
comrades have themselves realised that we must utilise all pos-
sibilities at our disposal. If anyone will conte out here and say
that everything is being done, that everything is alright, not
much significance should be attached to that. No matter how
well they work, they can work a hundred times better.
(Applause.)

Comrade FORD (U. S. A):

In my opinion the American question should receive con-
siderably more atiention here, than it has, from Comrade Ku-
usinen and also from Comrade Manuilsky. We must point out
to thé American contrades not only the results of the American

Commission, but the X. Plenum of the E. C. C. I. must make’

known its position regarding the results and the situation in
the American Party. The political consequences should beé
shown to the Party’ membership as an enlightenment to the
Party, we must make it known that the question of factionalism
will not be tolerated.

Take for instance the rising struggles in America, the strike
waves - that have swept the south and are sweéping America in
general. These have taken place primarily because of the effects
and results of rationalisation on the ‘American working class.
Particularly is this so in the South. But rationalisation is not
only having its effects upon the American working class but
at the present time is leading American imperialism
to further decay and comtradictions on an international scale;
it was therefore correct that we analysed the American si-
tuation as not being exceptional in regard to the international
situation.

Our strike waves in the South have brought forward the
question of the Negroes in America. And here we' have comte
face to face with the problem of the Negroes in the American
class struggle. Here our comrades have great tasks before them
in overcoming the question of white chauvinism among the
white working class — in the South in particular. For this
reason we should give more comsideration to the American
question in the discussions of the X. Plenum.

I want now to pass on to the question of the colonial
situation. In the speeches of Comrades Kuusinen and Manuilsky
they have not dealt sufficiently with the question of the events;
which have taken place since the VI. World Congress in the
colonies. Take the mass movement in India, where hundreds
of thousands of workers are mobilised in strike waves in oppo-
sition to the offensive of the bourgeoisie. Yet India seems to'be
separated from us as by a Chinese wall. There must be some
causes for this and some reasoms. At the X. Plenum of the
E. C. C. . we should point out-why we have so little contact.
with India, why it is so small. Why strikes do not take the
Erqper trend and are not sufficiently under revolutionary in-

uence.

I think we do not give suificient attention to the qwes’(ion‘
of China. Comrade Piatnitzky this morning made somie criti-
cism regarding “China. 1 would ask’ Comrade Piatnitzky to

°
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answer the question as to why the situation in China is as it
is. Does not some of the fault for this lie with the E. C. C. 1.?
What communications do we have with China?.

We also have movements in Latin America that are of
tremendous importance to us. These movements also to some
extent have a certain disolation from our general international
revolutionary movement. Indeed, it appears at times that we have
organised under the Communist International two international
movements — a movement of colonial peoples and a movement
of the Western European peoples. We should not have under
the International two movements, but we should have one move-
ment under the general direction of the Communist International
in which all of our international problems are linked up ome
with the other, the colonial struggles with the struggles of the
West European countries and with America.

Now we come to the question of the Labour Party in Eng-
land. To my mind, on the question of the Labour Party in Eng-
-land, hinges our next approach to the colonial question, parti-
cularly the colonies under England. It has been pointed out
here that rationalisation in England will be intensified and
increased by the Labour Government, at the cost of the working
class in England. This is true, but I think there are some other
aspects of rationalisation and its effect in England. The Labour
Government and bourgeoisie will betray not only the British
working class, but also the colonial peoples. We must take into
consideration the following aspect of rationalisation in England.
In relation to the highly developed rationalisation that has taken
place in America and Germany, rationalisation in England is
in some of the primitive stages of development. Technical reasons,
physical reasons, in the mines and the old standards in the
industries of England and so on will prevent their reaching the
high level of these countries. It is for this reason that rationali-
sation in England also has a very important bearing upon the
colonies, The MacDonald Labour Government, in order to try
and carry out the rationalisation processes of the English bour-
geoisie and to make up for the lack of development and possibi-
lities for further rationalisation in England will try more and
more: to extend imperialist oppression of the colonies. In the
meantime, they will grant concessions, as has been pointed out
by some of the British comrades here, to the British working
class to cover up all this extension.

Therefore our comrades in Britain have a tremendous pro-
blem before them of exposing quite concretely and in their every-
day tasks the role of the Labour Government in relation to the
colonial peoples. We must win the masses of workers in Eng-
land over to support the movement in the colonies.

In the meantime it is necessary for our comrades in all the
colonial countries to gain more and more contact with the
masses. We must more and more penetrate into the masses of
our colonial countries, taking to them the lessons of the Russian
Revolution and the experiences gained in the Chinese Revolution.

Now I want to pass over to the Negro question. Here we
still have lack of attention that has brought about further impa-
tience from our Negro comrades in America. We have had com-
munications and letters here from our Negro comrades in Ame-
rica, (of the Chicago destrict) who have called for a cessation
of work in Chicago because of the inattention to the Negro
work. These letters of complaint have come from comrades who
are old in the Party.

Now in regard to South Africa, very little if anything, is
said by the comrades in their reports. Strong emphasis must be
made, and a strong calling down made to the comrades in
South Africa as to the work they are doing there. We had a
Party Congress in South Africa shortly alter the VI World
Congress. The programme adopted was nothing more or less
than a social-democratic programme, which.is a disgrace to the
Communist International. It should be repudiated by the C. I
and investigated by the E. C. C. I. This programme. and the
general situation in South Africa has been refuted already by
our British comrades. The colonial section of the British Party,
seeing the situation in South Africa, drew up some few months
ago ‘a letter, analysing correctly and completely the opportunist
chauvinistic tendencies in the C. P. of Africa. And I wish to
support the letter sent by the British Party to the South African
Party. This should be followed up.

It is also necessary to call the attention of the Plenum to
the publication and popularising of the colonial thesis amongst
the European workers on the application of the thesis in practice.

~ Our comrades in the Western European countries must get
into contact with the workers in South Africa. .

Another question we must deal with concretely because of
the primitive and primary organisational stages of development
of the Negro movements, is the question of the training of
leaders in Africa.

And finally I do not want to leave out the U, S. A, We
also need trained Negro leaders in America.

The whole need, is to stimulate activity among our Negro
comrades in these colonial possessions, to ‘train more active:
workers to lead the movement in their own countries.

Comrade GORKIC (Young Communist International):

Comrades, when we consider the question which opportu-
nism is greater, more important and more dangerous now, the
conclusion must be that the kind of opportunism, the representa-
tives of which agree to all decisions, all resolutions, all lines
of the Comintern, but do not carry them out in practice. It is the
most dangerous kind of opportunism and it is high time to
declare war against it.

I must declare that Comrade Piatnitsky’s speech has called
forth satisfaction among all our comrades. Hitherto we limited
ourselves to a few futile phrases concerning the Y. C. L. It is
not correct to say, as Comrades Kun or Vassiliev have said,
for instance that we have lost 2,000 or 3,000 members here or
there, etc. The comrades have not taken the trouble to study our
problems.

Comrade Piatnitsky was quite right in asking us why the
Y. C. 1. has as yet done nothing, although a year has elapsed
since the World Congress, for the carrying out of the decisions
of that Congress. The main reason why the Y. C, 1. has not
succeeded in carrying out these decisions until now is the
resistance to and the lack of understanding of these decisions
shown by our cadres, by the officials in all our Leagues. They
did not understand what this change means, they thought it is
an ordindry campaign, an ordinary task. When we began to
realise the difficulties . of the tasks, we met with partially
conscious and partially unconscious resistance, which was in
part due to the fact that the comrades, in spite of their good.
will, did not know how to carry through this change.

The best comrades who stood for a change, who understood
what it meant, did not bring that change about in their own
districts. I will give you an example of the Y. C. L. secretary
of Hamburg. He spoke sharply in the Central Committee con-
cerning the change, but at the Hamburg District Conference he
introduced a resolution, the political part of which was copied
from the resolution of the Party, the part dealing with the:
change was copied from the resolution of the Youth Execuh_ve;’
but that resolution contained only a few sentences concerning
the Hamburg organisation, to the effect that all this applies
also to Hamburg. We got stuck in the initial stage, the member-
ship and especially the officials have not yet been able to give
a concrete form to the decisions adopted here, and to convert
them into the language of the daily work of every organisation
and nucleus. . ,

We habe begun to get rid of the bureaucratic habits in the
Young Communist Leagues (it would he wrong to think that
there are no bureaucratic tendencies in our midst, in some
Leagues they predominate in the leadership, seeking to guide
by means of circular letters, etc.) We have had these bureaucratic
elements in the German, French and Czecho-Slovakian Leagues
more than anywhere else. We have started to introduce the
system of League instructors. We have sent instructors to the
most important Leagues for permanent work. By this means we
have succeeded in making some headway. But there are still
great difficulties to be surmounted. We are preparing to hold
conferences and congresses in the various Sections — Germany,
France, Great Britain, Czecho-Slovakia, Austria, etc. Everywhere
the question of the content of the change as applied to ‘the con-
crete conditions in the respective organisations will be the central
question: We are seeking fo mobilise the entire membership on
this question because without that the change cannot be effected.
What' are- the most important features of the change? Firstly,
self-criticism. Is there proper self-criticism ‘in the Communist
Parties or the Young Communist Leagues at the present time?

. -
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No there is not. We have only bureaucratic self-criticism. We can
hear criticism that we have no factory nuclei, but no one goes
into the reasons why this is so. Self-criticism is possible only
if the rank and file is brought in. Secondly, there is the question
of the role of the membership. We see very often the type of
the old social-democratic organisation in our organisations. We
have in our organisations our staffs and committees, but what
are the concrete practical tasks of the membership? The members
do not pay their dues regularly and do not regularly attend
their meetings. Can we make any progress under such conditions?
Can we mobilise the masses with this system of Party and
Y. C. L. work? No. That is why we are trying to draw every
member into concrete and direct mass work. We must not allow
that only a small number of officials should do all the work
and that the majority of the members should be inactive, Every
member must do some concrete work in the factories, trade
unions, mass organisations.

Another question is the question of cadres. Comrade Piat-
nitsky has already spoken on this question. In substance, Com-
rade Piatnitsky’s conclusion is right, but it is not true that
we do not want to recall the unsuiable officials. We do that
wherever nothing else can be done, where the people concerned
are incurable, But there is a big difference between the Y. C. L.

officials and the officials of the Party organisations. The two of

them can by no means be put on the same footing. Whereas in the
Communist Parties we meet with officials who in most cases
have not yet ireed themselves from their old social-democratic
traditions, such are not to be found in the Y. C. Ls. We have
no officials with 20 years social-democratic experience, The
people we have to deal with can be developed, they are people
who have not been properly shown what road to follow, and
that is why it is very essential to explain to them our methods
properly. If they cannot be convinced, then it is time to remove
them.

And now to the question what can be done now. We are
now preparing our Plenum. On the basis of available experience
we are going to take up here the questions concretely and after
a discussion with representatives of the various Leagues we
are going to work out our instructions. In this work we must
have the aid of the Communist Parties, such as was given today
by Comrade Piatnitzky, This is not as yet everywhere the case.
1 will give you an example from Czechoslovakia. We have
experienced a crisis in the Y. C. L. Cz. We have lost some
members there. Bad work was done in that organisation in
every respect. We passed a resolution in that League in order
to carry through the National Conference on the basis of this
resolution. What was the result? The young comrades dis-
agreed with the criticism contained in the resolution and in
this they were greatly supported by the Party. The Party of
Czechoslovakia not only voted against that resolution, but its
representative at the National Conference of the Youth spoke
against it. We wani no such help irom the Communist Parties.
We want positive assistance. 1 have been working already
four years in the Y. C. I. bui, I cannot recollect a single case
of a Comintern representative coming to the Y. C. L

We know that the change will not be accomplished without
crisis and struggles in the various countries. We have already
gone through a big struggle in the Czechoslovakian organi-
sation. The majority of the Czechoslovakian Y. C. L. is opposed
to the Y. C. I. and so is the Party.

Reimann: Only the Party leadership.

We are going to have such fights, especially in the Freach
and the British Leagues, etc. But we shall try to surmount
the difficulties because this question is in our view not an
ordinary question, but an important task of preparation of the
Young Communist Leagues to meet the attacks of the bour-
geoisie which will be undertaken now. against the Communist
organisations. We cannot be victorious in the struggle if the
social-democratic survivals cling to the Young Communist
Leagues. We cannot be successful with people who regard the
organisations as clubs where one pays his dues and comes
and goes whenever he likes. We cannot accomplish our mission
with such officials and members. That is why we regard the
question of the change not simply as an organisational que-
stion, not simply as a change in the methods of work, but as
and important political task of the Young Communist Inter-
national.

Comrade SEEGERS (Holland):

Comrades, 1 will begin by making a few remarks about
Comrade Varga’s report. Comrade Varga said that workers
understand rationalisation according to statistical figures. He
has given us in regard to this statistical data on America,
Britain etc. Comrades, this does not differ from the bourgeois
ideology. We have exactly the same thing in Holland. We
have in Holland statistics which show that the real wage of
Dutch workers has increased by 25% since 1913. According to
bourgeois conceptions, these calculations are correct, but how
are these state statistics compiled? Bourgeois statisticians take,
for instance, prices of 20 different important foodstuffs, and
make them the basis of their calculations. They do not, for
instance, take into account expenditure for rent, and in Holland
rent has gone up considerably in the last years. In addition,
the bourgeois calculations include big circles of the labour
aristocracy. In Holland, wage dillerences are enormous. For
instance, the highest wage is nearly 44 gulden, and the lowest
only 15 gulden per week. In its calculation, the bourgeoisie takes
the average figure, and yet it is a fact that there are of course
more workers earning only 15 gulden than workers earning 44.
This fact is very important io the Dutch Party, because it
shows the effect of rationalisation. In Holland, rationalisation is
making slow progress. There is no need for our bourgeoisie
to be in a hurry with rationalisation. It still gets big enough
profits from its colonies. This rationalisation is accompanied
by a slow veering to the Leit of the working class, confirmed
by the last elections.

The Party has not yet been able to assume leadership in
this veering to the Left of the working class, and I think that
one of our . Party’s greatest mistakes is — that many of our
members do not yet realise that in Holland, too, the bourgeoisie
is rationalising, that they do not quite see in what facts ra-
tionalisation is given expression in Holland. I think that a
much sharper struggle should be :conducted against -social-
democracy and also against the renegade spirit of the Wyn-
koop-Sneevliet group which is still considered revolutionary
by the workers, because we did not combat it as we should

have done.

In Holland, the Right development of Social Democracy,
just. as the Left development of the working class, is not as
rapid as it is abroad. But there are facts which show un-
mistakably that the social-democrats are developing to the
Right. 1 think that our Party is not fully aware of this deve-
lopment of the social-democrats. Generally speaking, I think
that the Dutch Party is still not strong enough, that it is
unable to analyse correctly the development in Holland. We
lack, for instance, a correct analysis of the character and pro-
spect of ' Dutch capitalism, and of the development in the
agrarian sphere. Hence, there are errors in our slogans,

It is of the utmost importance that we should make our
Party understand that rationalisation exists also in Holland.
One could give many concrete examples as a proof that ra-
tionalisation is being introduced to a considerable extent in
various spheres. For instance, output per head has increased
in the Dutch mining industry by 200%, while the number of
workers employed in this industry has remained stationary.
There is also rationalisation in the wireless industry. It takes
the form there of employing young workers. Comrade Varga’s
formula that we must clearly distinguish the position and the
standard of living of the working class, will only encourage
the comrades who are not convinced of the effects of ralionali-
sation, 'in their wrong conception. I think that -Comrade Ku-
usinen, too, has spoken in his report not of the standard of
living of individual workers, but of the standard of living
of the whole working class. I think this term corresponds with
that what Comrade Varga wanted to say. The working class
includes the most diverse elements, unemployed workers, etc.,
and I think that we cannot speak in this respect of two comn-
ceptions: the standard of living of the working class is exactly.
the same as the position of the working class.

The greatest danger to the Dutch Party is not the Left or
the Right danger, but the danger of passivity.



International Press Correspondence

No. 41

942
Comrade TSUI WITO .(China):
1 believe the Right Danger in  the Comintern is
expressed not omly in general political questions:. re-

lating to Western Europe; that it is reflected not only in the
imperialist countries, but also in .the colonies. Moveover, the
colonial brethren of the opportunists go a good deal -farther
‘than their elder bfothers in the imperialist countries, If we take
the question of the war danger and the contradictions of the
Third Period, we find a fairly good transplantation ‘of the plat-
form of the nght opportunists to Chinese soil.

“After the defeat of the Chinese revolution many people
began to think that the rapid development of capitalism was
going to begin also in China. There exists even a formila to
the effect that “in China, after the 'defeat of the working class
.and the peasantry, capitalism has been enabled to make gi-
gantic strides forward.” Thus, these people are ‘assertmg that
there. is not only a development of capltahajmw in - China, but
that China is now developing on imperialist lines. Similar
hints were made by the British Delegation at the V1. Congress
who spoke about the decolonisation” of India and other colo-
nies. Apparently, the British comrades have not gone far from
this position even now, seeing fhat they .are’ recomlmendmg
their local branches to study the amendments of the British
Delegation to the Colonial Theses of the Congress. Furthermore,
if the colonial opportunists and the opportunists of the impe-
rialist’ countries believe that the Third Period is “the period
of reconstruction of the whole of the capitalist world”’, the
question arises then about the war danger, about growing
international conlradictions..

Comirades, do not run away with the 1dea that the Rights

-are halting upon this -path and are not going any further. In
‘France there are comrades who beélieve that French imperialism

is retreating, that the 1mper1ahs‘rs desire peace, and conse-
quently, that the war danger is diminished. The question of
the war danger is handled in the:same way by the opportunists
in China, who reason thus: since.the U.S.A. has advanced
20 million dollars to the South Manchuria Co., it may be
presumed that America is goifig to exploit- China through the
agency of Japanese imperialism, and that this inter-locking of
the interests of international capital will diminish the menace
.of war on the Pacific.. We know that lately when th¢ Labour
Party has got into power in England, and the Minsiuto (i.. e
Liberal) Party in- Japan, all these phenomena are m(erpreted
“as the beginning of a new. ara of democratic pacifism. Of course,
it is presumed that all this will contribute, at least, to some
.decolonisation of the colonies.

We must say that the same tendency towards underestjma-
ting the war danger exists also in regard to the war against
‘the U.S. 8. R. We are told that generally the imperialists do not
want war or any disturbance which hinders rationalisation,
which prevents the consolidation of capﬂaham the strengthe-
ning of its positions, etc. Hence the deduction is made “that
also-in regard to the U.S.S.R. the capitalists are not going
to declare war, This attitude contains a special danger in:re-
‘gard to' the Chinese question. It is declared by these elemerits
that: in China, after the Civil War which has been going on
for twenty years now, everybody is longing for peace, that the
imperialists are goninvg fo restrain the Chinese militarists from

fighting, that they will encourage 'the development of {rade and

'

“industry; and- consequently, that China is .going to develop its

industry along the line of capitalist evolution. The essence of
-all these: conceptions is that in the West there is going to be a
new era of democratic pacifism, while in the East, in the colo-
nies, there is going to be a possibility for decolomsatlon and
mdustrlahsahon i : ;

As.a matter of fact, 1he very opp»031te is the situation . in
the colonies. A mere perusal of some of the material on India
will be suificient 1o convince you that something entirely diffe-
sent is going on in India than what is known. as industriali-
sation or decolonisation. We find there. the growing exploita-
tion by British imperialist capilal, the growing depend‘ence of
native capital on British capital. ‘As regards China, we have
such firmly established facts: firstly, in spite of the increased
tariffs, the control of the Chinese custoris. and ‘its management
continues to be in the hands of the British. Moreover, lately
we have even received news that the British Foreign Office

‘there can be: no revolutionary upheaval.

has s:gned a treaty with China . for the trammg of Chinese
cadets in England. Everythmg which England is doing in South
China, its assistance in building the road. between Canton and
Hankow, ‘its help «in the construction of the Kwang Si-Kuan-
tung highway, — .all this has for its purpose not only the ex-
pansion of the market, not only the selling of goods, not only
ithe draining of raw. materials from China, but it pursues also
the ‘aim of military strategy. And what is the meaning of the

‘creation of a “Chinese -fleet, a strong fleet” to be built by Bri-

tich ‘hands? It -will actually be a military force of England not

of China.

As regards Japan, whether the Seiukai or the Mmsxuto be
in power, we can see clearly that there is going to be no’ sub-
stantial change in the situation, Japan has pursued, and is pur-

‘suing, the policy of.. consolidating its military base in Man-

churia, and partly also in Inner Mongolia, Shangtung, and
Chjli. This we can see quite plainly. There is even news to
the effect that Japan is preparing to convene a‘congress of the
Pacific powers at which “Japanese representatives will prove
that, “both from the military and economic standpoint, Man-

;churxa ought not to belong to China, but to Japan, and will

déclate that otherwise Japan will be threatened by ‘Bolshevism”.

"All these manoeuvres — the ‘withdrawal of Japanese troops
“from Shangtung, the recall of certain officials from South Man-

churia ander the new cabinet — do not alter anything; ot the
contrary the Minsiuto Government, like the British Labour Go-
vernment, is only a screen for v1gorous war preparahons and
for a rohcy of increased explo'ta‘rvon in the coibmes, in India,
China, etc. .

Now as tﬂo -fhe Uni‘teld States. If America now .advances
money to China, it-does not signily America’s intention to in-
dustrialise China, to help the Chinese bourgeoisie to develop
its own capitalism. On the contrary, all this shows the inten-
tion of America to establish Pacific naval bases in China; for
sbmetintes " the American bourgeoisie realisés “even ' better than
some’ Communists that it cannot win the Chinese market: from
England or from Japan without a''war. As to the assertions
that America in particular, as well as the other -imperialists,
does not wish to see any warlare within China, dees not wish
to see any miilitarist wars in Chma, this ls enhre]y refuted by
the facts of recent months.

On the confrary, Great Britain ‘and ]apan are supporting
the military - cliques in China: either 'openly or "covertly, crea-
ting the conditions for  internal war in China. It should be

-said -that Narnking, after 'the victoryof Chiang: Kai-shek over
‘the Kwangsi group,. is to alarge extent under the influence of

America; nevertheless there is a ‘keen strugele in Nanking bet-
ween Japan England, and America for the hegemony.over this
Goverhment, and ‘this creates all the conditions for Civil. War,
and  not for national unity. England and Japan, having their
respective spheres:of influence in ‘China, will encourage in every
‘way the military cliques and. their wars in order to :canture
an additional slice of Chinese territory, in order fo consolidate

‘their spheres, of influence.

~Apart from Japan or England, even Germany, saxd to be
a poor imperialist country, is .demanding and now saying: quite
openly that it must receive concessions in- China.

Some Chinese comrades believe that while supﬁo‘rﬁng the
national bourgeoisie in China is out ‘of the question, it should

‘nevertheless be sdid that the war between Chiang Kai-shek and

Li Ti Sing is. a war between bourgeois democracy and the
feudal militarists, and that for. this reason Chiang Kai-shek
represents a progressive force in -this war, because “the victory
of Chiang Kai-shek immplies the possibility of some decolonisa-
tion and sindustrialisation of :Ghina which will create a mighty
proletariat in China, the main revolutionary force without which
Therefore, although
we cannot. support Chiang Kai.shek, we should consider him
as a representative of progress. There is, also a standpqmt

.to the effect that for such big colonies as China and. India

there are two roads of :development: firstly, the Soviet road,
and secondly, the American road, i.. e, the developmeni of
industry with the aid of Amerlcan capital. At the same time
we are, told that the. first road is both 1mpossnble and  untikely
in view of the absence of a revolutionary situation throughout
the world and the ebb of the revolutionary tide in China,

.
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whereas the second road, perhaps, will yield even greater
benefits fo the workers in the colonies. Why? Because industry
will be developed, wages will be increased, the living standard
of the colonial proletariat will rise, and consequently, bearing
in mind these advantages, the revolution may be given up.

We believe this way of viewing the question harbours a
very “dangerous tendency. For this reason I must allude to
the statement of Comrade Varga that the living standard of
the working class is rising to some extent and in any event
has not gone down.
throughout the world, it includes the Chinese coolies and the
workers of India, Indonesia, etc. I cannot see how these
workers can be ignored in drawing up statistical data.

There is yet another question which we should raise: will
the national bourgeoisie develop during the Third Period in
the colonies, will the feudal relations gradually, but steadily
die out? Is it the inevitable tendency of evolution to substitute
the rule of capitalist relations, of laissez-faire, to the rule of
feudal survivals? To my mind, this question has not yet been
touched upon by the Congress nor by one of our Plenums,
whereas it is a question of paramount importance to us in
the Chinese Communist Party and to other Communist Parties
in the colonies. If capitalism is carrying out rationalisation in
the imperialist countries, and even in some colonies, if the
export of capital is increased, should this warrant the pre-
sumption that there now begins the transition from feudal to
capitalist relations in the economic life of the colonies, to in-
creased industrial development, and that the elements of bour-
geois-capitalist development will steadily vanquish the feudal
survivals in the colonies? If so, then it is true that Chiang
Kai-shek stands for progress, that he represents national capi-
talism which kills and destroys Chinese feudalism, so to speak.

I believe such is not the case. Indeed, at the present time,
after the defeat of the Chinese revolution, the national bour-
geoisie and national capitalism are becoming even more fused
with imperialist capitalism, while it is not at all the intention
of the imperialists to bolster up an “independent” national
bourgeoisie in place of the old comprador and feudal forces.
The materials on India tell us that the British Government is
pursuing the policy of pressure on Indian capital. At the same
time it openly declares that the native principalities in India
are valuable organs which should be preserved, i. e. preserved
against the authority of the National Congress or the bour-
geoisie. Here we can see the political drift quite plainly: the
imperialists are trying to rely upon the feudal forces while
at the same time utilising the national bourgeoisie as a new
force, as a new manoeuvring ground to consolidate their do-
mination in the colonies. As to the economic aspect, to the
extent that imperialist capital will develop in the colonies there
will also be increased competition of foreign goods, by rationali-
sation in the metropolitan countries against the so-called native
goods, and these facts, coupled with the feudal survivals in
the colonies, will create tremendous obstacles to the investment
of small capital (original accumulation) in native industry and
agriculture. The natural result will be the extraordinary de-
velopment of the basest and worst forms of capital, i. e. usury
and merchant capital. These conditions create the postulates
for the support of the feudal survivals.in the colonies, for the
increased fusion of the nationalist, more or less capitalist bour.
geoisie with the elements of feudal exploitation. I believe, there-
fore, that the fact of the Chinese militarist wars can explain a
good deal in this question. The Chinese wars, above all, are
one of the symptoms indicating the growth of a general crisis
of capitalism on a world wide scale.

_ The militarist war between Chiang Kai-shek and Feng Yu-
hsiang should not be considered as the struggle between the
bourgeoisie and feudalism in its pure form. For what does
Chiang Kai-shek represent? Chiang Kai-shek’s military force is
made up of the same militarists as the forces of Fen Yu-hsiang
and Li Ti Sing. It is a well-known fact that Wu Pei-fu, Sun
Chuano-Fung, and subsequently Li Tin Sing were British satel-
lites. Wu Pei-fu has been driven into a monastery. Li Ti Sing
1s now imprisoned. But this does not mean that the British
xmﬂue_nce ]1535 been' interned in a monastery. or thrown into a
Nanking jail. Why? Because the old militarists in Canton and
Kwangsi who formerly obeyed Li Ti Sing, today obey Chiang
Kai-shek, and tomorrow they may spring up as an independent

If this refers to the working class .

force. If Feng Yu Hsiang leaves the country, there will remain
Lu Tsu-ling, his right hand, who will formally submit- for
the time being to the Nanking Government, but actually will
prepare for a new war against Chiang Kai-shek. Moreover,
Chiang Kai.shek is extending, and has to extend, a good many
privileges to other militarists during the war against Li Ti
Sing and Feng Yu-Hsiang. Thus, this contributes only to the
strengthening of militarist and feudal rule in China.

It is important to observe that Chiang Kai-shek, as the
representative of the Shanghai bourgeoisie, of the national
bourgeoisie, is trying to gain control of the different local
markets like Canton, Tsingtao, Tientsin, etc. He resorts to
phrasemongering, declaring himself in favour of unity, decoloni-
sation of the country, the establishment of a firm currency,
and so forth. In this manner the national bourgeoisie wants
to retain its influence over the mass of the people and to keep
them away from the struggle against war. While one cannot
speak about constitutional illusions in China, nevertheless there
are certain illusions like the illusion of the socalled “unity”
which are fostered,

As to the role of the colonial national bourgeoisie in.a
future war among the imperialists or between the imperialists
and the U.S.S.R,, it is quite certain that in such a war the
colonial bourgeoisie will help the imperialist Governments in
restraining the masses from the revolutionary struggle, and that
partly the bourgeoisie will even actively fight against the
U.S.8.R. This is borne out by numercus facts. Let me men-
tion one. When Hu-Han-Min went to London last year, he
proceeded thence to Constantinople where he had a conversa-
tion with Kemal Pasha in the course of which he said: “You
must bear in mind that the Moslem peoples in the U.S.S.R.
are oppressed by the Soviet Government, and that the Soviet
Government is forming a very big plan for annexation of Sin-
Tsiang.” Hu-Han-Min made a greal noise about it in Nanking,
appealing to Moslems in China to organise for the struggle
against Red Soviet Imperialism.

We have a sort of “disproportion” between. the Comintern -
leadership and the leadership of the Communist Parties in co-
lonial countries, because here we write Theses and bolshevist
resolutions, while there they study omly the text-books, and. in
the text-book it is said that the bourgeoisie is for democracy,
while feudalism stands for monarchy. It is, therefore, taken for
granted that the bourgeoisie on coming into power will sup-
port democracy. Yet the facts are teaching a different lesson.
After the Wuhan coup d’etat there was a time when some Com-
munists expected, if not Chiang Kai-shek, at least Wang Ching-
wei to establish some sort of a democratic regime in China.
which might enable the Chinese Communist. Party to wage a
legal struggle for the masses; in other words, a possibility for
the “tranquil building up of the legal mass organisations”; but
it took those comrades only a few days to find out that not
only Chiang Kai-shek, but also Wang Ching-wei and Ty Yen-ta
had taken up arms in order to destroy the workers and the
peasants. Furthermore, the Nanking Government is showering
high praise upon Italian fascism, inviting Italian councillors to
come to Nanking, and framing the statutes for a “corporation
state” in China. I cannot think of the proper name for it, whe-
ther it be fascism or anything else, perhaps the term is scienti-
fically incorrect, but this does not matter. It is important that
the national bourgeoisie, not only- in China, but already even
in India, where it has not yet attained power, is already taking
up terrorist and dictatorial measures to crush the workers and
the peasants in the name of national and social démogogy. We
ought to bear in mind that if the ‘domination of monopoly ca-
pital exists in Germany, England, and America, which is now
beginning 1o turn into the open dictatorship by means of
social-fascism; if such domination of monopoly capital through
fascism exists in Italy and other countries, what is going to
be the form of this imperialist domination by monopoly finance
capital in the colonies? Will the imperialists during the Third
Period support the bourgeois-democratic Parliamentary regime,
or will they support the terrorist dictatorial regime in. which
a fairly big role will be played by the mational bourgeoisie?
1 believe the second assumption to be more correct. '

- Further, — if the national bourgeoisie in big colonies like
China, India, etc., represents already a -distinct counter-revolu-
tionary force; if this colonial bourgeoisie is already playing
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the role of the social-democracy; il it helps the imperialists to
maintain their domination; we find on the other hand that the
petty-bourgeois political groups like those of Wang Ching-wei,
Tin-Yen-ta, the Independence League (Neru Jr.) etc., are in my
opinjon, playing the same role as the Left Wing of the social-
democracy in the West; because the open terror of the national
bourgeoisie in China, and the undisguised treachery of the
national bourgeoisie in India to the cause of national inde-
pendertce, must soon cause their influence over the masses to
wane, while at the same time the Left Wing of this bourgeoisie
will furnish a cloak for the real policy of this bourgeoisie by
resorting to pacifist, pseudo-revolutionary phraseology and the
like. They will endeavour to check the active struggle of the
masses; they will deceive the masses, and thus aid the national
bourgeoisie and the imperialists. Of course, I am speaking not
of the mass of the petty bourgeoisie, but of its upper crust, of
the so-called independent leaders who say: “we want a revo-
lution, but we want no tutelage of the Comintern.”

These elements are going to play a far more dangerous
role than the national bourgeoisie, and for this reason it is
essential to have a quite distinct position in this matter. Yet
the Right opportunists are still urging the formation of a “na-
tional-revolutionary party”, just as they have urged the wor-
kers’ and peasants’ organisations to join the Independence
League in India. You need not be surprised, comrades, that
under such terrorism in China there are even communists who
say that it is mecessary now to restore the alliance with Wang
Ching-wei,  and Chen Gunbo on the plea that we are too iso-
lated and detached from the masses, that we should look for
some support, for allies in the national-revolutionary movement.
The Right opportunists really prefer an alliance with the capi-
talist bourgeoisie to alliance with the peasantry. Their tactics
are the tactics of giving up the independent leadership of the
workers’ struggle, of abandoning the struggle for the hege-
. mony of the proletariat in the agrarian revolution and in the
national-liberation movement; the tactics of adaptation to the

perspective of the “democratisation” of the colonies under the

hegemony of bourgeoisie. In what siuation does the Chinese
petty-bourgeoisie find itself just now? All the events, such as
the war and the famine which has™ stricken over 57 million
inhabitants. indicaté the worsening of the conditions of the
majority of the petty-bourgeois masses; nevertheless their lea-
ders are afraid both of Communism and imperialism. Charac-
~teristic in this respect is the headline to an article by Wang
Ching-wei: “We are between two fires, and there is no escape.”
Under such circumstances’ what role will be played by this
petty-bourgeoisie? It will play the role of the Left social-demo-
cracy, or of'the P.P.S, in the sense that it will shout very
loudly about revolution, will profusely protest against Nanking
and imperialism, but actually it will only be throwing dust
in the eves of the masses. The pelty-bourgeoisie, having played
a cerfain disorganising role within the reactionary camp, is
only concealing the real nature of the Nanking regime, the na-
ture of the Kuomintang, the nature of the national-reformism
af the colonial bourgeoisie. It is, therefore, necessary to wage
the most ruthless fight against these leaders, against the upper
cryst of the petty-bourgeoisie in the colonies.

We know that the agrarian revolution is the axis of the
national-anti-imperialist revolution in the colonies, particularly
in countries like China and India. The attitude of the bour-
geoisie and petty-bourgeoisie in this question is already clear
to us. But here arises the question again: if we are to link
up the proletarian revolution with the peasant wars, upon
whom should we rely among the peasantry? There is an opi-
nion that the peasantry in the colonies is a solid mass which
will follow us entirely, which will follow the banner of revo-
Iution, socialism, communism.

) th_er_‘people go farther and say that we should have an
alliance with the kulaks, and that together with the kulaks, we

shall overthrow the feudal regime of the landiords. They assert
' 31;11 “only then we would have a democratic dictatorship and
fot a prolefarian dictatorship; for without the kulaks the dic-
fatorship would at once become a proletarian one” (!). There
exists such a tendency in the Chinese Party.

. There is yet another view of the question of the peasantry
which says: the democratic-bourgeois revolution in China has
'gﬂ'rrgzdy been completed. We have not only a bourgeois, but

even a kulak government at Nanking; it is, therefore, our task
to organise the agricultural labourers and to engage in the
so-called “pure class struggle”. They say that we have no
longer any feudal survivals and that it is, therefore, possible
to achieve the proletarian revolution, as it was asserted by
Trotsky, only alter the overthrow of the imperialists in the
other countries, Such a statement of the agrarian question is
very dangerous, and we should ruthlessly combat such incor-
rect views, Of course, the British, American and all the other
imperialists  will endeavour to promote the deévelopment of a
well-to-do peasantry through the national bourgeoisie, and the
feudal lords, to rely upon the prosperous peasant; such attempts
are already being made. :

This situation causes some comrades to believe that the
Stolypin system can be more easily carried out in China or in
India than in Russia, because the kulak in those countries exists
already as an organised reactionary force. On these grounds
it is presumed that the peasant economy in the Chinese and
in the Indian village will steadily develop, so that there will
be greater progress in the sense of industrialisation and ra-
tionalisation. This causes some of our comrades to come to a
conclusion which practically removes the question of the agra-
rian revolution from the Agenda, saying that the village is get-
ting pacified and that the peasant wars will soon cease. This
leads to “economism”, to the idea that in the village the eco-
nomic struggle alone should be pursued. No wonder that the
Chinese Party has lost its bearings in this question, because
even after the defeat of the revolution, after its severe lessoms,
we have still such hazy conceptions on this question. I believe
we ought to bear in mind that in the colonies we have an
agrarian revolution in the sense that the revolution in these
countries is still going on upon the basis of two sefs of con-
tradictions: 1. the antagonism between the working class and
the imperialists and the national capitalists; 2. the antagonism
between the “peasantry” in inverted commas and. the feudal-
landlord forces. These two sets of contradictions are the star-
ting point for the development of the revolution in China,
India, and other colonial countries.

Clearly, we should not be at all scared by the process of
differentiation of the peasantry in the colonies. This very fact
draws the poor peasants and the rural proletariat closer to
the urban proletariat. Not only should we fight against the
landlords, against the national bourgeoisie which is attached
to the feudal survivals by a thousand threads, which actively
works against the agrarian revolution, which has failed to
carry out any serious land. reform; we should fight also against
the semi-landlord kulaks, the petty-landlords, and we should
never be side-tracked by describing them as peasants,

Secondly, we should fight also against those kulaks who
are now taking part in the struggle against the militarists and
against the landlords; we should fight them not only because
they are reactionaries, because they are, after all, the agents’
of the urban bourgeoisie; but because they are playing the same
role as Wang Ching-wei, Tan Pin-hsiang and Co., on a na-
tional scale. Now and then they draw the peasants into the
struggle against faxes, against various tricks of the imperialists,
because they want to show in this manner that they are able
to lead the poor peasants to victory, not like the Communists
who are going to confiscate your land. We should fight such
kulaks for leadership of these anti-tax movements, etc. among
the basic masses of the peasantry.

Thirdly, in all cases and under all circumstances we should
strive for the independent organisation of the rural proletariat:
this was said a quarter of a cenfury ago and is still a golden
truth today. We should pay particular attention to this matter.
Only by such tactics towards the kulak shall we be able to
achieve the real victory in winning the peasantry. Our present
task is to establish contact with the poor peasaniry and upon
this basis to consolidate our leadership, the proletarian leader-
ship. over the peasantrv. This is favoured by the pace at which
the bourgeois-democratic revolution grows into the proletarian
revolution, because we should not be fighting for democracy
and parliamentarism in the colonies and only then to make the
second revolution, the- prolefarian revolution. We are entifled
to say, as Lenin said in regard to the fransformation of the
revolytion in Russia: “We shall benefit by the victorv of the
peasantry over the landlords and the imperialists not in order
to help the kulak in his fight against the rural proletariat, but

. .
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in order to join the world proletariat in the forward march
fowards the socialist revolution.”

On the question of trade union policy the Right opportu-
nists are working upon the theory that it is essential to be
active only within the Yellow trade unions, “to pursue exclu-
sively the .economic struggle without even thinking now about
the political struggle”. Of course, legalism and kindred ten-
dencies in this question have a strong flavour of opportunism.
We learn that in our. Party in China there is also another
view to the effect that we should join the Yellow trade unions,
but should not organise any Red trade unions. Why? Because
— these comrades say — if we should begin to organise Red
trade unions or factions and nuclei within the Yellow trade
unions where they. already exist, the Kuomintang. may accuse
us of splitting activity.

(Piatnitsky: “What a terrible thing if they should accuse
you of that!)

This is given.as the reason why we should not organise
Red trade unions or Red factions. This question is- still under
consideration by the C C of our Party, and I believe it has not
yet been solved. I believe we ought to pay particular attention
to this question, because the situation in China differs in this
. respect from other countries. Comrade Piatnitsky was right in
pointing out the vacillations in the Delegation. I only wish
to make a little correction. Comrade Piatnitsky says that the
masses are in the Yellow trade unions, but there is not a single
Communist in them. That is not correct. In some organisations
there are Communists, but they do their work very badly.
After a fight, whether it ends in victory or defeat, the manu-
facturers' and the Yellow trade unions of the Kuomintang adopt
the same tactics of looking for the Communist leaders. The latter
are arrested. This renders our position very difficult, but one
should not say that we are unable to work; because the con-
ditions in the Chinese factories are so unbearable, that regard-
less of the constant elimination of the workers’ leaders, the
masses continue the fight, constantly bringing up fresh leading
forces. We know that the Japanese manufacturers build their
factories so that they look like fortresses. A few thousand
workers are herded together in a common barrack within this
fortress; inside there are dining rooms, baths, and other ne-
cessary things, no outsider is admitted, and nomne of the in-
mates is allowed to go out of the fortress except for half a
day or Sunday. We have here something like the fascist regu-
lations, The Chinese manufacturers in Shanghai, jointly .with
the Kuomintang, are organising “trade unions” which are
simultaneously company unions and governmental agencies
through which the workers are employed upon 18 conditions
wich ‘include a point like the following: Anyone talking while
‘at work shall be immediately discharged. If 'a worker submits
to these conditions he is taken on, if he objects, he gets no
" work. Nevertheless these conditions do not prevent our activity
in such factories. The local comrades in the factories have de-
vised many clever dodges to “fool” the manufacturers and to
wage a fight against them. I believe this question ought to be
worked out in. detail by the Profintern, by the Pan-Pacific
Trade Union Conference. It is necessary to help the Chinese
comrades to find the practical methods of activity. It is ne-
cessary, above all, that they should have a firm policy on the
question of how to win the masses of the workers.

. In the first place, it is necessary to join not only the Yellow
trade unions, but also the Kuomintang unions, and to work
among the masses. (By the way, the workers who refuse to
pay dues to these unions are sacked by the employers). We
should be active among these masses, this is the prime and
indispensable condition. Secondly, our main effort. should be
to . restore the Red trade unions, to establish Red fractions
within the Yellow trade unions, and to carry on real activity
in the factory committees. Only in this manner shall we be
able to achieve organisational consolidation. We know this
to- be the sorest spot not only in China, but also in other
colonial  countries. It ‘is ‘necessary to fight against Right de-
viations, but it is also necessary to bear in mind that passiveness
in the Labour movement is one of the most important ex-
pressions of opportunism. Left phraseology serves as -a shield
to opportunism. The opportunist will say, we must not join
‘the Yellow trade unions because ‘thereby we help the Kuomin-
tang- to capture the masses. How awfully “Left” this sounds! In

reality, it is nothing of the kind, Why do the Yellow trade
unions keep the masses? Only because they have a monopoly
of legality. The Yellow trade unions in China are not like
those in Furope; they act very simply. If a conilict is started
with the capitalists, the leaders of these trade unions say: “We,
as Kuomintang officials, have the right of entering the premises
of the Mandarin and of conferring with him; we are able to
settle these conflicts for you; but if anyone follows the Com-
munists, we will shoot him, and there will be no settlement
of the conflict for him! “Of course, this means arbitration,
which gives some sort of a settlement, compelling the workers
to join these trade unions. Our task is to discredit arbitration
and the treacherous role of the Yellow trade unions which help
the oppressors, by carrying on our daily activity among the
masses.

I shall now deal very briefly with the question of the
inner-Party situation. There are people who take up the defence
of Brandler, who say that when Lenin was alive he always
acted by persuasion, but now the Comintern wants to. deal
with the leaders of the German Party as with little children
— to expel. “There is no leadership, the whole leadership has
proved bankrupt,” they say. They say further that generally
the leadership of the Comintern is not only weak, but is no
good at all, that since the retirement of Bukharin there are
no forces left in the Comintern. As to the Chinese leadership,
they say that it is petty-bourgeois and is composed entirely of
opportunists, deviationists, etc. Therefore, they say, the masses.
no longer trust the Chinese Communist Party, we have nothing,
no Party and no revolution. Such is the campaign of discredit
which is carried on fairly widely, although secretly.

(Ercoli: “Who does this, the Lefts or the Rights?”)

The Rights. We have information that there are even
Trotskyists in China who publish their own organ at Shanghai.
Their theory is known; they are only screening their liquidatory
counter-revolutionary nature, Moreover, in such a situation
there are also distinct conciliatory sentiments which have found
their expression in a certain document in which it is said
that the most essential thing for the Chinese Party was “peace
within the Party”. The comrade writes in that article: “Com-
rade Bukharin spoke at the VI. Congress of the Comimiarn
about the concentration of forces. 1f you now begin to criticise
individual putschists or opportunists, you are causing dissensiom
within the Party, upsetting the “iriendly co-operation”. Thus
we have in China our Brandlerites and Trotskyists, as well
as our conciliators. I may say further that our attitude to the
colonial Parties used to be such that since the colonial Parties
are very young and since they understand very little in questions
of Marxism and Leninism, they should be treated with great
consideration. One may point out their mistakes, one may put
them right, but one should be more considerate towards them.
To my mind, this attitude harbours also some negative aspects.

What is the period which confronts us? What is new -in
the colonies now 'as compared with the “first period” after the
war? If during the war and afterwards there was a good
deal more of spontaneity in the growth of the colonial revo-
lutions, we should emphasise particularly the organisational
role of the Communist Party in the colonies, the leading role
of the proletariat in the course of the subsequent revolutionary
events. If immediately after the victory of the October Revo-
lution there was an almost casual synchronisation of the Rus-
sian Revolution with the Turkish Revolution, of the revolution
in China and in India (in 1921), while the leading role in India
was played by the national bourgeoisie; now we are finding
ourselves in an entirely different period, when the national bour-
geoisie in the colonies and semi-colonies has reached such a
stage of development that its “active hostility” to the working
class is manifested even in its actions against the Soviet
Union, while against the Comintern it already carries on' a
furious campaign. We should therefore increase a hundredfold
our organisational role in the creation of a genuine revolutio-
nary leadership in the colonies. In the further struggle the or-
ganisational role of the Communist Parties will be far more
important than it was during the period of the preceding re-
volutionary wave.

We must therefore call the attention of the P‘lenum to the
task which deserves our utmost attention, the task of forming
and strengthening the Communist Parties of the colonies during




946 International Press

Correspondence No. 44

this period, and we must give them a clear-cut Bolshevist line
of policy in the struggle against the Right and conciliatory
sentiments and deviations, creating upon the basis of this really
Bolshevist line a genuine revolutionary leadership for the re-
volutionary vanguard in the colomies. I have in mind India,
China, and other colonial countries, because in these countries
we are conironted with the question of organising, building,
and strengthening our Bolshevist Parties.

With regard to the struggle for the masses it has been
properly pointed out by several comrades that in the colomies,
besides the working class, we should bear in mind also the

' peasantry and the anti-imperialist movement, so as to build
accordingly the mass organisations of workers, peasants, etc.
We know that during the first period of our activity we had
to combat the sentiments of infantile leftism which refused to

Eighth

go into the Kuomintang, which refused to recognise any de-
mocratic revolution, and so forth. Now we have quite a dif-
ferent attitude, and we must warn against the Right danger
in the colonial countries, Along with the struggle against “Left”
sentiments, sectarianism, etc., it is essential to lay particular
stress on the Right danger, to combat ruthlessly such devia-
tions which cling to the “Chinese” opportunistic heritage and
which lead to the refusal of the proletarian hegemony in the
anti-imperialist bourgeois-democratic ‘revolution, to the refusal
of the proletariat to lead independently the struggle of the wor-
king masses, through its refusal to lead the peasant wars, to
an under-estimation of the counter-revolutionary nature of the
national bourgeoisie, to conciliation with “Left” nationalists
and reformists, to a denial of the role of the Party, to liqui-
datorship. Against such deviations and conciliationism it is
necessary to light with all our strength.

Session.

6th July, 1929 (afternoon).

Comrade REMMELE (Germany):

Comrades, I will deal first of all with the two lines pursued
in Comrade Kuusinen’s report and Comrade Varga’s arguments
in regard to the appraisal of the economic situation. There is
no doubt whatever that there is here a conilict of opinion in
regard to the appraisal of the economic development. The in-
crease of production has been given too much prominence by
Comrade Varga, whilst he has not taken sufficiently into con-
sideration the elements which make for the growth of contra-
dictions within the capitalist system. This kind of appraisal is
contrary to the tendencies which we observe in all spheres, and
especially in the political sphere. In my opinion, it leaves out of
account the fact that the production capacity is increasing to a
much greater extent than the production figures, and that one is,
therefore, justified in talking about the shrinkage of markets.
If Comrade Varga’s analysis were correct, how could we explain
the strong swing to the Left in the proletariat, how could we
explain the fact that the bourgeoisie in nearly all the countries
is compelled to take coercive measures for the suppression of
the proletariat.

I also think that Comrade Varga’s arguments concerning
the standard of living of the proletariat and the position of the
‘working class are not correct. When he noticed that the com-
rades’ disagreed with his assertion that the standard of living
of the proletariat is improving, he beat a retreat by declaring
that the conditions of life of the working class is something
different from its standard of living. The conditions of life of
the proletariat and its political rights are inseparable, Thus,
Comrade Varga asserts that while the standard of living is
improving, the workers’ conditions of life are getting worse.
We cannot accept such a Thesis, If the standard of living im-
proves, workers’ conditions of life cannot get worse, because the
two things are closely connected. When the bourgeoisie is com-
pelled to take away from the workers, the political and other
rights which it had to concede, when it is compelled to use
coercive measures, when the proletariat begins to rebel against
existing conditions, when the bourgeoisie is no longer able to
provide a living for its slaves, in such a situation it is impossible
to speak of an improvement of the standard of living. This shows
~awhat a faulty picture Varga has given us. Comrade Varga’s con-
ception fitted perhaps the Second Period. But it certainly does
not fit the Third Period. If what Comrade Varga says were
correct, there would be no sense or justification for what we
said about the Third Period. How did Comrade Varga arrive
at the conclusion that the standard of living of the workers
is improving? He gave us the figure of the wage agreement
statistic. I maintain that this statistic is correct. It describes
the wage agreements between the industrial associations and
‘the trade unions. But we have in Germany not only the wage
rate statistic, but also another official statistic, namely that of
the state insurance department concerning the stamps affixed
-according to the workers’ wages. 1 advise Comrade Varga to
have a look at this statistic. He will find there that after a
temporary stabilisation of wages, a steady wage reduction is

indicated. This official statistic gives a full survey of all wages,"
whereas the statistic of the wage rates covers only a small
section of the proletariat. There is also a third statistic, namely
the statistic on the consumption of food stuffs. In a compilation
made by us approximately a year ago, which was taken from
the statistical year books of the Reich, it was ascertained that
the consumption of foodstuifs, especially of those with the ne-
cessary complement of calories, is up to 33% lower than before
the war, These facts refute Varga’s theory on the development
of the position of the working class in the present period.

Comrades I would like to express on behalf of our Delega-
tion our full agreement with Comrades Kuusinen’s and Ma-
nuilsky’s reports. I would like to say something about some
smaller problems which, I think, are playing an important,
if not a foremost, role in the whole political development in
Europe.

The comrades here know about our struggle against the
Right and Conciliatory Groups after the VI. World Congress:
against the Brandlerites who assert that the Third Period has
been invented by Stalin for the sole purpose of making an on-
slaught on the Right, and against the Conciliators who assert
a “further development” of capitalist stabilisation is taking place.
The accentuation of repressive methods against the working
class which we have hitherto experienced, is only the beginning.
Comrade Koplenig has already brought to our notice a further
development of fascism, if only in Austria. This development
of fascismt in Austria, which is similar to the development '
of fascism in Italy, can lead to far-reaching changes in Europe.
The victory of fascism in Austria would build a bridge for
Italy to Hungary, Roumania, Yugoslavia, to all the Terrorist
Balkan countries. But it would also have an effect on Germany.
Separation tendencies, such as we have witnessed before, would
once more make their appearance in Germany. Movements in
favour of separation from the Reich would spring up in Bavaria,
Wiirttemberg, and other countries.

Social fascism is what we are most interested in now, in
Germany. We would like to supplement from the practical side
the arguments brought forward here in the report, and by the
“experts”. In this connection, 1 want to lay stress on the cha-
racter of the present mass struggle in ‘Germany. This question
is of importance to all the Sections of the Comintern, because
the problem of mass struggle which :is conironting the C. P. G.
today, can arise also in the other Parties, Comrade Kuusinen
pointed out quite rightly, the unevenness of the development
in the various countries. But this unevenness does not mean
that the phenomena which we observe at present in the biggest
industrial countries, are of no importance to the other countries.
Neither must this unevennes mean that we can draw from it
conclusions re the unevenness of the Communist Parties, and
the unevenness of interpretations of the most important problems
which are conironting -us. Let us take, for instance, Communist
appreciation of social democracy in the Communist Parties is
appreciation of social democracy. I assert that unevenness in the

.



No. 44

International Press Correspondence

947

much greater than the unevenness in the appreciation of the
-other questions of the capitalist world.

The class struggles in Germany have reached a stage which

we can designate without exaggeration as a period leading
-directly to very revolutionary situations, a new era of revolu-
tionary upheavals, as correctly stated in the Resolution before
us. We do not assert that we find ourselves in an acutely
revolutionary situation, we do not say that we are on the
threshold of decisive battles of the proletariat against the bour-
_geoisie. But we are going towards such a period of big de-
cisive class struggles, This is the characteristic feature of the
present period. This development is all the more complicated,
because simultaneously the atmosphere is fraught with an in-
.crease of the war danger and the possibility of an outbreak
-of war. -
1 will deal briefly with the period through which we are
.going now. The comrades are aware that the May struggles
were due to the prohibition of the May-Day demonstration.
.Zorgiebel, the social-fascist Chief of Police, and Greszinski and
.Severing, the social-fascist Ministers of the Interior of Prussia
.and the Reich, prohibited the May-Day demonstration in Berlin.
What does this mean? For 40 years, the Berlin proletariat held
its demonstrations even under the Kaiser Government. Even
-when an order against May-Day demonstrations was issued, they
were carried through justas if nosuch order existed. The Com-
anunist Party had to decide what its reply should be to this order.
It had no choice in the question. To the Communist Party
only one thing was possible: to follow the best traditions of
‘the revolutionary class struggle of the German proletariat. These
traditions and these usages, which were maintained for decades
by the same social democracy which now prohibits the
demonstrations, are laid down in a whole series ot documents
of the pre-war period of social democracy. The Minutes of the
‘Party Congresses bear witness of the tactic of the pre-war
social democracy in regard to the police regime on such
occasions. I will quote only one remark made by a leader of
the pre-war social democracy. On a similar occasion, Bebel
-said at the Jema Party Congress in 1905:

“Alter all, one can reach a point when the question
of damage does mno longer count . . . I would call vile
and contemptible the working class which allowed itselt
to be treated like curs, which dared not resist its oppres-
sors.... You don’t know the German workers, if you
think them capable of this”.

Bebel said in so many words that the German proletariat
is not frightened of police measures, but will fight for the
Rights and civil liberties it has gained. We knew that the
«contemporary police is no longer the police of the pre-war
period; we knew that in the course of ten years the social
democrats have trained for themselves a citizens’ guard
unequalled in any other country.

I one takes into consideration that the army is only
100,000 strong, whereas the police force, the citizens’ guard
-of the Severings and the Greszinski’s, are 250,000 strong,
(180,000 in Prussia alone), if one also takes into consideration
that the Réichswehr, i. e. the army, is not allowed to have
tanks and other heavy war machinery, whereas the police are
:allowed to have armoured cars, etc, one must come to the
conclusion that this army was formed only for civil war against
the working class. We knew that, and yet we had to hold the
demonstration, although the social-fascist police are somewhat
different ‘from the police of the pre-war period. Because the
-struggle which May-Day implied was much more difficult, we
placed the movement on as broad a platiorm as possible or-
ganisationally. We established for this purpose the May Com-
mittee which was formed at a Conference of representatives of
the biggest giant enterprises, as well as representatives of
medium enterprises. This matter was discussed at special
‘factory meetings and delegates were elected to this Conference.

But already during the preparations for the demonstration,
‘the social-fascists thought that they could frighten the workers
"by threatening with dead and wounded. They tried to repre-
sent Communists as criminals, intent on bloodshed on May-
‘Day. I would like to remind you that Kiinstler, Chairman of
‘the Berlin ‘Socialdemocratic Party, is responsible for informing
the Press that Comrade Manuilsky was present at the meeting
of the District Executive of our Party, and that he demanded
there the carrying through of measures which were bound to
“lead to collisions with the police. We were credited with having
‘said, the ‘May-Day demonstration must be such as to leave 200

dead on the battlefield. These 200 dead played an important
role in the struggle of the social-fascists against us. As soon
as the social-fascists took up this provocative attitude, we knew
that they intended to organise a bloodbath on May-Day, to
provoke disorder in the Berlin streets in order to «drive our
Party to desperate deeds. We have already some experience
of this kind of thing. I have only to remind you of the March
action, 1921, which was launched by a similar provocative act.
The May-Day question was discussed by us in the Press. It was
disucssed by the May Committee, and at another meeting of
factory representatives. It was decided by all the bodies of
revolutionary Berlin workers to down tools on the 2nd of May,
to carry through a mass strike if Zorgiebel attempted bloodshed
in the streets of Berlin on May 1st. We could see that even after
this provocation, the workers were not intimidated, but were
ready to discuss new fighting methods at the factory meet-
ings in order to give a fitting reply to the police provocation.

The comrades know that there were sanguinary collisions
and dead already during the first hour of the May-Day demon-
stration. At 12 o’clock (noon) the police forced their way into
the Plumbers meeting. Then shots were fired at our Party
premises., and there was provocation in the Kostlinerstrafe
where 90 red flags were put up on 24 buildings. All these
attacks on Berlin workers and inhabitants in general, show
that a molice provocation against the Party was intended. The
Berlin District Executive met at 5 p. m. to discuss the situation.
But as no important incidents took place apart from a number
of collisions, we did not issue special slogans for May 2nd.

But our Session had hardlv come to an end, when the
first news about the barricade fighting was received. At first,
at 8 o’cdlock in Wedding and later on at 10 o’clock in Neukolln.
We had to meet again to consider these new struggles. It was
clear to us that a sanguinary provocation was intended. It
was also clear that we could not counter this vrovocation by
an armed insurrection. No organisational or military prepara-
tions had been made by way of arming the workers, etc. But
we had to deal now with a sitnation when so-called normal
means were no longer sufficient. We immediately expressed our
comnlete solidarity with the barricade fights. If vou ask wus
what our stand must be in regard to ‘barricade fights, we say
that we are not only for but on the barricades. As communists,
we have to stand by the workers who are in the forefront.
Even if they have got several steps ahead of the mass of the
proletariat. This was our standpoint. We were in direct and
constant touch with the districts and the shops, in order to
understand the situation and take our measure accordingly. In
the night from May Ist to 2nd, several Party districts, not only
town but also outside Berlin districts, came to us with the
question whether they are to take up the fight against the
police like in Wedding and Neukélln. The Party was in a frame
of mind which confronted us with the question of arming. The
workers did not say, give us arms, they knew that there were
only typewriters on the Party premises. But they said, as soon
as you agree with arming, we will get the arms wherever
we can.

The Party Executive had a difficult problem to solve what
to say to the workers when the question of arming them was
brought forward by them. We could not evade the question, we
had to say something. We answered the question as follows:
armed jnsurrection becomes a mecessity in a definity period,
at a definite moment of the proletarian class struggle, but the
then situation was not the right moment for it. We explained
to the workers that we did not find ourselves in an acutely
revolutionary situation, and that the Party could not, therefore,
begin an armed insurrection. But we also said that in spite
of this we are on the side of the barricade fighters, and that
our only slogan in support of them can be the mobilisation
of the widest possible masses: calling the factory masses into
the streets to support the workers who had taken to the bar-

.ricades as a means of struggle. After Mav-Day, the social-

fascists - have expressed interesting views about the problem
of barricade fighting. which views we have fully utilsed. The
social-fascist strategists re street fighting and barricades. tried
to prove to the workers that barricades are no longer effective
against the armoured cars of the social-fascists, etc. Schiitzineer.,
a colonel in the police force, has told us in “Vorwirts” that
with the helo of the social-democratic Minister of the Interior
and Chief of Police, the State is so well armed that it is useless
to undertake barricade fighting. But we knew that this did not
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really express the true feelings of the fascists and Government
socialists.

We got to know the feelings of the other side. We have
seen . the limits of police authority in Berlin. It was precisely
the perseverance and stubbornness of the workers who put up
the barricades which did the most effective disintegrative work
the Berlin police ranks have ever experienced. They had a
greater effect than leaflets and propaganda. In spite of the
formidable array of police forces and in spite of martial law
in" the North and South of the city, we called our protest
demonstration on May 2nd in the Pharus Hall. The result was
that in the evening of May 2nd, just before the meeting,
thousands of workers filled the streets where a few hours ago
the barricade fighting had taken place, and formed processions
which marched to the Hall where the meeting was to be held.
According to the bourgeois press, over 9,000 workers could not
get admittance to the meeting because the Hall was full to
overflowing. This shows that the masses will not give up
their right to the street. In spite of the display of arms and a big
array of police forces in the streets, fifteen thousand workers
demonstrated, and it is ludicrous to assert that no crowds were
to be seen on May-Day. May 1st and 2nd were a demonstration
of the gigantic heroism of the workers. In spite of all these
great incidents, we must -say that there was also something
which did not come up to our expectations and wishes. I mean
the political mass strike which we had called for May 2nd.
It was already announced by the May Committee beforé May
1st, but unfortunately the result was unsatisfactory. Only small
and medium enterprises participated in this mass-strike, whereas
big enterprises with 20—30,000 workers such as Siemens, AEG,
the. transport services, the underground railways, the tramways,
‘the motor buses, etc, did not participate in the strike. But it is
just these enterprises which count in Berlin. A political mass
strike in Berlin must be a strike in which at least 200—250.000
workers participate. In such a case alone, one could speak of
success. But on May 2nd, only 25000 workers participated.
Nevertheless, ithis movement produced a considerable effect
throughout the Reich: in a considerable number of industrial
centres, whole factories downed tools spontaneously and sup-
passed even Berlin. I recall the fact that the Hamburg ship-
wriglits who only a few weeks before had carried through a
long strike, left the shipyards on May 2nd as soon as they
heard the Berlin news and came out on strike. We witnessed
‘the same in the Ruhr, where a number of groups struck work
to show their sympathy with their fellow-workers. There were
‘big strike movements in Halle-Merseburg on May 3 especially
in the town of Halle itseli, where a half-day general strike
was ocarried through. The same happened in Chemnitz and in
‘other regions, -so that 75,000 workers were drawn on the whole
‘into this strike movement., This is not a big figure for Germany.
75,000 is a very small figure for Germany, which has millions
of workers. But we must not forget that this is the first time
since 1923 that a movement has been started in which the
‘working class is agdin fighting for political ends. This was the
biggest success in connection with this campaign. These events
are a turning point. We must not forget that also in 1923, the
big revolutionary struggles did not assume ‘a revolutionary
character until they became direct political mass actions. This
is the criterion for the revolutionary’ character of a struggle.
That is why we are justified in speaking' of a turning point in
connection with the May Day struggles; it was the first
time since 1923 that the struggle assumed a politcal character.

In spite of the inadequacy of the political mass strike, the stir
and excitement, also in the giant enterprises, were such as
have not been experienced since 1923. We had three to four-
meetirigs in enterprises in one week, a thing which has not
happened for years. We must repudiate the presentation of the
whole struggle as a defeal or even a partial defeat. We fail
to see any facts which give the least justification for speaking of
defeat or partial defeat. We willingly admit that there were
many «defects and weak points in the struggle, which must be
discussed here. There was lack of co-ordination in the May-Day
demonstrations. When the various groups of demonstrators got
separated, contact could not be immediately re-established. One
could feel that no proper organisational preparation had taken
place. which would have taken away the spontaneous character
of the demonstrations. This is, of course, due to inadequate
organisation, which is again due to the fact that we are still
accustomed to the conditons of the Second Period and have

not. yet prepared ourselves for the Third Period. This is con-
nected with the failure of the revolutionary struggles we had
in 1918—23.

Immediately after May-Day, the Party determined to profit
by these lessons. and began to organise seli-defence in enter-
prises and street nuclei. We have already tested these seli-defence
groups at several subsequent demonstrations, and we have come
to the conclusion that at these demonstrations our people kept
together much better. ,

We were blamed here for not publishing daily the “Rote
Sturmfahne”. We did publish the “Rote Sturmfahne” at first,
but the police gangs raided the printing works, and this left
us ‘without a daily for weeks. - The “Rote Sturmfahne” was
issued only every now and then. But we have learned another
lesson during this period. When the “Rote Fahne” was sup-
pressed for the second time, the workers themselves gave evi-
dence of ‘energy and initiative unprecedented in the history -of
the Party. In those days, hundreds of factory newspapers were
published in Berlin. © On their own initiative, the workers
resisted the suppression of our press: when the “Rote Fahne”
was suppressed for the second time, the factory newspapers
proved an effective’ weapon against the measures of the class

‘enemy, against the Terrorist methods used against our Press.

What is the meaning of the provocation which took place
on May-Day in Berlin? This provocation means that an'attempt
has been made to challenge the Communist Party, in order to
have an excuse for sharp measures against the class struggle.
In order to inflict a defeat on it and isolate it from the mass
of the workers. Even after the May-Day failure, social-fascism
has not given up this tactic. Provocation goes on by variotis
means. | will give you only a few facts connected with recent
events. In Hanover, secret police agents smuggled a box con-
taining about half a hundred weight of dynamite into the
Bureau of the L. R. A, a quantity enough to blow up half of
Hanover. As soon as our comrades discovered the box, they
asked the police to take it ‘where it had come from. It was only
three hours later and after our comrades had called twice at
the Police Station to insist on the removal of the box, that the
latter was fetched by the police. An outrage was committed
two hours ‘later in the same house where a bank has also its
offices. What was the intention of the police? The intention
was, to smuggle the box of dynamite into the I. R. A. office, then
to commit the' outrage, in order that the police should after-
wards discover the dynamite in the I.R. A. bureau and could
implicate them ‘in ‘the matter. The box exploded where it
came from, in the Hanover Police Station, the quarters of the
social-fascists. This shows clearly what methods the social-
fascist Police gangs are using. - '

“Lately, throughout Germany the Executives of Communist
Parties have been ofiered arms, not only revolvers and hand
grenades, (one «does go in for such trifles), but mine-throwers,
hame throwers, machine guns and other big war machines, This
shows by what means the bourgeoisie and social-fascism are
working against the Communist movement. But this and dynamite
dre not the only means used against the Commuhist Party.
There are other means which are meant to have the same effect
as dynamite, namely, slanderous campaigns by which even some
of our best members have been taken in. I recall the slanderous
campaigns tiurned out in Germany in “factories”, 'especially
established for this purpose: the Lenin Bund under Hugo Ur-
bahns leadership, kept going by Stampfer, and the other firm,
Brandler and Thalheimer, who still had their people in the ranks of
the Party and were supported by the Conciliators. Do you
think that, September 26 would have been possible in the C.C.
if the slander-agents had not had their own creatures in.the
C.C. itself? If you take this into consideration, you will uti-
derstand why we gave short shrift in the Central Committee
to the agents of the Right, the Conciliators. Could we in the
event of war expect a single revolutionary action  from
leadership such as we witnessed on September 262 With “such
leadership we should have experienced another August 4th.

The methods used by the bourgeoisie and social-fascism
against our Party, indicate the atmosphere of the Third Period
which is the Period of new revolutionary upheavals. The. class
enemy is armed for civil war; he continues to arm; he is al-
ready using means of civil war. But we must not rest content
with a bare statement of facts, we must find out what the tasks
of the German Party will be. o .

I will deal now with the war danger. It has been discussed in
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our Party, if in connection with the Paris Reparation negotiations
the problem of war between Britain and America is not given
so much prominence that.the differences of the imperialist
countries in regard to tlie Soviet Union are relegated to the
background. There is no doubt whatever that the reparation ne-
gotiations  in Paris have brought strongly to the fore all the

contradictions which exist in the imperialist countries, but there-

is also no doubt whatever that in spite of these contradictions,
bargaining has been going on there for the complete establish-
ment of the imperialist war front against the Soviet Union, and
that Germany has participated in this bargaining in order to
obtain better reparation conditions. More than that, a special
commission has been sitting during these negotiations, in which
a number. of German so-called “experts”, not financial experts
but experts in armaments and military power, Reichswehr ge-
nerals, etc. have negotiated with the big Powers concerning a
war pact against the Soviet Union. It was only in the last
few days that our representatives brought these facts to the
notice of the German Reichstag. The Foreign Minister, Strese-
mann, could not deny this fact. Here we see oncé more that even
when it looks as if the differences between the imperialist Powers
are almost irreconcilable, the point of departure in the negotia-
. tions and arrangements of the imperialist powers is always the
idea: to prepare war against the Soviet Union. .

.. This question has played a considerable role in our Party
discussion. The Conciliators have represented the view that the
differences between Soviet Russia and the imperialist powers
recede into the background at this stage of the reparation ne-
gotiations, whereas the differences between - the imperialist
countries become accentuated to the extent of constituting an
immediate war danger. 1 think that such a conception, and such
propaganda would divert our Party from the mobilisation of
the masses against imperialist war.

In judging the war problem, we must give prominence
to the main world contradiction: socialist economy versus ca-
pitalist economy. It is precisely the development of these two
economic ¢urrents which shows’ clearly the crystallisation points
of the war danger. Every ton of coal, every ton of iron with
which the Soviet Union develops its industrialisation, widens
especially in connection with the Five.Year Plan. But we must
the -gulf betweén. the imperialist countries and Soviet Russia,
not look only on this side of the problem, we must also look on
the side of the revolutionary development in the -capitalist
countries. Everyone knows that at all times rulers have tried
to evade revolutionary situatious by plunging countries into war.
The fact that the Soviet Union is the centre of the revolutionary
movement of the world, is an important factor in the war
preparations of the capitalists, the bourgeoisie, and especially
the social-fascists. R

A third problem: the nearer we get to the struggle for the
conquest of the majority of the proletariat, the nearer the de-
cisive battle between reformism and bolshevism, the more evident
it,ds that social-fascism is the driving power in the war pre-
parations against the Soviet Union. The fourth fact, is the
national revolutionary movement in the colonies which is adding
to the seriousnmess of the crisis and difficulties in the mother
countries. This movement, too, derives its main support from
the fact of the existence of the Soviet Union. The greater the
difficulties of the imperialist powers in the colonies, the greater
their desire to wage war for the destruction of the Soviet Union.
I think that we must give special prominence to this fact in
our Anti-war propaganda and especially on August 1st.

I-want to make a few remarks on the development of social-
fascism in connection with the Left social democrats. It is
 frequently asserted that the Left social democrats play a different
role from the out and out Right social democrats in the de-
velopment of social democracy into fascism. I will, therefore,
quote here the latest document produced by one of the most
Leit of the Left social democrats about the defence question.
There was already a big discussion on the defence question
before the S. P. G. Congress, and a dozen defence programmes
were brought forward. But the most interesting defence pro-
gramme comes from Paul Levi. Paul Levi, a former Communist,
in his pamphlet on the problems of war and the defence pro-
gramme says that the world war was not the last war, because
it can happen that two peace disturbers seize upon the earliest
opportunity for making war, and these two peace disturbers,
are: Mussolini in Italy and Stalin in Moscow,

But what does he say about the defenice problem? He says, '
that the bourgeoisie cannot solve the defence problem, it cannot
create armies in which class differences are eliminated. But can
Germany remain - defeficeless? Certainly not, Germany must
arm for war against the wicked peace disturbers, ltaly' and the
Soviet Union. But how can Germany do this? This must be
undertaken by the social-democratic party and the trade unions;
the army must be formed by the trade unions and the social-
democratic party, the non-class army which alone is destined
and able to conduct war and defend the Fatherland.

Pacifism in Germany is of a similar aspect. In the May
Days, for instance, Herr von Gerlach, the leader of the German
Pacifists, wrote that the May sinners, the May-Day criminals
are to be sought not in Berlin, but in Moscow. Thus, from this
side, too, propaganda in the direction of incitement to war
against the Soviet Union. The entire May Day provocation was
used in the whole bourgeois. press of Germany for the widest
possible ideological mobilisation for war against the Soviet
Union. I will read you a few quotations from the bourgeois
press. The “Vorwirts” writes:

“Moscow ordered the bloodbath in Berlin!” “Bolshevik
emissaries from Moscow superintended personally the

¢ attack’s on police officials who were going the’r way peace.
fully? :

Another statement is:

“At the session of the district Executive of the C. P. G.,
the general staff officer of the Red Army, Manuilsky, de-
veloped the plan of attack on the police and the police
headquarters.” . :

I therefore reiterate that it is absolutely no exaggeration
to connect these May Day incidents with the danger of war
against the Soviet Union. The whole bourgeois press has proved
this to the hilt. :

Our struggle now. is against social-fascism and- simultane-
ously for capturing the main sections of the German proletariat,
i. e. of the majority of the working class. For this struggle,
we  must fully understand the character of the radicalisation
process in Germany. Between 1918 and 1923, we found our-
selves repeatedly in- acutely revolutionary situations in which
wide sections of the toiling masses rallied around the revolu-
tionary leaders and followed them, This process is different now
from what it was then. At that time, the depreciation of the
currency, inflation, economic disintegration drove wide sections
of workers as well as wide sections of the middle class, the
small peasantry and the agricultural labourers towards the
revolutionary vanguard. Today, the reason is quite different.
Today, rationalisation in the enterprises determines the radi- .
calisation' process. ‘Owing to rationalisation, wide sections of
industrial workers who remained in those years with the
social-democrats, are coming -over to the Communist movement
direct from the rationalised enterprises, or become followers of’
the Communist Party. Radicalisation is not as spasmodic as in
1923, neither does it fluctuate as it did then. I recall merely
the year of 1924 when we polled 4'/> million votes at the
Reichstag elections in May, whereas our poll in December was
only 2,800,000 votes. Today, the radicalisation process is perhaps
not as rapid as then. It is slower but surer, more solid,
stable and durable. Moreover, the masses who now join the
Communist movement are above all industrial workers, the main
section of the German proletariat. To this, above all, is due
the enormous extension of the class struggle in Germany. In
Germany and certainly also in a number of other countries,
the situation is such that the simplest wage struggles can very
rapidly develop into sharp political struggles, barricade fighting,
etc. Thus, with our demand “the street belongs to the prole-
tariat!” we kept up the struggle in Berlin for 3 days, sc that
the street had to be given back to the proletariat. Then, there
is the fact that only a few days ago the defence of the Re- -
public Act was repealed. We are in the midst of a development
process which is manifold and presents a variegated picture.
In this connection, we must realise that the accentuation of
the struggle determines the whole process of development.

In conclusion, a few words about the reorganisation of
the Parties. Transition from the second to the third period de-
mands reorganisation of the whole Party, In the course of this
reorganisation, one can see clearly that in the second" period
—. I wont say Sections — but certainly groups and elements
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have firmly established themselves within the Party who cannot
be called anything but backward and ossified. Comrade Gorkic
has given us a vivid picture of the fight which had to be put
up in the individual Sections of the Young Communist Inter-
national in order to carry through even the simplest things
in the C. C’s of these organisations. If this is the state of
affairs in the C. Cls of the Young Communist Leagues, what
must it look like in the lower Party organisations. Of course,
the same phenomena are to be seen also there, only on a
smaller scale. At the same time, we have another phenomenon
there, namely, sections of workers are becoming radicalised
more rapidly than our Party cadres. We had Party cadres
which lagged behind the progress of the workers. Non-party
workers called factory meetings and compelled the Commu-
nist nucleus to put up Red factory committee lists. (Interjection
by Thilmann: Sometimes against the Communist nucleus!).
Yes, sometimes even against the Communist nucleus. What
was the meaning of this? The meaning was that the mass of
the proletariat are beginning to control our Party nuclei, to see
if they really carry out the Party decisions. But this is only
possible if we enforce the change decided upon by the VI. World
Congress, categorically and ruthlessly, not shrinking from the
impediments and difficulties which crop up below, in the Party
nuclei. '
Many of our brother Parties thought that the German
Party was too sharp and ruthless in its measures against the
Right and the conciliators, and that it was perhaps not doing
the right thing in regard to some matters. Several sections
have asked us for information on this matter. We were willing
to give them this information. We had to learn our lesson from
ast defeats which must be ascribed to the fact that we had no
Ishevik Party in Germany. These defeats would be repeated
if we did not do our utmost o convert our Party.in Germany
into a real Bolshevik Party. If we are to fulfil this task, we
must act ruihlesslg. It is necessary to instil Bolshevik spirit
ut we must not confine ourselves to our
own Party, On the strength of our rich experience we must
appeal to our brother sections to do the same. If we do
justice to these tasks, our further work will be in the nature
of revolutionary development. (Applause.)

Comrade KOLAROV (Bulgar?a):

Comrades, the first question I should like to deal with is
tlie’ theory of Comrade Varga about the rise in the living
standard of the working class and the third period of the post-
war crisis of capitalism. This is the fundamental question of
the international proletarian revolution, a question of dispute
between revolutionary Marxism and reformism. If modern
capitalism in the third period of the post-war crisis is in a
position to raise the living standard of the working class, this
means the liquidation of the revolutionary period, the liqui-
dation of the basic contradiction between the development of
the forces of production and the capicity of the home market.
Comrade Varga speaks about the inevitable forthcoming crisis.
Yet it is rather strangs, whence will this crisis come if the
third period be distinguished by a rise in the living standard
of the working class? What does this mean? It means the in-
creased purchasing capacity of the proletariat. And the increased
purchasing capacity of the proletariat means the increased
demand for commodities. Consequently, this constitutes a factor
for diminishing the causes of industrial crisis. In my opinion,
Comrade Varga is renewing the attempt of the reformists in
the 90’s to revise Marxism in one of its fundamental prin-
ciples, Of course, Comrade Varga does not speak about revi-

.sionism, he does not yet speak about the permanent tendency

of capitalism, he does mot yet generalise, he observes now, in
the commencement of the third period. But, comrades, if the
commencement of the third period of capitalism is generally
distinguished by such a fact, it may be assumed that the same
fact will go on further during the whole existence and deve-
lopment of the third period of world capitalism, and that it
will obviate the very crisis of world capitalism.

The matter becomes even more serious in view of the fact
that in order to prove this theory, Comrade Varga alludes
to. Germany. If a capitalist country like Germany, without co-
lonial profits and with a huge burden of reparations, can
afford to raise the living standard of the working class, it
means such a strengthening of capitalism as will, at least, put
off for a long time the advent of the revolutionary crisis.

The revisionists used to back their assertions with official

statistical data. They did the same as Comrade Varga is doing
now, 30 years afterwards. True, Comrade Varga admits the
fact that the bourgeois statistics are falsified. But they have
only once been falsified, and since then never again. And he
refers to these bourgeois statisticians and economists who are
at this very moment carrying on an ideological struggle against
the revolutionary positions of the Comintern. Comrade Varga
forgets that it is the business of bourgeois statistics, at all
moments and in all periods of the revolutionary class struggle, -
to place the ideological weapon in the hands of the bourgeois
politicians of the bourgeois counter-revolution. As a matter of
fact, bourgeois statistics have now entered into the period of
their fascisation, becoming transformed into fascist statistics.
This is the fact which Comrade Varga overlooks.

Comrade Varga is anxious to explain away the reformist
character of his theory. Moreover, one fails to understand his
illogical assertion that, while the living standard of the working
class is rising, the general condiiions of the working class
are getting worse. What does this mean? The fundamental
thing is the living standard of the proletariat. If the living
standard of the proletariat rises, then there ought to be also
general amelioration in the conditions of the proletariat. A
general amelioration in the conditions of the proletariat we
see now only in the Soviet Union. This should be stated and
emphasised in most categorical fashion.

Comrades, if the bourgeoisie is able to raise the living
standard of the working class, why then Fascism, why the dic-
tatorship, why the disfranchisement of the working class, why
all this complex system, of repression in regard to the working
class? Obviously, if the bourgeoisie resorts to pressure, if it
employs terrorism and political repression, it is because it is
unable to raise the living standard of the working class and
bring about better conditions of existence for the workers;
it is because it needs the extortion of greater profits, of more
surplus value from the working class.

I am at one with those comrades who most resolutely re-
pudiate Comrade Varga's attempt to revise revolutionary
Marxism in one of its fundamental points. All this compels us
to be more circumspect than hitherto in regard to the deductions
and conclusions drawn by Comrade Varga in the special field
of research in which he is engaged.

I agree that the Italian comrades are making a mistake
when they want to represent fascism as an exclusively Italian
phenomenon. Under the conditions of universalisation of the
economic system, they have no right to a monopoly of fascism
(laughter). One can speak only about the peculiar aspect of
fascism in Italy, about its peculiar Italian form, and nothing
more than that.

Fascism, however, as a more universal phenomenon, is
also assuming other peculiar forms.

I should like to refer to another form of fascism, to so-
called agrarian fascism. There exists not only social-fascism,
but also agrarian fascism. In all the agrarian countries we
see already the formation of detachments of a fascist character
by the upper strata of the peasantry. In Czechoslovakia and
in Roumania we see already the forms of agrarian fascism, the
demagogical utilisation of the peasant masses for the defence of
private property, for the crushing of the proletarian revolution.

Comrades, fascism in the Balkans began to develop prac-
tically after the seizure of power by big capital, after its actual
capture of the state apparatus. By this it is distinguished from
Italian fascism. Italian fascism came into power in a “revo-
lutionary” way: it overthrew the power of the bourgeois go-
vernment. In the Balkans we see already the domination of
capital in its big form, in the shape of banking capital which
resorts to fascist methods in order to stem the tide of revo-
lution and suppress the revolts of the masses of workers and
peasants. Fascism in all the Balkan countries relies upon the
non-party societies and political organisations, chiefly of a
military character. Fascism in Yugoslavia controls the so-called
“Whité Hand”, an organisation of army officers. Big capital
in Bulgaria, resorting to the use of fascist methods, has also
formed an organisation of reserve officers and non-commis-
sioned officers. They constitute the chief military support of the
fascist domination. Of course, by the side of these there are
also numerous other fascist organisations. In Roumania the
present National-Zaranist Government has started the formation
of a rural militia made up of the upper elements of the pea-,
santry in order to support the bourgeois domination.
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What is the relationship between open dictatorship and
the “democratic” forms of government in the Balkan countries?
It varies. In Yugoslavia we have a complete military-monarchist
dictatorship, the abrogation of all parliamentary and “demo-
cratic’ forms of government from the top to the bottom. In
Bulgaria we still have a parliament, but it is a parliament
which actually carries out the dictates of the so-called “irre-
sponsible factors”, i. e. of the organisations of reserve officers,
non-commissioned officers, etc.

In Roumania and Greece the bourgeoisie for the time being,
is still relying entirely upon the parliament and the senate.
The groups which back fascism are still enjoying some prestige
which allows them to hoodwink the masses and to bolster up
the capitalist domination by the aid of a parliament, checked
by the senate. Thus, the relationship between open dictatorship
and parliamentarism varies.

It is a special task of Balkan fascism to crush the national-
revolutionary movement. Balkan fascism is a weapon of inter-
national imperialism, particularly of British, French and
Italian imperialism, firstly, for supporting and increasing the
semi-colonial exploitation of the Balkan peoples, and secondly,
for the organisation of war against Soviet Russia. A part of
the ideology of Balkan fascism consists in the so-called “na-
tional unity”, “national ideals”, in the creation and defence
of the “united national state”. This renders Balkan fascism
highly aggressive. The means for the solution of the “national
ideal” is war alone, and for this reason we find Balkan fascism
preparing for wars, firstly, for territorial expansion, and se-
condly, for the defence of foreigm ferritories already annexed.

How is the situation with regard to the so-called “indu-
strial peace?” In the Balkans one has to speak also about
“rural peace”, and about “peace in the annexed territories”.
So far this “peace” in the Balkans is maintained by means
of emergency laws, repression, and white terror. There is a
repressive regime in all the Balkan countries. Big capital in the
Balkans does not feel the need to create any special institutions
for “collaboration” of the proletariat and the bourgeoisie. It
manages so far without such institutions. The Balkan social-
democrats are backing the idea of forming industrial councils,
of transforming the labour unions into organs of the state, of
compulsory arbitration, etc.

In all the Balkan countries the efforts of the capitalists to
subjugate the masses of the peasants by bribing the upper strata
of the peasantry are meeting with some success.

This is particularly the case in Roumania, where such
bribery is carried on through the National-Zaranist Govern-
ment.

Comrades, the struggle against fascism, whether in the
shape of social-fascism or agrarian-fascism, -constitutes one
of the most essential tasks of the Balkan Communist Parties.
An under-estimation of the fascist danger in the Balkans is
the source of Right deviations in all the Balkan Communist

Parties. In the Balkan Communist Parties there is still an -

under-estimation of the fascist character of the so-called “oppo-
sitional” bourgeoisie, an under-estimation of the fascist cha-
racter of the National-Zaranist Government in Roumania, an
under-estimation of the fascist eharacter of the social-democracy
in Yugoslavia and Bulgaria. Against this under-estimation,
against this Right deviation, the most energetic struggle ought
to be waged.

I must point out that, in my opinion, the draft resolution
submitted here on the first item of the agenda is rather in-
adequate and incomplete. - The resolution does not take into
consideration the situation in the so-called capitalist countries
of the second type, where the peasant question plays an im-
portant role in development of the revolutionary process. The
resolution makes excessive allusion to the characteristics of the
situation in the big capitalist countries where the labour que-
stion pre-dominates. Yet the group of countries of the second
type is of no mean importance and its numerical strength
cannot be ignored. This group includes Poland, Hungary, the
Balkans, and a number of other countries. It constitutes a big
group of countries with great revolutionary importance. It was
positively necessary to provide room in the draft resolution
for a description of the situation in these countries.

In all these countries, next to the labour question, an
important place is occupied by the peasant question and by the
national question. In the Balkans, the problem of winning the

majority is usually taken as the problem of winning a majo-
rity of the proletariat. Yet this is inadequate, for it is -also
necessary to win a majority of the toiling peasantry, and also
a majority of the oppressed nationalities. The social-demo-
cracy in the Balkan countries is relatively weak, it does not
play an appreciable role in any Balkan country; but on the
other hand, there are in the Balkans more or less mass organi-
sations of the peasants, in the shape of Parties and alliances.
It is just the attitude of the Communist Parties to these basic
masses of the peasantry, and to the éxisting peasant parties,
that constitutes the source of all the more or less important
political -mistakes committed by the Balkan Communist Parties.
Therefore, during this third period of the post-war crisis of
capitalism, the Communist Parties of these countries should be
more definitely instructed as regards activity among the peasants
and among the oppressed nationalities.

Comrades, the general situation in the Balkans may be
characterised as follows: in the first place, we have here the
economic subjection of the Balkan countries to foreign capital
and the increased use of colonial methods of exploitation of
the workers and peasants by foreign capitalism,

Secondly, in all the Balkan countries there is going on a
concentration of capital, the formation of cartels, syndicates,
trusts, etc. This is accompanied by the increased exploitation
of the workers and peasants. Capitalist rationalisation in the
Balkans is going on under peculiar, exceptional forms. The
technical progress is rather slight, but there is an increase in
the methods of exploitation of the workers, such as longer
hours and speeding up, - ’

Thirdly, national subjection in the Balkans is only a means
for the economic plunder of the masses in all the subjected
territories.

Fourthly, at the same time there is going on an inten-
sification of the class contradictions in town and village. There
is both absolute and relative decline in the standard of living
of the basic masses of the workers and peasants, the pauperisa-
tion of the masses of workers and peasants, and social de-
generation.

Under these circumstances in the Balkans, fascism, i. e, the
combination of “democratic” deception with the open military
and capitalist dictatorship, constitutes the only means for
maintaining the domination of big capital over the masses of
workers and peasants. There is an exclusive regime of white
terror going on in all the Balkan countries. The general result
is that there is a steady radicalisation, revolutionisation of the
proletariat, of the basic masses of the peasantry, and of the
people in the annexed and oppressed territories.

The revolutionisation of the peasant masses resulted in a
sort of hegemony by the peasantry and the peasant organisations
in the general struggle of the toiling masses against the bour-
geoisie and against capitalism. You remember how in Bulgaria
a peasant government, followed by the basic mass of the
peasantry, tried to wage a fight also against big capital. Thus,
the masses of the peasants held the hegemony, so fo speak;
in the struggle against big capital.

(Martinov: “The hegemony over whom?”)

First fiddle in this struggle was played by the Peasant
Alliance, by the Peasant Government. Nevertheless, how did
it end? It ended in bankruptcy.

(Martinov: “Did the proletariat follow them?”)

No, but it played the second fiddle. It existed' as a se-
condary force. But this first role of the peasantry in the struggle
against the domination of big capital ended in defeat:

Comrades, in Yugoslavia, after the suppression of the Com-
munist Party and its being driven underground, we see the
intensification of the struggle of the peasantry in Croatia and in
other oppressed territories. The movement of the working class
seems to have died down, as though shiited into the back-
ground, with the result that the role of the Communist Party
has diminished and has been relegated to a secondary place.
You remember how in 1927, when the peasant leaders were
killed in parliament, there was a wide wave of peasant rebellion
throughout Croatia, causing a tremendous and profound crisis
in Yugoslavia. What was the end of this movement? The:
leaders of the peasant organisation have betrayed the people,. .
and their struggle has ended in bankruptcy.

You remember how in Rumania last year there were
tremendous demonstrations by the peasants. You remember the
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march of the peasants on Bucharest. The movement was headed
by the National.Zaranist Party. The proletariat followed behind:
the ‘peasantry. The Communist Party played a secondary role.
How did it ‘end? The National-Zaranist Party came into power,
betrayed the peasantry, and started open capitalistic policies
against it."And now, as the result of the short term of office

of the National-Zaranist Party; we: see already the withdrawal -

of the mass of the peasantiy from' the National-Zaranist Party,

and the leftward furning of :thé peasant masses: to the pro-'

letariat, to Communism, The peasant masses are seeking the
way to' the Communist Party; unfortunately, they do not find
it so easily. L mE AERETIET Ce
All this means that the objective development is favourable
fo the consolidation of the leading role of the proletariat, of
its hegemony in the struggle against'big ‘capital, and con-
sequently, the consolidation of the leading role’ of the * Com-
munist Party. P A
. “"Comrades, we have seen in all the Balkan countries, im-
mediately after the failure of the struggle of the peasant masses
against big capital, after the deception of the masses by the
peasant leaders, how. a new. period:of development has begun,
in which the proletariat takes again the first place in the
struggle against big capital, Bulgaria is passing through .a
period of mass upheaval and of revolutjonary fighting by the
whole proletariat. The. country is flooded with a big ‘Wave of

strikes in- spife of fhe fact that big .capital shrinks at nothing

in order to strangle this movement. Comrades, there is a -move-
ment going on in Bulgaria which, proporiionafely, cannot be
matched in. any other. coyntry. At the present moment the

general strike of the Bulgarian tobacco workers is still going.
on. The tobacco workers in Bulgaria represent 40% of the entire

industrial proletariat, This is a general strike in the fundamental
industry of Bulgaria. The whole mass of the workers has gone
out on’ strike, unanimously. It has already given victory to the
proletariat to the extent of two-thirds. For- the first time under
the fascist regime raging.in the counfryﬁb’r the last tive :years,
for the first time after the September upheaval of 1923, we have
a.mass labour movement, and a break through the fascist front.
But, Comfades, this does not mean- fhe end of the movement.
Just now the whole of the Bulgarian prolefariat is-in a. state
of . strong - excitement. After the. tobacco workers the textile
workers have gone out on strike. There is. now a big fextile
strike in Bulgaria’s largest textile cenfre, Slivena; rike
is carried on unanimously, without any betrayal, in spite -of
repression by the capitalists and the bourgeoisie. The strike

_involves already a number of other industries. It has spread to
"Sofia; to Burgaz, and mass conilicts are imminent in all. the

industrial centres of.the:country. It is interesting {o note that
under -the most ferocious. terror, when no meetings are allowed,
by: the. fascist. police; the strikers .are breaking through the
fascist front and are organising their. mass meetings under the
slogan of the class demands: of jthe proletariat, for the first
time in the last 6 .years. Lo

This movement involves all: ‘the, elements of the population

that are connected with the working. class. Comrades, let me
mention .a few facts. Some time.ago in the already mentioned
town of Slivena, 4 mass strike was declared by the workers
in a textile mill in connection with an explosion which "had
taken place in the mill. The strike was carried out, and the
victims of the explosion were buried with an impressive de-
monstration. On May Day the tobacco- workers struck in most
of the industrial centres, e, g. at Philippopolis and Habgs, and'

marched in: the demonstrations in defiance of the police. At-

Sofia there was not only a demonstration, but the workers gave
battle to the police and gendarmes who had fired upon the
demonstration. During the strike at Slivena the police appeared
at a public meeting and arrested all the speakers, the whele
presidium, and the strike committee. Nevertheless, ia crowd
of many thousands accompanied the police and their victims,
held a powerful demonstration and compelled the

release dhe prisoners. Particularly harsh megsures were

employed by the police against the working wortien. - When -
women strikers were arrested, all the workers’ children left’

school and went to the police headquarters to join the general
demonstration, and the police were compelled to set the women
free. As a result of this demonstration, two gendarmes related
to workers threw aside their uniforms as a token .of protest.
Comrades, this struggle, unparalleled in our country, is going

the strike .

lice to .

on under the actual leadership of the class organisations of the
workers. The Bulgarian Communist Party is actually at the head
of ‘this tremendous strike wave.: -
But I must say that it was no easy matter for the -revolus-
tionary organisations to capture this movement. Only.a rela-
tively “short time ago the .Political Secretariat, discussing the
situation - in Bulgaria, pointed out to the Bulgarian Commupist
Party the weakness of its organisational basis and its insufficient
activity in the preparation and organisation of. mass ,strikes.
Forseeing the spontaneous outbreak of mass strikes, the Com-
intern warned the Party. At first the revolutionary organisations
were in a very difficult position, incapable at first of mastering
this movement, although they enjoyed- great prestige among the
workers. This allowed some liquidatory attempts in the leader-
ship. Thus,. at Philippopolis, an important centre. the first strike
committee came out with a platform of “political neutrality”,
“pure economic struggle”,-and with the demand for “govern-
ment ‘mediation”. This' enabled the fascist elements to try and
capture the movement, but as the struggle went on, the
revolutionary organisations succeeded in exposing these at-
tempts, and in forming a real revolutionary leadership.
Comrades, during the further development of this struggle.
the. revolutionary organisations have finally gained the leader-
ship of this movement. Just now the general strike of the.
textile workers ‘at Slivena is. going on not:only virtually, but.
officially under the leadership of the revolutionary trade unions.
Under the regime of white terror this” struggle is of quite ex-:
ceptional nolitical importance. and of a distinet revolutionary -
character. Tri fact; the whole: of this striiggle has not been waged
against individual emplovers and bosses. If has been waged,
firstly, against trust capital, against the cartels, and secondly,
against the fascist regime. At all the meetings there were de-
mands . made for the overthrow of the fascist regime, for the
declaration of the rights and liberties of the broad masses. for
the general amnesty. and for the other slogans of the working
class. The Communist Party has endeavoured to broaden and
deenen this movement. It has; launched the slogan of transforming
each partial strike into a general strike. of snreading. the strike
to other towns and tfo other trades. As I have already said,
a’ new. wave of strikes is-imminent which is going to affect.
other industries in the different localities throughout the couvntry.
Comrades, this struggle has shown a vital -example of the
tremendous danger of Right deviations in the Party, of the
dangeér of opportunistic vacillation, legalism. opportunism, liqui-
datorship, etc. Under the conditions of white terror there are
obiective conditions for these Right deviations. The Party has
hitherto successfully combated the manifestations of Right de-
viations, and now realises the whole seriousness of these devia-
tions. ‘Tt has had the occasion to see for itself the tremendous
datiger of the Right deviations, and also ‘to reveal this danget
to the masses of the workers. The mass of the workers have,
become convinced' that without transforming their so-called.
“purely economic” struggle into a‘large mass and class struggle,.
into a political” struggle against the capitalist class and the
capitalist state, they would not have gained the successes which
they have actyally achieved. Although the victory of the strike
is a partial one, it has considerably demonstrated the value of
the nroper class leadership of the strike movement. '
The revolutionary movement now embraces ever larger
masses of the proletariat.- The obiective development and the
experience of the past struggle has brought the proletariat to the
forefront in the revolutionary struggle. Objectively, the pro-
letariat is gaining the hegemony of the general mass revolu-
tionary movement, the hegemony over the peasantry, the hege-
mony over the ‘oppressed nationalities. Under these favourable
circumstances -the Communist Party has both the possibility
and the necessity to strengthen its organisational and leading
role in-the revolutionary movement. The Balkan Parties should
realise the full importance of this, their task in the new period in the
development of the class struggle in the Balkans. They should
accordingly endeavour to strengthen their organisational basis
among the masses. The organisational basis' in Bulgaria is
rather narrow and inadequate. This we find now in practice. '
Secondly, the Party should apply all means finally to overcome
all the sentiments of surrender, liquidation and conciliation
within the ranks of the Party, so as to create a united and
firm leadership that will indeed be capable of leading the pro-
letariat in this period of tremendous class fights which herald
the imminent revolutionary situation. (Applause.)
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