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‘The Mass Movement Against the Social

Insurance Law in France.
By A. Simon (Paris).

The fight bcing conducted by the French working class
against the *“social insurance law”, which has been aptly
described by the Communist Party as a large-scale financial
and political swindle, has been developing uninterruptedly
since the first days of July and is assuming the character of
a powerful mass movement. This movement is directed
sinrultaneously against the employers, in order to enforce
from them a wage increase, against the State, which is
determined to force through this enslaving law at any price,
and also against the social facist leaders who openly declare
themselves ready to ‘carry out this law loyally and
correctly’’.

The revolutlouary trade unions had delayed far too long
their preparations for this fight, which was to be foresesn
long ago; they frittcred away their forces in discussions on
the way the law would be applicd and on the legal problem,
whilst the workers demanded that they should show them
the concrete forms of the fight against this law. The masses
of workers in the factories had realised the actual meaning
of the law more quickly and went over to the fight earlior
than the majority of our functionaries. The deduction oi the
workers’ contributions from the wages was for them the
signal to give vent to their hatred against the monstrous
exploitation of which they arc the victims; and the immediate

motives of their challenge to the govermment are to be
understood in conncection with the whole political and economic
situation

Already before the law came into force on the Ist of
July, varied and numerous forms of resistance were employed:
Collective retusal of the workers of whole factories and
factory departinents to sign the entry forms, public burning
of the entry forms or their wholesale retiurn to the Ministry
of Labour. The method most commonly employed was to
hand in to the factory wanagement declarations of protest
against any reduction of waxes. The ferment in the work-
shops and factorics was so general that we ourselves lagged
behind in regard to agitation.

From the Ist of Juli demonstrations mostly assumed the
form of factory meetings, at which dclegates were elected
who submitted to the employers the demands of the workers;
passive resitance, lasting several hours, and strike movements.
These last came more and more into the foreground. Between
the Ist and 6th oi July 61 movements participated in by
20 770 strikers were to be recorded. By the 12th of July
the number of actions had increased to 183, participated in
by about 50,000 strikers. At the time of the writing of this
article there are over 60,000 workers o strike,. whilst the
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workers employed in the big factorics in the Paris district
arc now first procceding to take up this form of struggle.

The Northern imdustrial district this time constituted the
advance guard. 80 movements, for the greater part in the
textile industry, and participated in by more than 30,000
worhers, arc to be recorded, and every dayv the strike
movermelit is extendig. The fact that the worst exploited portion
oi the French working class, that of the Northern district,
this reiormist stronghold. has begun to stir, is a furthcr proof
that we have succeeded after ycars of persistent work, in
creating a breach in the one-time all-powerful iniluence of
the reformists and of the social democracy. It was the
members of a reformist union who first took up the fight in
Lille; and cverywhere in the North the united front between
the revolutionary, the reformist and the christian amnd the
unorganiscd workers is beginning to tuke shapc.

In numerous districts, which had scemied to have fallen
into the most hopeless passivity. a regular awakening is to
he observed. Aund the movement has oiten commenced iu
the factories in which there existed not the least orgauisation.
Whist many Party members have carricd on  uneading
discussions on the iform of the fighting committees, tne
workers in numerous undertakings in which we have no firm
organisational influcnce spontancously formed their fighting
orgaus by electing délezates in the factory departments.

The emplovers, the government and the refornust unions
are extremely disturbed at this extension of the iight. The
State is posting strong detachments of mobile guards i front
of the factories and the pay oifices. M-ny employvers, such
as Renault, to whom a postponment of the first wage deduction
jor the workers' contributions 10 the social insurance wis
granted, have at the first pavment of wages ofter the Ist of
July again refrained from making a deduction and are fixing
the time for the first deduction at various dates in order to
prevent common action. ~ Others arc granting trifling wage
increases or declare that they themsclves will for the time
being pay the workers' contributions. In the North the union
of the textile enmtplovers was rcady to ‘“‘concede™ to :!u,:
workers a “premium” equal to the amount of the workers
coutributions to the social insurance on condition that the
workers undertook to remain at the factory for a whole year.

The reformist trade union federation is doing everythmg
in order to couceal the character of the fight; it is continually
repeating that the movement is not directed against the law
as such, but against the inadequate wages. It further declares,
in agreement with the organs of the employers, as for instance
“L'Usine”. that “the workers must accept the wage deduction
for the insurance contribution because their dignity and
independence demand it”.  ‘The reformist iunctionaries are
actively carrving on strike-breaking.

The opportunists of tlie trade union opposition and rene-
gades are openly joining the united front of all those who
wish to save this law. They speak of future improvements
of this law, which has brought the workers *“certain advan-
tages™, i. e., they are for the acceptance oi the law. One of
their leaders, Engler, the secretary of the dockworker’s union,
broke the ifighting will oi thousunds oi dockworkers in Rouen
by calling a “general strike” for which no preparations had
been made and which immediately collapsed.

In gencral the workers have taken up the fight under
our slogan: against every deduction from wages, ifor higher
wages. But our fundamental weaknesses, the weak organisation
in the workshops and our delay in approaching the masses
have resulted in our uot being able to lead the movement to
an adequate extent and that we are not able to make plain
to the strikers and other workers who are ready to fight, the
political connections and the political importance of their
fight. Thus it comes about that the workers are frequently
satisfied when they are granted a wage increase which covers
the amount of the wage deduction, whereby they give their
approval to the insurance law as such. Qur organisations are
at present endeavouring to organise the workers for the
in_llowmg.slog'gns: Wayge increases, but no wage deductions
oi any kind. The mass movement which is at present deve-
lopimg and which will spread still further in the coming days,
has at any rate consequences of great importance: 1. It
irreiutably proves the general militant spirit oi the mass of
the workers: 2, it reveals the enormous possibilities of the
creation of the united front irom below, whilst we had actually
given up this tactic for rallying the masses; 3. it expresses a
decline in the influence of the social fascists and of the
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reformists; 4. it has achieved wage increases and at the same
time increases the efforts of the industrialists, who are feeling
the effects of the economic crisis, to bring about a further
reduction of the costs of production. These wage increases
bring to nought the plans of the employers to meet the crisis.

Paris, July 28, 1930.

The political mass strike against the deduction from wages
of the contributions for the Social Insurance has led to-day
to fierce barricade fights in the main strike area in the north
of France.

In Rouen yesterday about 6,000 workers held a strike
demonstration. As the workers gathered in front oi the Town
Hall mounted police broke up the crowd. Several women and
children were trampled on by the horses aud some workers
were wounded by blows from police sabres. The crowd was
scized with tremendous indignation and attacked the police
with showers of stones.

At Markus Square, where street excavations were being
carriecd on at'the time, the workers took possession of the
trenches which were ready to hand and repelled the attacking
police. At otlier places barricades of building materials and
tree trunks were erected and heroically defended by the
workers. The fighting lasted the whole day. In the evening
the workers werc still masters of the streets. During the nigit
30 workers were arrested, oi whom 15 were released. Up to
the present three seriously wounded policemen have been
conveyed to the hespital. In addition, the police have a large
nwmber of slightly wounded.

In the whole of the strike area the local police prefects
have prohibited all demonstrations.

In Lille, where the metal workers are on strike, the textile
workers, tlie most important category of workers, have now
proclaimed a general strike. There are now 70,000 workers on
strike in Lille alone.. The authorities are holding the military
in readiness for street duty. A general cessation of work is
expected. .

The strike is spreading with tremendous rapidity in other
industrial districts in the north of France. It is exceedingly
significant that the political mass strike, which is being
exclusively- led by the Communist Party and the red trade
unions, has been taken up by precisely those sections of the
workers who have hitherto constituted the main support oi
the reformist: trade union leaders.

Strike Spreads to the Eastern Departements.
Paris, July 30, 1930.

The strike struggle against the “Social Insurance Law™.
which is centred mainly in the industrial district of the north
and the Paris industrial district, where over 100,000 workers
are on strike, is spreading to the eastern departements. In
St.Die. in Lorraine, 1.000 workers employed in the local
textile mills, foundries and saw-mills have gone on strike. In
the Aveyron Departement, the strike, which hitherto has been
conducted in the first place by the glove-makers, is now
spreading to other branches of the textile industry.

Iu the north it came to collisions between strikers and the
police in Wazommes and Hellemmes, at which the police made
several arrests; the strikers, however. released their arrested
comrades. In Denain, near Valencienne, a ifurther 1,300 metal
workers have downed tools.

POLITICS

The Growing Anglo~-American
Antagonisms. '
By J.R. Campbell (London).

“We ask is there under capitalism any means oi
remedyving the disproportion between the development oi
production and the accumulation of capital on one side and
the division of colonies and spheres of influence by finance
capital on the other side—other than by resort to arms.”

(Lenin: “Imperialism™).
The developing world economic crisis is daily intensifying

the antagonism the two principal imperialist powers. Great
Britain and the United States of America.

e — e
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In spite of its economic decline Great Britain is still ruling
over the richest empire the world has ever seen—over one-
fourth of the surface of the globe. This division of the world
once corresponded to the economic and political strength of
Cireat Britain, to its economic supremacy. to its mononoly of
sea power. It no longer does so. Great Britain has long been
surpassed in economic strength bv its young imperialist rival,
the USA, which is struggling for a re-division of the colonies
and spheres of influence in accordance with its enhanced econo-
mic strength—a re-division to be effected at the expense of
Great Britain.

Let us look at the rclative productive power of both coun-
tries bearing in mind that the USA. is practically self-supporting
in relation to agricultural products and the greater part of its
industrial war materials, while Great Britain is overwhelm-
ingly dependend on overseas supplies.

England USA.
1924 1925

(In thousand Pounds sterling)
Iron and Steel. . « . o« o o 149.622 589,214
General Engineering o ¢ o « 153,821 801,838
Motor & bicvles. . . o o o 84,069 949,152
Electrical engineering« « » o 69938 308.000
Shipbuilding . . . . « «» « 51225 35.436
Cotton . . . . . « & o o 373122 342,874
Woollen & Worsted . « « « 196284 243.506
Boot & shoe Industries . « . 35384 185.077

. The disparity is seen even more clearlv if we take pro-
duction in the heavy industries.

England U.S.A.
(in thousand metric tons) :
Coal Pigiron Steel Coal Pigiron  Steel
1913: 24,337 869 649 43.088 2.601 . 2.564
1928: 19,400 551 710 41,602 3.190 4,263

The tendency of production in both countries is equally
clear. In Britain the tendency in the early post-war vears to
fall away from the pre-war level, then the arrest of the produc-
tive decline in a number of spheres of industry. the advance in
1929 almost to the pre-war level, only to be thrown back again
by the world economic crisis. In U.S.A. a phenomenal iucrease
of production over the pre-war level.

British U.S.A.
Index of production Index of production
(1919 equals 100)

1920 100.2 98
1921 67.5 : 79
1922 80,9 102
1923 88.7 119
1924 90,9 113
1925 87.1 126
1926 67.0 129
1927 96.2

Ti!e growth of the United States in the sphere of foreign
trade is seen by the growth of its manufactured exports.

1913 . 1925 1927

(In million pounds)
Great Britain « « » . 3982 589.3 564
USA ... ... 152 3566 412

Tj\e.succes§flnl competition of the United States with Great
Britain is particularly evident in the British colonies and in
former spheres of British influence like South America.

In 1900, 84,9% of Canada’s imports were obtained from
Britain and the U.S. A.—Britain's portion being 25.7% and the
U. S. A. portion 59.2%. In 1919, 83.9% of imports were obtained
from Great Britain and the United States—but Britain's share
fell to 15,3% and the share of the United States rose to 68,6%.
In Australia the proportion of imports received from Great
Britain has fallen from 59,7% in 1913 to 39% in the vear 1928-29.
Thg share of U.S.A. in Indian imports has increased from
25% in the year 1913 to 7% in the vear 1928-29 while the
shagdof Great Britain has fallen from 64 to 45% in the same
perod.

Of equal significance is the growth of American capital
exports to countries which were formerly spheres for the

investment of British capital. Compare for example the pro-
portion of new capital issues in Canada taken up before the
war by Britain, the U.S, A. and by Canadian investors with
the portion taken up today and one sces the tremendous
change which has taken place.

Taken out Taken out Taken out in

in Canada in U.S. A. Great Britain
1910 17.00 1.50 81,50
1911 16,86 6.58 76.56 .
1912 13.82 11.35 74,83
1913 12.09 13.56 74.24
1926 50,20 4795 1.85
1927 49.18 49.06 1.76
1928 48.50 47,96 3.54
1929 52,42 43.18 4,40

A similar picture is presented bv South America one of
the most important Britisli spheres of investment. In 1912 the
U.S. A. had 174 million dollars mvested in South America and
in 1928, 2,167 million dollars. According to the “Revista de
Economia” (Argentine) the foreivn investments in South
America are as follows: Britain—$ 4.103.000,000, the U, S. A.—
$ 2,167,000,000, other countries $ 2,043.000.000. There also the
U.S. A, is rapidly catching up and surpassing England.

But surely this does not mcan war. Surely what is
happening here is the slow but sure pressing back of England.
and the emergence of the United States as the leading imperia-
list power. This view leaves out of account the fact that the
retention and strengthemng of its present positions is a matter
of life and death for British imperialisin and ignores the irantic
efforts which British imperialism is making to rationalise its
industry and to strengthen itseli for struggle against the U. S. A.
It ignores also the enormous importance which the markets
of the Empire have for British imperialism In 1913 the British
colonies took 37,2% of the total British imports and in 1927,
46.2%. British imperialisin cannot let those colonial markets
and spheres of investment slip graduallv out of its grasp. It
will fight to protect them in every possible wav.

On the other hand, the U.S. A. encountering the growing
resistance of British imperialism; faced since the decline of its
internal market with the need for a larger foreign market, and
for increased sources of raw materials, cannot relv on the
slow crushing out of Great Britain, but must expedite matters
by force. Hence both the United States and Great Britain
recognise the conflict as being inevitable and are carefullvy
preparing for it.

The recent naval conference was no step on the road to
disarmament but a manoeuvring for position in order to more
effectively prepare war, * *

Both the U S. A. jingoes and the British jingoes are accus-
ing their respective Governments of having given awav too
much to the other side. an accusation, for which the Govern-
ments are duly grateful. as it enables them to maintain the
pose of having made a “sacrifice for peace”.

There can be no doubt, however, that the U.S. A. has for
the moment been able to force considerable concessions froin
Great Britain, As Baldwin said in a specch in the House of
Commons:

..The sitnation n this countrv (Great Britain) was verv
diiferent from that of America and of almost every other
country in the world. Great Britain was a countrv which
had always been dependent on its naval power. and owed
whatever influence it had in the councils of the world
ultinately to its naval power. This country which had
always bulit hitherto in reference to what It conceived to
be its own needs. would in future have to build in terms
of a very strictly down treaty.” (ltalics ours.)

It is clear that Great Britain has retreated, but only in
order to regroup its forces, to rationalise its industry, to make
new alliances and at a convenient opportunity to break through
the limitations imposed by the treaty. Even at this moment
it is not prepared to make any concessions with regard to
the American doctrine of the freedom of the seas, with regard
to the giving up of its naval bases or with regard to the
right to arm merchantmen in time of war.—a right which gives
Great Britain certain advantages in view of its powerful
mercantile marine.

Naturally the U.S. A. attempts to utilise the difiiculties_of
Great Britain in its colonies to its own advaitaze. The
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American press deals sympathetically with the Indlan struggle,
exposes the British Government's attempt to pretend that it is
on tlie way to advancing Indian seli-government, and comes
out sympathetically in favour of the demands of the Indian
nationalist movement. The American social fascists, parti-
cularly the “Muste” group in the Socialist Party of America
follow the example of their imperialists and sharply criticise
the Ilme which their dear Comrade MacDonald is following
in India. The English imperialists display fierce resentment at
any attempt on the part of the U.S.A. to interiere in the
colonial aifairs of the British Empire. Some time ago for
examnple a number of American clergymen sent a letter to
Ramsay MacDonald protesting against his attitude to the
Indian nationalist movement led by the holy man Ghandi.
The day after this protest appeared in the London *Times"
a number of letters calling the attention of the clergymen to
a4 number of cases of lynching which had taken place in the
U.S. A. recently and suggesting that the U.S. A. was treating
the Negroes much worse than British imperialism was treating
the Indians. This is not likely to prevent American imperialism
from continuing to express sympathy for the Indian bourgeois
nationalists (such “sympathy” will help to sell American goods
in India) nor even from attempting to establish relations with
them in preparation for the general attack on British im-
perialism.

With the advent of the world economic crisis both the
U.S. A. and Great Britain prepare for a tremendous drive for
the markets of the world. British imperialism is using the
State to smash down the obstacles which stand in the way
of the rationalisation of industry and the conquest of a greater
share of the world market. So Lord D'Abernon goes to the
Argentine and to South America generally in order to win
markets for British imperialism at the expense of U.S.A.
Thomas goes to Canada on a similar mission and the Canadian
Government: replied to the raising of the U.S.A. tarifi by
raising the Canadian tariff against U. S. A. while giving special
preference to Great Britain, The U.S. A. is at the.same time
making great efforts to regroup its forces and launch a drive
for the world market. Even before the coming qof the world
economic crisis British economists were calling attention to
the fact that in the U.S. A. productive capacity was expanding
much faster than the internal market and were predicting a
big U.S. A. drive for the world market. They called attention
to the fact that only a small part—some 8—10 %—of the
total American production was exported compared with
25—30 % exported by Great Britain and that a difficult situa-
tion would arise for Great Britain when the U.S. A. was com-
pelled in order to keep her industries going to export a greater
quantity of products. That moment has now arrived and with

it the sharpening of the antagonisms between the U.S. A. and
QUreat Britain.

fhis growing antagonism does not preclude the possi-
bility of a temporary agreement between the U.S.A. and
Great Britain at the expense of the Soviet Union. The possi-
bility of such an agreement was frecly spoken of at the time
of the Loudon Naval Conference. On the other hand, recent
fascist developments in Finland, (a country over which British
imperialism has considerable influence) and Roumania (under
French influence)—developments obviously directed against
the Soviet Union—suggest the likelihood of a European bloc
(including Great Britain) rather than an Anglo-American bloc
as containing the prime danger of immediate intervention in
the U.S.S.R. though once the struggle started the U.S.A.
would also interveae.

One thing is certain, however, the development of the
world economic crisis is greatly increasing the danger of war,
war against the Soviet Union which is the principal danger
and war between Britain and the U.S.A. The Communist
Parties of Great Britain and the U.S. A. must make their Ist
of August campaigns for the immediate demands of the work-
ing class, for unemployed wmaintenance or for higher un-
employed maintenance, ior the organisation oi the workers’
counter-oifensive aigainst the capitalist rationalisation drive,
against wage cuts, for the seven hours day and linked up
with the struggle for those inunediute demands an exposure
oi the growing Anglo-American antagonisms and exposure
of the war preparations against the Soviet Union and the
mobilisation of the widest masses for struggle against the
war danger.  Auvgust Ist must be made a day oi mighty
mass demonstrations  against the capitalist class  which s
crtting wages, starving the unemployed and preparing war.

THE LABOUR MOVEMENT

The Revolutionary Strikes in .Sevi[le
and Bilbao.

By Dario.

Among the numerous strikes which have broken out in the
whole of Spain and which confirm the perspective of the Com-
munist Party regarding the radicalisation of the masses, two
are marked by their special importance and leave no doubt as
to the revolutionary period through which Spain is passing.
The strikes in Seville and Bilbao heralded the rebellion of the
workers and represeat the undoubted commencement of the
revolutionary upsurge of the proletarian masses against the
armed forces of capitalism. During the fascist dictatorship of
Primo de Rivera the Spanish working class passed through a
period oi defensive against the attack by the employers, who
were supported in their actions by the Government, which
by systematic persecution prevented all demonstrations of the
proletariat in defence of its mterests. But even while Primo
de Rivera was still ia power the proletariat went over from
the defensive to the offensive. - The workers did not confine
themselves to coming forward in defence of their wages and
working hours as they were before the coup d'etat, but began
the fizht for better working conditions and against the fascist
policy. This fight has now developed into a great revolutio-
nary offcnsive by the Spanish proletariat against the economic
and political rule of capitalism and is being conducted by means
of revolutionary mass strikes. This strike movement is assum-
ing more and more the character of an insurrectionary
movement against the fascist dictatorship of Gencral Bereaguer,
against the monarchy and against the capitalist state generaily,

Before all the strike in Seville assumed the form of a
regular insurrection. Over one hundered thousand workers left
work places and carried the fight into the strcets. For three
days the town was in the hands of the strikers — a fact which
even the bourgeois press had to admit —, and the whole of the
civil-guard of the town and all other armed forces of the bour-
geoisie were unable to prevent the revolutionary action of the
workers, who dcrailed the tramway-cars, ~rected barricades
and drove back the police with volleys of stones, The struzgle
became so intense that even children took part in the street
fighting, one being killed by a security guard. The masses
cndeavoured to storm the arsenals and also the editorial offices
of the rcactionary daily paper the "A.B.C.”, but were driven
back by the specially strong armed forces which were con-
centrated at these points., A fact which particularly serves to
characterise the rcevolutionary situation prevailing during the
strike in Seville is that the soldiers were a0t allowed to leave
the barracks, and their sidcarms were taken from them. In
face of these revolutionary happcnings — the most important
since 1920 — the whole of Spain was roused and such im-
portant big towns as Malaga and Granada came to the aid of
the strikers.

The strike in Bilbao was another revolutionary action of
the Spanish proletariat. It began as a fight for immediate
economic demands, but soon acqnired an ontspokenly political
character. It came to street fighting- and serious colksions
with the armecd forces of the bourgcoisie. -

The persecution of the proletariat in Seville and Bilbao
developed into a campaign of annthilation against the best
revolutionary elements of the Labour movement, above al}
of the communists, who in all these struggles stood at the head
of the movement and led the workers in the revolutionary fight
against fascism, against the monarchy and its social fascist
and anarchist lackeys. In Seville thirty persons were arrested,
a part of them bcing tried and sentenced in that town, while
the remainder are to be tried by the ,,General Assecmbly of
Public Order*. In Bilbao the number of arrested runs into
hundreds. Also ian other towns nunierous arrests have been
carried out among the leaders of the revolutionary Labour
movement. Needless to sav. theswhole fury of the persectition
was dirccted in the iirst pioce against the Communists. Thus,
for instance, in Seville ard Liibao the police ‘were given in=-
structions to shoot down in the street all known Comnninists,
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The civil guard took the greatest pains to carry out this order,
Thus one of our comrades was shot in the barracks in Bilbao,
although it was given out that he had committed suicide,

All scctions of the bourgeoisic, and also the social fascists

and the anarchists, have joined in this annihilation-campaign
against the Communists, In Bilbao the social fascists placed
their party ang trade union premises at the disposal of the
civil guard as quarters, while in Seville they denonnced the
Comnunists ag leaders of the moveme:ut. The anarcho-syndi-
calists. who were commissioned by a royal decree to lead the
Trade Union Federation (C.N.T.), declared to the bourseois
press that “the revolutionary movement is to be attributed to
the activity of agent-provocateurs”.  The bourgeoisie knows
very well who are alluded to here; that by agent-provocateurs
Communists are meant. [n the bloody persecutions which sct
in after the strikes in Seville and Bilbao the social fascists
and anarcho-syndicalists took over the shameful role of ayents
in the scrvice of the murderers, who are paid by the bour-
Keoisie for chokiuy the fight of the proletariat i blood. These
facts show ys once again how the united front of the bour-
xgcoisie, the socialist fascists and the anarcho-syndicalists
against the working class is developing,

But in spite of. everything the outlook for the revolutionary
struggle in Spain is more favourable than ever. The economic
and political crisis, the bankruptey of mimerous undertakings,
the rapid fall in the value of the bescta. the ivcreasing wne
employvment etc. accelerate the revolutionary advance of the
workers, all sections of whom are beconing radicalised.  The
endeavoirs of the fascist General Berenveur to create as broad
a basis as possible for the dictatorship which has becn ruling
in Spain for seven years have proved in vain. In addition,
there is the bad harvest and, as a result, the threatening un-
employment of large numbers of landworkers in the winter, as
the olive harvest hus been simply disastrons. This will lead
to a mumber of revolutionary movements on the part of the
landworkers, the results of which it is impossible at present
to foresce. '

At the present moment the Communist Party of Spain and

e Committee for re-establishing the Trade Union Federation
(C.NT.) s organising a hunger-march of the peasants and
taadworkers to the towns. Bourgeois rule in Spain is greatly
shaken and the Party of Spaip will be its grave-

AGAINST COLONIAL OPPRESSION
Organising the Be;rayal in India.

By V. Chattopadhyaya.

b Notwithstanding the fact that the Simon Commissinn
was almost unanimously boycotted by all political partics and
organisations in India, and that the Report issucd by the
Commission, which dcliberately ignores the mass revolt in
progress diring the last few months, has been unanimous!y
condemned, there can be no doubt that the publication of the
Simon Report in Junc and the antouncement that the Round

able Conference has been fixed for October 20th have been
h‘ighly profitable steps from the imiperialist point of view.

ey have transferred political initiatjve into the hands «f
the Governrent and forced bourgeois politicians to concentrate
all their encrgies on discussing the conditions of participation
m the Round Table Conference. As for the Congress leaders,
they are faced with two alternatives—cither to carry on the
struggle to it logical consequences, that is, to revolutionary
action by the workers and peasants and to the complete
expropria}_ion of the Iandowning class, or to make a
compromise with the Government for the protection of their
own class intercsts, It is obvious that they must adopt the
latter course, The Government, too, is anxious to come to
4 compromise, not only because of the heavy decling in
British trade that is being causcd by the general “lawlessness™
and by the boycott movement, but because they have gocd

eason to expect ga further intensification of the mass
revolutionary movement in the autumn, It is obvious tht
both the imperialists und the Indian capitalist ang landowning

. will be understood when it s remembered

class fecl that no arrangement regarding the future of India
can  be satisfactory unless Gandhj ang the #wo Nehrus
participate in the Couference. Accordingly, while the masses
are carrying on ap active guerilly warfare, and the Governe
ment is still bombing tha frontier tribes and using police
terror throughout India, negotiations have been indirectly
begun betweey the Viceroy and the Congress leaders.

The arrest of Pandit Motilal Nehru niay be regarded as
one of the moves in these egotiations.  On June 19th, alinost
on the cve of his arrest, he niude 4 speech in which he spoke
about “contimuing the Civil Disobedicnce movement  until
leyotiations, if any. are complete”, Commcnting on this,

ilson, the well-informeq editor of the “Indian Duaily Muil®,
a Liberal organ of Indian textile capital, wrote: “The Pand.t
IS ay extremely clever man, who knows the meaning and
use of words perfectly, and | attach great importance to the
Way in which he hag phrased this sentence. I should not he
at all surprised to learn that Motilal Nehru is prepared to
accept a “‘completion of negotiations” privately, and thus
be able to iustify, at an early date, the calling off of active
lawlessness,”

Eleven days after this conciliatory specch he was arrested,
but the facts that he was allowed to address mass meetings
iust after his arrest aid also whep he was brought to the
prison, and that he is receiving every comiort and privileve
in “gaol”, show that the Government i arresting him wished
to enhance his prestize when he recommends the calling off
of the movement,

But Motilal js not likely to accept any such plan unless
and until it has had the sanction of Gandhi. From all sides,
both in India and in England, the necessity of bringing Gandhi
1o London is being urged. In order to attain this end, the
Viceroy has taken two steps. Finding that no Indiaun politician
would accept the Simou Report, as a basis for the Reund
Table Conference, the Viceroy made Statement in the
Legislative Assembly on July 9th to the effect thut the door
was still open for tiegotations and that the Conference wonld
not be bound by the Simon Report which was to be only ona
of the documents that would be submitted for the “free”
deliberation of the Conference, S soon as this statement
had produced the desired cfiect on the moderate politicians,
a “peace move” was skiliully engincered by the Vicerny,
Two Indian politicians, Sir Tej Bahadur Sapru and M. Jayakar,
applied to the Viceroy for “peruiission’ {o intervicw Gand'ii
and the two Nehrus in gaol, and. in the event of this
permission being granted, to be allowed to speak to the
imprisoned leaders privately “without there being any officer
of the Government bresent at the interview™, |Ip their Jetter
to Lord Irwin they ostentationsly add that they “are goiur
on their own behalf and do not profess to represent either
the Government or any party”. The absurdity of these words

that Sapru is a
well-known agent of the British Government, and that bis
letter  asking for permission  was merely a camouflage to
conceal the fact that he was acting under the orders of tae
Viceroy.

Sapru and Javakar have already had a four hours'
interview with Gundhi in Yerawada Gaol, and it is reported
that Gandhi has given them a message in writing to the two
Nelirus.  The Viceroy's acents have left for Allahabad to
interview the other two distinguished members of the Cone
gress Trinity, It is not likely that these will accept the
Governments’ proposal, unless  the Viceroy  undertakes to
grant Gandhi’s 11 points which in his (Gandhi's) opinion
constitute  the “substance of independence™, but  which
incorporate maiuly  the demands of the capitaiists and
landowners. i

In the meantime, the preparations for the Round Tab'e
Conference are proceeding, und His Majesty the King-Emperor
has kindly offered St. James’ Palace for this purpose. Al the
three British imperialist Partics are likely to be represented
at the Conference, for the Lubour Goverument is anxious that
the Tories and Liberals should give their assent and approba-
tion to the coming “reforins™, in order that it may satisfy the
maximum demands of British imperialism. while at the same
time it will place before the Indian nationalists the cxense
that its hands were tied by the “Die-Hards". The various
Indian lackeys of TMDCFIALISING 2re  areicte . o oo ¥
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batches. The Hon. Srinivasa Sastri, the only Indian “Privy
Councillor’”, who was Britain's Agent in South Africa and is
a member of the Whitley Commission on Labour, has already
come with N. M. Joshi, his colleague on the Commission, and
with Mrs. Annie Besant, the well-known Theosophist who
has a long record as a Government agent and whose s‘pecia!
jnnction is to win over bourgcois nationalists for “home rule’
within the Empire and to fight against cvery form of the
revolutionary movement. Her latest move is significant. She
has been a bitter oppunent of the Lahore resolution qf the
Indian National Congress and been carrying omn violeut
propaganda against the idea of independence. But she has
now applied to the Working Committee of the Congress to
be admitted as a member on the alleged ground that her place
is with the Congress, but really because she wishes to appea¥
at the negotiations as a member of the Congress.

Indian Labour is to be represented by one single man,
N. M. Joshi, as a reward for his unswerving devotion to
Amsterdam and the I.L.O. and for the services rendered in
splitbing the Indian trade union movement. In India, the
reformist labour leaders. finding that the workers are becoming
more and more militant and that they are not amenable to
Labour reformism, have bewun systematically to bring them
under the political influence of the Indian National Congress,
in order to give them an outlet for their political enthusiasm
and to prevent them irom joining the revolutionary worker’s
movement.

The extent to which the workers are being mobilised for
the Congress programme is seen from the following facts:
On July 1st 100,000 workers downed tools as a protest against
Motilal's arrest, and 55 mills had to be closed down. A strike
was also observed among the textile workers of Ahmedabad,
the headquarters of Gandhism,
Chronicle”, the tramway workers came out as soon as they
heard of the arrest of Motilal and went in procession through
the principal streets of Bombay. The paper reports that the
workers marched with Red Flags and with Congress Flags
and shouted slogans showing the need of a united front between
the Congress and the working class. At the end of the pro-
cession, a meeting was held and a resolution passed to the
eifect that the workers must take a more active part in helping
the cause oi the Congress. Propaganda in this sense is also being
carried on systematically among the railway workers by
reformist trade union officials, in order to divert the growing
revolutionary jnovement of the transport workers into safer
“national” channels. This is very clearly shown by the
accounts of the political demonstration of workers in Bombay
on June 9th, which was led by Ruikar, President of the G.I.P.
Railwaymen’s Union, who had recently betrayed the G.LP.
Railway strike. The procession, aiter parading through the
main streets, was led to the Congress Office, where Ruikar
called upon the workers “to give the fullest support to the
Congress which stood for their rights and interests”!

The direct subservience of labour leaders to the Govern-
ment is shown by the report in the Hindu of Madras that the
Collector of Madura. an #mportant industrial centre in South
India, sent for the President oi the Madura Labour Union and
asked him to see that the workers do ot participate in the
movement directed against “constituted authority”. The
President of the Union gave the Collector the assurance that
‘_'in view of the present exigencies he would act up to the
iustructions”.

Similarly, the new Acting President of the Indian National
Cm)gress. Vallabhai Patel, is rcported by the “Indian Daily
M:ul" of June 28th to have had a meeting with the Super-
intendent and Deputy Superintendent of Police in Gujerat, as
a result of which Patel consented to call off “active picketing”
by students and peasants. ‘The police expressed satisfaction
with this arrangement. Previous to this agreement with the
police, peasants and students had been actively picketing the
liquor shops and the imperialist schools and colleges by lying
down in front of them and preventing extrance or exit ex‘cept
over their bodies.

From what has been stated above it is clear that the
betrayal of the movement of independence is being organised
Jomtly'by the Government and by the Conzress and Labour
rcforrlylst lecaders.  But there are clear signs that the masses
will give their answer during the next few months,

According to the “Bombay |

Solidarity with the Working Masses
of India.

The following message has been sent by the All-China
Federation of Labour to the AH-Indian Trade Union Congress,

Ed.
Dear comrades:

On behalf of the Chinese proletariat the All-China
Federation of Labour extents its most cordial fraternal
greetings to the brave Indian working masses, who are
engaged in a life-and-death struggle with British imperialism,
and declares that the revolutionary Chinese workers and
peasants, who are fighting under the White Terror regime of
the imperialistic powers and the Kuomintang for the creation
of a Soviet China, will side with you against British
imperialisin, against the Indian bourgeoisie and landlords, and
against the agents of British imperialism—Gandhi, Nehru, ard
company. We will do our best to support and defend the Indian
Revolution. The Chinese working class is watching your
gallant struggle with keen interest and profound sympathy,
for your victory is also our victory and your defeat would be
a defeat for the working class of the whole world.

The Indian Revolution has entered upon a period of high
tide, and the struggle between the bourgeoisie and the prole-
tariat for the leadership oi the revolution is culminating in a
decivise and grim battle. We do not doubt you are perfectly
aware that the so-called “civil disobedience” movement spon-
sored by Gandhi, Nehru and other representatives of the
Indian national bourgeoisie, is to sidetrack, retard, and finally
crush the Indian Revolution. Already early in the course oi
the Indian Revolution these “gentlemen” of the All-India
National Assembly have betraycd the Indian toiling masses
and gone over to the camp of British imperialism and the
Indian bourgeoisie and landlords. li the Indian proletariat fails
to set up its militant leadership in the present sharp and bitter
strug¢gle the Indian Revolution will be sold out by these
lackevs of the Indian national bourgeoisie.

Dear workers of India. You must recalize that only a
ruthless and tenacious fight on your part under the banner oi
the Communist International and the Red International oi
Labour Unions against the hypocritical phrases and demagogic
gestures of the national bourgeoisie can bring the Indian Revo-
lution to a successful conclusion. We venture to state that the
exposure and combatting oi the cheating propaganda oi
Gandhi, Nehru and their associates, together with the
strengthening of the leadership of the Indian proletariat, is the
immediate task of the Indian Revolution and of the revolutio-
nary Indian labour tnovement.

At the same time we wish to avail ourselves of the
opportunity to point out that even up to the present moment
many henchmen of the bourgeoisie still remain in the ranks
of the All-lndia Trade Union Congress. This is harmful and
dangerous in the extreme. In order to guarantee the victory
of the Indian Revolution and in order to strengthen the
leadership of the Indian proletariat, it is imperiatively
necessary to drive these hirelings of British imperialism and
of the Indian bourgeoisie out of the All-India Trade Union
Congress, thus extending the organization and political
influence of Red unionism.

In addition to utilizing the imperialist “Labour” govern-
ment to suppress with armed forces the revolutionary move-
ment in the colonial countries, British imperialism is also
intensifying its reformist campaign in the Far East through
the instrumentality of the Socialist & Labour International
and the International Federation of Trade Unions. The proposal
of loshi and Bunji Suzuki at the recent session of the Inter-
national Labour Office for the holding of a “‘Pan-Asiatic Labor
Congress” is an unmistakable indication of the activity of the
Second International and the Amsterdam International of Trade
Unions. Our best reply to the Social Fascists is to fight
shoulder to shoulder under the leadership of the Red Inter-
national of Labour Unions and the Pan-Pacific Trade Union
Secretariat against reiormism and yellow unionism.

The bourgeoisie is our deadly enemy. The Indian
Nationalist Party under the direction of Gandhi is just like
the Kuomintang of China. Both are the tools of imperialism.
We niust not have the slightest illusion towards Gandhi. On
the contrary, we must oppose him in order to guarantee the
victory of the revolution.

—— -



No. 35

International Press Correspondence

667 ¥

Your sole reliable ally is the Indian peasantry, with
whom you must create a united front so that you may be able
to defeat British imperialisin and the Indian bourgeoisie and
their agents.

The tremendous revolutionary movement in India has
brought to light the outrages and brutality of imperialist
administration in the colonial countries. It has decisively
exposed the fascist character of the so-called “Labour” Govern-
ment and has unmasked the treaclierous role of Gandhi, Nehru
and their kind as representatives of the national bourgeoisie.
It has accelerated the revolutionary development of the world-
proletariat and the revolutionaty anti-imperialist campaign in
the colonies. The development of the Indian Revolution has
imposed heavier tasks upon the Indian working class. We are
confident that the brave Indian proletariat, in close alliance
with the peasantry, will successfully fulfil its historic mission
by fighting together hand-in-hand with the world proletariat
and the oppressed peoples of the colonies against imperialism,

the bourgeoisie and the landlords. In the very near future the
red banner of the Soviet will fly over India and all over the
world.

The broad masses of Chinese workers and peasants are
fighting bravely under the militant leadership of the Chinese
Communist Party for the creation of a Soviet China and have
already succeeded in creating many Soviet districts in several
provinces. A Soviet China will overthrow the regime of the
Kuomintang and fuliil the great tasks of the Chinese Revo-
lution. Dear Indian comrades. Let us fight together hand-in-
hand with the international proletariat for a Soviet world.

Dear Indian workers. You are not isolated in your
struggle against imperialism.  You have oun your side the
world proletariat, the oppressed peoples and the fatherland of
the world proletariat — the Soviet Union — all fighting
together for the overthrow of imperialism and the completion
oi the world Socialist revolution.

Down with British imperialism and all the imperialist
powers!

Down with the reformist swindles of the Indian national
bourgeoisie!

Consolidate the front of Red unionism!
Long live the victorious Indian Revolution!
Long live Soviet India!

(Signed) The All-China Federation of Labour.

British Imperialism and Egyptian
'. Nationalism.
' By V. Ch.

MacDonald declared in the House of Commons on July

16th that the British Government would remain strictly neutral

‘ in the struggle between the Wafd and the Monarchy on the
question of the change of the electoral law, and he forthwith
emphasised that strict neutrality by ordering warships to
proceed to Alexandria. ‘There is nothing new in this action
py the Labour Government, which is merely repeating what
¢ did during its first term of office in 1924, when a similar
deadlock arose between Zaghlul Pasha and British imperialisin.
In the middle of August 1924 troops of Malta were ordered to
e in readiness to proceed to Egypt. the cruiser “Weymouth”
and the sloop “Clematis” were sent to Port Sudan, and the
Battleship *“Marlborough” to Alexandria. Zaghlul and the
gyptian nationalists, representing the growing demands of
Native capitalism, committed the mistake of believing that they
would have their claims satisfied by a British “Labour”
Jovernment, but aiter fruitless negotiations lasting 2 weeks
tween Zaghlul and MacDonald, it became quite clear to
e former that the Labour Party was merely thie protector
of imperialist interests. And the Labour Government itself
l?“,ﬂo doubt whatsoever as to its real role as an agent of impe-
fialism. Lord Parmoor declared on behali of the Labour Govern-
ment in the House of Lords in June 1924 that “there was no
ging back, at this stage, on the policy towards Egypt itself,
which has been adopted for a considerable time and by
Successive Governments”. And in his dispatch of October 7th,
, to the British High Commissioner in Egypt, MacDonald

¢ same imperialist language as his Tory predecessors

«*d used, for ‘he declared that the British Government had
Concentrated heavy moral obligations by the creation of a

good system of administration”, and that they “regard their
responsibilities as a trust for the Sudan people” etc. etc.! ’

Zaghlul's successor Nahas Pasha also came to the same
MacDonald in 1930 in the same belief that he could come to
terms this time, but found the Labour Government more im-
perialist than ever. But both the Wafd and the Labour Govern-
ment are anxious to come to terms, and the anti-imperialist
dcm(_mstrations of the one and the warships of the other are
the instruments that are being used for the attainment of a
compromise. The methods of the two to achieve this are
interesting.  The vassal King Fuad has always faithfully
carried out the instructions of the British Government and in
dissolving Parliament and appointing Sidky Pasha to rule
dictatorially. as he did with Mahmoud Pasha in 1928, he hoped
to force through the treaty on terms acceptable to British
imperialism.  But the Labour Government knows that no
treaty is of any vualue that has not today the support of the
Waid leaders, and it therefore publicly recognises both the
existing Cabinet as well as Nahas Pasha. This is proved by
the instructions issued to Sir Percy Loraine, the British High
Commissioner, to inform both Sidky Pasha, the Premier, and
Nahas Pasha, the anti-Government leader, that they would
both be held responsible for loss of European lives. The
British Government would not dare to act in this manner in
any other country, but it is playing a double game in Egypt,
as the Walfdist leaders themselves are playing. British war-
ships are sent to support the Egyvptian Goverument in supp-
ressing the “riots”, i. e. the anti-imperialist movement, but
recognition is given to the leader of the latter at the same
time. And as for the Wafd leaders, they have launched a
movement against the Government with the slogan of national
independence. but important Waid leaders belonging to the
Senate and the Chamber. like Makram Ebeid, are participating
in the Interparliamentary Union in London and carrying on
unoflicial negotiations with the MacDonald Government, while
the Egyptian masses are stoning policemen and destroying
Government buildings in Cairo and Alexandrla.

And in the triangular contest that is taking place between
British imperialism, the Egyptian feudal monarchy and Egyptian
capitalism on the backs of the exploited and discontented
peasants and workers, we find the paradoxical position that
Sidky Pasha stands for Egyptian independence by telling Mac-
Donald that British warships are not wanted and are against
Egypt's sovereign rights, while Nahas Pasha, whose Party
stands for independence, thanks the Labour Government for
its neutrality!

The daily Press has published as detailed reports as could
be obtained regarding the violence of the mass outbreaks,
especially in Cairo and Alexandria. When it was made known
that the Wafdist Senators and Deputies intended to force their
way into the Parliament buildings on July 21ist and hold a
session in spite of the closing of Parliament by the King, the
streets became the scene of mass demonstrations that were
fired upon by the police and the troops, resulting in a very
considerable number of persons being killed ,wounded or
arrested. But what did the leaders themselves do? ‘They
sent a petition to the King asking him to call an emergency
meeting of Parliament on Saturday the 26th July, and they
therefore abandoned the plan of forcing their way into Parlia-
ment House, and remained indoors all day! They had probably
hoped that the mass dcmonstrations would force the King
to act “constitutionally”, especially as the leaders kept away,
but King Fuad has declined to consider their petition which
pointed out that the Cabinet “has resolved to undertake legis-
lative work of the highest importance, notably a modification
of the electoral law, . . . about which it has no right to legis=
late in the name of the nation™.

- While the King was advised by his Minister Sidky Pasha
to refuse the Waidist petition, Sidky Pasha has issued a
bulletin in which it declares:

“] am glad to say that all parts of Egypt, from Alexandria
to Aswan, have been quiet, with the exception of Cairo, Port
Said and Suez, where there have been demonstrations com-
posed of the lowest members of Soclety”. In these con-
temptuous words, the Government refers to the historic events
in Suez and Port Said, where the working masses were in
possession of the towns for some time. In both places, the
transport workers are well organised and have often taken
active part in anti-imperialist conflicts, and notably in the
First of May demonstrations. As was to be expected, thev
were fired upon by the troops and some deaths are reported.
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But it is a significant fact that all the towns where conilicts
and street fighting have taken place, like Cairo, Alexandria,
Suez and Port Said, are centres where the masses are brought
into daily direct contact with British imperialist domination,
and where there are worker’s unions that are becoming in-
creasingly class-conscious and participating in the struggle
against capitalist-imperialist exploitation. )

The peasants have not yet begun to move, although it was
reported that on July 21st the fellaheen in ‘the environs of
Cairo were planning a march ppon the capital, which was
prevented by the Government opening the sluices of the Nile.
But the economic position in connection with ‘the new cotton
crop is expected to create a crisis. as the Government will
not be in a position, as it has hitherto done, to bolster up
cotton prices by heavy purchases. considering that it glready
has 2,500,000 kantars of cotton on its hands on which_the
Nahas Cabinet spent £ 13 Millions out of the Reserve Fund
and which can only be sold at a considerable loss owing to
the falling cotton prices on the world market. a The discpnten!
oi the peasants is, therefore, bound to become acute in the
autumn, and a revolutionary sitnation may arise that may
give enormous strength to the anti-imperialist movement.

The Communist Party of Egypt has just issued a manifesto
exposing the tactics of the Nationalist parties and calling upon
the peasants and workers to unite and overtiirow imperialism
and capitalism. )

Notwithstanding years of persecution the Communist
Party has gained ground, and the obigctive situation in Egypt
is very favourable to the development of the anti-imperialist
movement under Communist leadership.

CHINA

From the Chinese Soviet Territory.
By A. Ivin S

In the past winter the 5th division of the 5th corps of
the Chinese Red Army, which operated under the command of
Pen De Huai in West Kiangsi, conducted partisan fights in the
South-East of Hupeh. .

Who would have thought, after seeing the modest division
of 300 men equipped with only 240 rifles making their way
forward through the desolate mountains oi the irontier districts
of Kiangsi and Hupeh, that in about six months this little
group would grow into a force sufficient to create terror in
the imperialist camp and, after thie capture of Yochow, would

call forth the impudent intervention of the Euglish aund
American fleets.
But the wonderful achievements of the 5th division

represent no exception: they are characteristic of many other
divisions and troops which n a few wmonths have developed
into whole corps.

Ii one becomes acquainted with the history of the growth,
with the revolutionary fighting capacity and the everyv-day
lile of the military divisions, which grew into eight corps, then
one is acquainted, so to speak, with the hictory oi the voung
heroic Red Army of China. It is now possible to become
acquainted with this history. as a nwnber of extremely
interesting reports regarding it have been published in the
Chinese Communist Press,

~We shall not burden the reader by enumerating all the
difficult names oi localities, villages and districts in which
the 5th division had to operate when it first commenced
activities in Hupeh, This division, which numbered only a
few soldiers and suifered from a great shortage of arms and
mumitions, was able at that time to avoid encounters with
more or less larger bodies of regular troops. Its fizhting
activity was coniined to disarming military and police troops.

 Lightning-like manoeuvres, sudden appearances, night
raids, by which the enemy was usually tuken bv surprise.
resuited in the capture oi some dozens oi riiles. two or three
cases of cartridges and a few dozen warm mantles.

“On that dayv we marched 140 Li (about 70 kilo-
metres). reached the bank of the Yangtse. and during the
night surrounded a part of the river police and the guards.
Next morning, the euemy. in attenmipting to cross the

International Press Correspondence

‘Hupeh.

Yangtsee, lost 40 men. We captured 50 rifles, 2 Mauser
pistols and took an American missionary prisoner.”

Right from -the beginning the division maintained close
brotherly connection with the peasantry. Its popularity
increased and also its strength, as it was daily reinforced by
new bodies of partisans. It no longer avoided encounters
with regular troops.

In the district of Yansin a frightful “purging” of the
villages was undertaken. ‘The regiment of Tan exercised
bloody terror. ‘The peasants of Yansin called on the red
divisions for aid.

“After a few days preparations it came to an encounter

15 Li (7% kilometer) from the chief town of the district.

The enemy’s losses were 50 killed and 20 wounded. We

captured a 100 rifles and a machine gun. Not a single

man on our side was wounded. It was one of the most
successful battles waged by our division.”

This success was in no small wav due to the active
support of the peasants of this district who had been driven
to desperation by the “purging”.

“The peasants took prisoner more than 40 landowners
and gentry belonging to the “Committee for purging the
villages”™ and killed them. All prominent persons of the
district were seized with panic. The regiment ofi Tan
cleared out as fast as it could and will never again
venture to show itself in the South East of Hupeh.”

There came representatives from the peasants of the
neighbouring districts of Unin (Kiangsi) and requested
reiniorcements. The division thereupon proceeded to Kiangsi.

“We came to the little locality of Lutsjao. During the
night we surrounded the barracks of the guard. Not a
single one escaped. The commander was shot. Some of
the guard were allowed to go. 40 rifles were captured.

. The rumours, which irequently greatly exaggerate the
power of the red division, spread far beyond the frontiers of
In addition to numerous requests from the peasantry
for aid, the red division is beginning to receive all kinds of
ofiers and counsel, sometimes from very unexpected quarters.
For example, a letter came from General Li, an old politician -
and militarist, who was twice military governor of the
province of Kiangsi, and was commander of the Hunan troops.
Later he was adviser to Feng YuHsiang. For a long time he
intricued in Nanking, was offended because somebody was
promoted over his head. and retired for a time from “affairs
of State”. Now he has the inpudence to ofier his services
as “strategist™” to the Red Army. This old military fox realises
that this army represents a new force.

The red division, which remained for some time in Unin,
then returned to the district of Yansin and proceeded to Peischi,
wliere two notorous militarists, Wn and Li, were conducting
a fierce fight against the peasantry. Wu and Li, who had
ample arms at their disposal and occupied the most important
strategical points, had already repeatedly dispersed larze but
badly armed pecasant troops. ‘The scene changed, however,
as soon as the red division arrived.

“The district of Yansin was very soon completely
sovietised.  The troops of the landowners of the South
East of Hupch took to their heels as soon as we arrived.
It was diificult for us to capture any weapons.”

It was decided to proceed to Taie.

“We approached the town during the night. The town
garrison was commanded by Don In, an ofiicer oi the Sja
division, famous for his military skill and prowess. More
than ten times he sent all his forces to the attack. but in
vain. The fierce fight lasted six hours. But finally we
succeeded in entermg the town .. ..

The enemy's soldiers and oificers changed their clothes
and hid themselves in the town. One body of troops was
driven into the lake and drowned. In the encounters the
ciucmy lost more than 100 men. We took 80 prisoners
and captured 120 riiiles. More than 10,000 peasants took
part with us in the fighting. They killed two comman-
%rs imd" many counter-revolutionaries and also captured
30 ritles.

The capture of the town of Taie, a rather important centre
of the iron industry, had the eifect of a bombshell in Wuhan.
The 15th brigade was sent into the district as a punitive
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expedition. The Reds withdrew from Taje in order to transfer
operations to the Changsha—Hankow railway line.

“We proceeded in the direction of Hanning. On the
way news reached us that the 15th brigade had mutinied.
We immediately turned about in order to attack TTaije.
As we approached the city walls we fired signal shots.
In reply we heard three shots. The mutinying soldiers
rejoiced at our coming. All the soldiers who had not
joined in the mutiny were taken prisoners. We captured
300 riiles, the peasants about 100, The district commander
was shot. Soon afterwards we were joined by two other
companies.”

At the beginning of the present year the red troops opera-
ted in the territory in the neighbourlhiood of the Yochow —
Wauhan railway line, and then in the Yetchen district. In
South East Hupeh the Reds succeeded in closely connecting
the political and military work in the districts of Tunchan,
Shunian and Yetchen and other places. On the 26th of March
the Reds unexpectedly attacked the Huhan—FuKiao railway
station (between Sjanin and Wuhan). .

“The enemy believed that we would not decide to
attack the town, i. e., that we possessed insignificant forces,
and sent a battalion and a machine gun squad against us.

We dispersed them in four hours. We also dispersed the

second battalion and pursued it to Sjanin. The enemy,

who was equipped with 8 machine guns and 8 bomb
throwers opened a fierce fire against us. We had many
untrained soldiers who were not skilled in night operations,
and therefore had to retreat. ‘The enemy greatly
outnumbered us, nevertheless we captured more than

100 riiles and took five company commanders and more

than 200 soldiers prisoners. Whilst the losses of the enemy

were 100 killed, our losses were only 8 Kkilled and 14

wounded.”

In the course of six months the red troops fought more than
50 larger or smaller engagements. They have lost over 50
killed and 100 wounded. Oi these 100 wounded the hali
recovered, the other hali died in hospital.

At the end of March this year the 5th division was
converted into the 8th corps numbering 2200 men. Everyone
.of these soldiers is equipped with a rifle. This number does
not include the young recruits, who for the time being form
*the rearguard.

THE CHILDREN’S MOVEMENT

The Second World Rally of the Workers’
and Peasants’ Children in Berlin.
By Ernst Bertram.

The second world rally of the workers’ and peasants
children in Berlin was a complete political success, The ruling
class had done everything in order to prevent this World
Rally. The holding of the Rally in Halle was prohibited. In
a relatively short time; however. the preparations for the Rally
were made in Berlin. Here again the provocative and terrorist
measures of the police set in. Visas were refused the Russian
workers’ children. In Saxony the government prohibited the
participation of the Saxon workers' children. In spite of this
they arrived in Berlin, these youngest fighters of the working
class. Represcntatives came to the Rally from far-off Mougolia,
from England, America, France, Belgiun, Holland, Denmark,
Norway, Sweden, Austria, Switzerland, Poland and other
countries in order to demonstrate that the workers’ children
are in the fighting front of the whole working class. In Berlin
the police measures were intensificd against the World Rally.
First of all it was forbidden to hold a demoustration with the
foreign children, as the latter are not acquainted with the Berlin
traffic and there could therefore easily arise a danger to public
security. The leading girl of the Mongolian children delegation
was arrested. The police indiscriminately arrested leading
comrades amnd children at the various meetings. They did
not even shrink froin belabouring the children with their
truncheon. In addition, all the demonstrations beiore the
Labour Exchasiges and factories were prohibited.

la Spite of all these police measures, the second Children's
Rally showed the great sympathy of the working class for the
revolutionary children’s movement. The participation of tic
Berlin working class was tremendous. Alreadv the meestings
of welcome were overcrowded. The opening of the 2. World
Rally of the workers’ and peasants’ children was likewise lare
Lely attended by the Berlin workers, The culminating point
however was reached at the demosstration in the Sports
Pahlace. More than 20000 people, oi whom over K000 were
cln!drcn. attended the meeting. The Hall was closed by the
police on account of the overcrowding and thousands of wor-
kers could not obtain admission.

_ The Sccond World Congress of the workers’ and peasants'
ch:ldn;n was attended by delegations from all countries and
dealt in two days’ work, in particular in the commissions, with
the methods of conducting the struggle of the workers’ children
in all countrics.

The Conference of the German children's leaders of the
Youny Commmnnist League, of the C P.of Germany and of the
revolutionary mass orxanisations was of particular significance
for the creation of a mass children's movement. In the report
of Comrade Becker, supplemented by Comrade Remmele, the
weaknesses of the revolutionary children's movement were
revealed as well as the wrong working methods which are not
adapted to the child’s psychology, and the overlapping of difie-
rent organisations. In order to establish a united revolutionary
children’s movement against the front of thie bourgeois and
social democratic childrest's organisations, all the revolutionary
children’s orzanisations, the children's groups and scctions
of the various organisations must be brought together, cartels
are to be formed on a local and district basis in whose hands
the political ideological leadership of children’s work is to be
placed. By this unification of the revolutionary children’s work
the preconditions will be created for applying various methods
to enhasice the activity, arouse the initiative and independence
and satisfy all the requircments of the various strata and azes
S0 as to make the proletarian children conscious of their class
position and the nccessity of the class struggle. and to educate
them in the spirit of Socialism on the basis of the participation
of the chiidren in the ciass struggle. The Conicrence elected
a provisional national committee which is instructed to work
out directives and to prepare a aew Conference of elected
representatives from all organisations for the End of Noveinber.

In spite of the great political success, some shortcomings
and weaknesses occurred in the preparation and carrying out
of the Rally, as well as of the Congress. The attacks of the
bourgeoisie were not adequately repulsed.  Also in the pro-
gramme of the Rally, which had to be changed several times
owing to the bad weather, many shortcomings were revealed.

IN THE CAMP OF OUR ENEMIES

The Stockholm Congress of the Amsterdam
Trade Union . Bureaucracy.

By D. Richard (Stockholm).

The V. Congress of the International Federation of Trade
Unions was held from the 7th to 1ith of July in Stockholm.
It met at a time of severe world economic crisis and ever
increasing unemployment, which already involves millions of
workers. In the whole world the imperialist antagonisms
aniong the capitalist countries are growing at an accelerated
pace; the danger of new imperialist wars is constantly
increasing.

The Amsterdam International, however, is not the com-
petent body to deual with such urgent and vital questions. And.
thereiore, no mention was made of them at the Stockholm
Congress. Nevertheless some of the big events which are
stirring the outside world found a somewhat original expression
at the Congress. We have in mind the anti-American and anti-
English attacks by Jouhaux, which reflected the anti-American
mood of the French bourgeoisie, and also the fight over the
future seat of the international (Amsterdam or Berlin) between
the Franco-Belgian and the German group (in the wider sense
of the term) at the Congress.
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In this way the Congress passed over the questions which
are of vital importance to the working class in the present
period, but at the same time adopted two programmes.

The economic programme is deserving of special interest.
It has been adopted at a time when the capitalist world is
shaken by a severe economic crisis. But no mention of this
crisis was made either in the report, which was dclivered by
Eggert in place oi Leipart who was absent owing to illness,
nor in the programme. On the other hand, the report deals
in great detail with the successes of capitalism.

*“The restoration of world economy—declared Leipart—
llas made gratiiying progress. The peaceful relations
between the nations are growing stronger every year...
It appears not improbable that the restoration of world
economy is proceeding in other forms and other ways
than we were used to in pre-war time. But, strange to
say, the old economic form which we assumed was
doomed to decline, is showing surprising vitality. It is
developing unexpected forces.”

In his praise of capitalism Leipart goes much farther than
many bourgeois economists. The more far-sighted represen-
tatives of the bourgeois ideology note with concern the symp-
toms of crisis and decay, whilst the yellow Amsterdam trade
union bureaucracy simply pass them over. In face of the
intensification of the capitalist offensive, which is becoming
more obvious every day, and the approaching class struggles
they declare that “the fight against the working class appears
to be declining more and more; the attempts to reduce wages
are growing weaker, as the point of least resistance has
changed”.

The only regrettable thing which they observe is the
monopolist policy of the trusts and cartels, which permits the
capitalist to reap all the advantages of rationalisation and to
keep up the prices of industrial products. The task of the
Amsterdam International, therefore, consists in adopting
measures which will “weaken” these “negative” aspects of
monopolist capital. The poeple must control the capitalist
trusts, Leipart solemmly announces, and demands control by
the capitalist State and, of course, by the inevitable League
of Nations over the monopolist organisations of capital. That
is the entire economic “programme” of the Amsterdamer
International, which c¢an be designated as an undisguised
programme, to which the English Liberals and also the Italian
fascists could subscribe.

The economic programme, however, touches two important
questions. It demands the abolition of customs barriers, which
have been set up owing to the protectionist policy of all
capitalist countries. 'The adontion of a Free Trade Programme
by the Stockholin Congress is of particular interest in view
oi the fact that at the same time there was published the
report of a special Commission of the General Council of the
English Trade Union Congress, which pronounces in favour
of a protectionist policy. It is also worth mentioning in this
connection that ouly a short time ago the German social demo-
cracy and the German free trade unions greatly helped in the
introduction of tremendously high customs duties on agri-
cultural products and partly on industrial products.

The Amsterdam leaders could not of course pass over
in silence the problem of capitalist rationalisation. The results
of capitalist rationalisation flatly refute all the former asser-
tions made by the Amsterdam International, which promised
the workers that rationalisation would lead to an improvement
of their material situation. It is quite understandable that they
cannot simply call upon the masses to support capitalist
rationalisation. Therefore, we find in their economic pro-
gramme a special chapter on the “Fight against the abuse (?)
of rationalisation”. The organised working class is of course
() not against the process of development”, the programnie
states. The International will, therefore, support the rationali-
sation measures. Needless to sav, the programme contains
no definite indication regarding the means with which this
“fight awainst the abuse of raunonalisation” is to be conducted,
and still less does it think oi comparing capitalist ratio-
nahisation with the socialist rationalisation in the Soviet Union.

At the Stockholm Congress there was also adopted the
social-political programme oi the Amsterdamm International.
Mertens, of Beluimn, who delivered the report, proceeded to
praise the “enormous” successes of the Amsterdam Inter-
national in the post-war pcriod in the sphere of social policy.
empty report concluded with the submission of a
programme  setting up the usual demands of a reformist

-character regarding the questions of social insurance, pro-

tection of workers etc. But even this programme contains
certain new features. Above all it emphatically abandons the
old “doctrinaire” demand that the whole cost of social
insurance be borne by the employer and the capitalist State.
The programme quite openly advocates that the burden of
social insurance, in accordance of the principle of “justice”,
be divided between the employer and the worker.

As a demogogic bait the demand for the 44-hour week
is included in the programme. It is fairly obvious that the
inclusion of this demand in the programme is due to the
tremeundous impression which the introduction of the seven-
hour day and the five-day week in the Soviet Union has
made upon the West European workers. What this demand
is really worth is shown by the English Labour Government,
which has not yet introduced the seven-hour day promised to
the miners.

The question of disarmament also came up at the Congress.
Jouhaux delivered one of his usual speeches, whereupon
the Congress adopted one of the usual non-committal resolutions,
declaring for “disarmament in general”. Jouhaux concentrated
attention upon the *“control of the production of weapons™.. .,
by the private employers.

Contrary to the last Cougress, this time there was no
“Russian question”, The Congress preferred to maintain
complete silence regarding the Russian trade unions. The
Executive Committee issued to the Congress a report
containing a few words on the trade union movement in the
Soviet Union, of which ounly the following compliments to the
old leaders of the Central Council oi the Soviet Trade Unions
deserve to be mentioned:

“For a short time it appeared as if the Russian Trade
Union Council would return to a more reasonable attitude,
and that it had learnt to understand the nature and the
importance of the trade union movement outside of Russia.
This was at a time when in Russia itself the so-called
Right deviation made its appearance. But the leaders were
not allowed to retain the leadership for long. Their stand-
point that the economic development of Russia must not
proceed at the cost of the working class, sufficed the pure
communists in order to accuse them of treachery to the
working class”.

The social fascists of the Amsterdam International, aftem
their manner, took advantage of the opportunist attitude of
the old leaders of the Central Council of the Russian Trade
Unions and assured them of their complete sympathy.

The *“Russian question” was again referred to at the
meeting of the Committee on the report delivered by George
Hicks on the trade union movement in the countries “without
democracy”. It transpired that Jouhaux's attempt to get a
passage directed against the Soviets inserted in this resolution
did not m#«et with particular enthusiasm on the part of the
English and the Poles and some representatives of other
countries. Thus it came about that nothing was “decided”
regarding the Soviet Union. '

The Stockholm Congress of the LF.T.U. shows once
again with the greatest clearness that the time of reformism
in the social democratic trade union movement is irrevocably
past. Reiormism has given place to social fascism. The
completely capitalist progranune and resolutions which were
adopted by the Cougress are fully in accordance with this
change. The Stockholin Congress showed once again that the
Amsterdam International and its affiliated trade unions are
nothing else but supports of capitalist policy in the ranks of
the working class.

Notice!?
Change of Address

The address of the International Press Correspondence and
of the “lnprecorr.” ‘Telegraph Agency is now:

Lindenstrasse 71-72, IlI. Berlin SW 68.
The new telephione numbers are Donhofi 2856 and 2867,

International Press Correspondence
“Inprecorr.” Telegraph Agency.
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Ust August: Jniernational Fighting Day Against War
The Franco-Italian Tension.

B;rAquila. .

In the last few months the Franco-Italian antagonisms have
become so acute, the piling up of armaments on both sides has
assumed such an extent and pace and the mutual threats of
war such an open form that it would be superfluous to point
especially to the danger of war which is threatening the
European workers and peasants from this sector of the
imperialist front. .

Only six days after the conclusion of the famous London
“Disarmament” Conierence, the ltalian Government launched
with great ceremony four new cruisers — all four equipped
with the latest achievements in warship construction — and a
modern submarine. Three days afterwards, on April 30, the
ftalian Government published its naval programme ior the
financial year 1930731, which provides for the construction of
one ten-thousand ton cruiser, two five-thousand ton cruisers,
four torpedo-boat destroyers and twenty-two submarines — in
all 29 new waships with a total tonnage of over 43.000 tons.
‘T'en days later, Mussolini started a tour of Central Italy and
Milan, during which he delivered a whole number of
threatening and bellicose speeches, which even surpassed all
his former accomplishments in this direction.

In Florence he declared:

“There is nothing more insulting to the pride of the
[talian people than the suspicion that our programine of
naval armaments w’'ll not be realised. I declare here once
again, that this programme will be carried out ton for ton,
that the keels of the 29 new units will be laid down , ..

“Therefore we cannot allow ourselves to rest. That
is forbidden not onlv by our inner tasks, but also by the
new and unprecedented signs of conilagration which are
arising on all sides of the horizon.

“On Sunday vou will witness here an imposing review
of the army. | have ordered this, for words are very fine,
but rifles, machine-guns, warships, aircrait and guns arce
much finer. In the spectacle of the armed forces, on
Sunday the whole world will see the determined and
warlike countenance of fascist Italy. Powerfully armed
fascist Italy will submit its simple alternative: Either
valuable friendship or an inexorable hostility.”

When Mussolini delivered these bellicose speeches he was
of course aware that the French Government, having drawn
milliards from its reserve funds for the purpose, is extending
and strengthening at a feverish pace its network of
fortifications on the Italian frontier and in Corsica, just as he
was aware of the strikingly frequent visits in the last few
months of numerous French Generals and responsible statesimen
to the capitals of Yugoslavia, Rumania. Czechoslovakia, Poland,
Hungary, and Bulgaria. And it was perfectly obvious that the
mission of these generals and politicians consisted in the first
place in making military and political preparations for war on
the Soviet Union. but at the same time in improving the
positions of Freiich imperialism against its Italian rival.

The forced armaments of Italian imperialism are determined
by the fact that — hampered in its development and expansion
by a number of unfavourable factors of an economic and
political nature, i. e.. lack of important raw matenals (coal,
irou, cotton etc.). and the fact that the unification of Italv was
not achieved until the sixtics of last century —— it entered the
world arena at a time when not only were the richest colonial
area already divided among the other imperialists, but also
a close ring had already been drawn round Italy itseli by its

. imperialist rivals.

The few c¢olonies which Italy possesses (2 million square
kilometres with one and a half millions inhabitants, while
France possesses colomal territory to the extent of 12 million
square kilometres with a population of 50 million) consist for

',the greater part of sandy wastes and desert, and even the
harrow coastal districts are poor in raw materials. With a
few exceptions the whole oi the Airican and Asiatic coast of

'i the Mediterranean is in the hands of French and English

imperialism: Morroco, Algiers, Tunis and Syria belong to the
French, while Egypt and Palestine belong to the English.

Then there is the situation of the “mother” country itself.
Among the big European imperialist countries Italy is the only
exclusively Mediterranean country. Owing to its geographical
situation (large mountains in the north, with only a iew passes,
and these difficult to cross), 80 per cent of Italy's trafiic in
goods with the outer world is carried on by means of the sea.
The most important raw materials are conveyed to Italy almost
exclusively by sea: 98 per cent of the coal imports, 98 per cent
otf the imports of mineral oil, 91 per cent of the raw materials
for the textile industry, all the imports oi corn (Italy covers
abourt 20 to 25 per cent of its annual requirements of grain by
imports) etc. More than nine-tenths of these imports pass
through the Straits of Gibraltar, Suez and the Dardanelles!
Also Italy’s most important cxport-products have to be
conveyved the same way. Nor is the situation more favourable
from the military standpoint. France with Toulon, Corsica and
Biserta, England with Malta, Greece with Coriu, and Yugoslavia
with Cattaro and Sebinik encircle Italy with a close ring of
poweriul naval bases.

The advance oi French imperialism in the Balkans, which
bars Italy’s expansionist efforts in this direction, and also the
expansionist tendencies of Italian imperialism in North Africa,
which likewise immediately encounter the obstinate resistance
of French imperialism, inevitably lead to Italian imperialism
being compelled to adopt an ever nrore opeculy hostile atitude
to its French rival. On the other hand, French imperialisin
makes use of every opportunity in order to tighten as juch
as possible the noose round the neck of its Halian rival. At
the London Conierence this antagonism was sharply revealed.
French imperialisin wished to use this opportunity in order to
place a limit to. Italian wmperialism by a naval agreement
sanctioning French preponderence at sea, which limits French
imperialism is determined Italy shall wot overstep. The
acceptance of these limits by Italian imperialism would,
however, have been tantamount to an abandoment of all claims
to the position of a big imperialist power, to a renunciation of
a “place in the Sun’. The Italian delegation therefore demanded
naval parity with France; and Mussolini declared that this
demand was not put forward as a basis of negotiations, but as
a demand from which Italy could not recede one step, as naval
parity is for lItaly (that is Italian imperialisim) “a question of
life and death”.

The question of naval parity was, thereiore. only the
condensed formula of the sharpening imperialist antagonisims,
the chief basis of which lies in the Mediterranean, but which
extend to almost every spliere of present-day European politics:
to the Balkans, where tlie antagonistic interests between Italian
imperialism and Yugoslavia — this faithiul vassal of French
imperialism — touch a whole number of questions (Macedonia,
Albania, Dalmatia, Croatia etc.): to Rumania, where the ficht
for predominance is now being waged in the form of a rivalry
over the person of the new king: to the Little Entente, against
whom Italy is at present trying to play off Hungary, Poland
and Austria, etc. At the same time the raising of the naval
question enormously intensiiies all these antagonisms. Italy’s
new programme of naval construction, Mussolini's fire-eating
speeches, the feverish armaments by France on the Italiun
irontier and in Corsica, the iourneys of French politicians to
the capitals of the Balkan countries and the countries of the
Little Entente, the visit of the Italian Foreign Minister to
Pilsudski, Horthy and Schober — all these are the first visible
expressions of the further aggravation of the antagonisms and
the growing tension between the two imperialisms.

The danger of war, which as a result of this intensification
of Franco-ltalian imperialist antagonisms threatens not ounly
the French and Italian but also the whole of the European
working class and peasantry, calls for the maximum
strengthening of the fight of the workers and peasants against
imperialist war. It is necessary on August Ist to give a
poweriul expression to this anti-militarist fighting spirit of
the masses.
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The First of August and Czechoslovakia,
By K. Gottwald.

Prague, 22nd July 1930.

Like the majority of the capitalist States, Czechoslqvakia
too is passing through an economic erisis. The question of
markets is becoming more and more urgent for the Czecho-
slovakian bourgeoisie. The balance of foreign trade shows a
«rcat decline in the turnover: from 19,100 million Czech.lsh
crowns for the first six months of 1929, to 16,600 million
Czechish crowns for the first six months of 1930, i. e. about
2,500 million Czechish crowns. Exports fell by 800 million
crowns and imports by 1700 million crow~ss. Czechoslovakia
is being ousted from the Hungarian, Austrian, Yugoslavian and
Rumanian markets, partly by German competition, partly .by
the extension of the national industries in these Danubian
countries. Concurreatly with the shrinkage oi the markets,
the imperialist expansion of Czechish capitalism is growing
and is leading to an enhanced participation of Czechoslovakian
imperialism in the preparations for a new war: on the one
hand on the side of France against Hungary, the expouent of
Italian policy, on the other hand as partner in the united front
of all capitalist States against the Soviet Union. In conncction
with the anti-Soviet campaign of the Pope and of the II. Inter-
sational, the Cazechish press quite openly advocated the
necessity of a war on the Soviet Union. The same necessity
is urged in the discussions on the economic crisis and unerii-
ployment. It openly and cynically admits that the capitalist
world can recover only by means of a military defeat of the
dictatorship of the proletariat in the Soviet Union.

The Czechoslovakian bourgeoisie, however, is not coutent
with merely talking about war; it is preparing for it economi-
cally, politically and militarily. In spite of the general
economic crisis, the armament industry is working at full
capacity. While on the one hand, whole factories are heing
closed down, on the other hand new big fertiliser factories are
being constructed in Falkenau, in Stechviz near Prague and on
the Waag in Slovakia. In spite of the budget difficulties, the
expenditure for military purposes is being _increased; over
300 millions have been paid out of the treasury to a big bank
having connections with the Skoda works and the French
armament concern, and will finance the armament industry of
Czechoslovakia.

The Skoda works have floated a new investment loan
amounting to 800 million Czechish crowns. All these trans-
actions are actively participated in by France, the great impe-

— rialist protector of Czechoslovakia.

The Czechoslovakian military school is now visiti1g Ruma-
nia in order to “study the ulorious battlefields™. The national
Ministry of War has concluded secret agrecments with the
nationalist and fascist sports orgaunisations for the purpose of
mobilising these organisations in the event of the mobilisation
of the army. The drait of a law on compulsory preliminary
military training of the vouth as well as the draft of a Czecho-
slovakian “Lex Boncour” is being discussed at interministerial
deliberations. It is thercfore not to be wondered at that there
is much talk in Czechoslovakia about the danger of war. The
broad masses of the working people are more and ore
realising that the Communist Party is periectly right in calling
for the strugyle against the new imperialist war.

In Czechoslovakia there are today over 300,000 unrempioyed
and at lcast twice that number of workers on short time.
Unciaployment is increasing daily. With the exception of the
wiar industry there is not a single branch of industry in which
Wwholesule dismissals are not the order of the day. The over-
wilelming majority of the unemployed, at least 90 per cent.
do ""4' receive any bencfit. 14 the factories rationalisation and
speeding up are rampant: the working day is being lengthened
and wages reduced. On the other hand, prices are increasing.
In this way the Czechoslovakian capitalists have succeeded,
during the last six months, in lowering the standard of living
oi the toiling population by at least 20 per cent.

The political offensive awainst the workers, police terror
and fascisation are likewise increasing. ‘The notorious law for
the Deience of the Republic is being applied with unheard-of
severity. The majority of the leading Comnunist Party functio-
naries ha\je been sentenced to several months imprisonment.
Every strike struggle is de facto declared unlawful by the

social fascists a1d the bourgeois State power. The Party
organs in Carpatho-Ukraine are being suppressed for six
months, and all the German Party organs and the majority
of the Czechish Party organs are threatened with a new prohi-
bition. Demonstrations, meetings, conferences etc. are conti-
nually being prohibited ad dispersed. The revolutionary
movement of Czechoslovakia is in a state of semi-illegality.
The Czechoslovakian bourgeoisie is following with great sym-
pathy the raging of the fascists in Finland, and voices are
heard demanding that this example be followed.

It is in this situation that the Communist Party is preparing
for anti-War Day on the Ist of August. The objective precon-~
ditions for this action are favourable. The strike struggles are
increasing. The demonstrations and meetings of the Communist
Party are attended by greater masses and reveal a more enthi-
siastic character than hitherto. It is to be expected that Ist of
August in Czechoslovakia will far surpass the action of first
of August last year and even that of 6th of March.

The Party has set itself the task of preparing for 1st of
August before all in the factories and mass organisations o
the basis of the united front from below. In the course of
July more than 200 factory meetings, 200 meetings of the un-
employed and over 500 mectings of the mass organisations are
to take place. At these meetings delegates to the district
Conierences of the working people are to be elected. Some
of these Conferences were already held oa the "20th and 27th
July. At these conferences committees of action will be elected
for the organisation of the demonstratiens on 1st of August.
At the same time these conferences will clect delegates to
visit the Soviet Union and confirm the delegates to the
V.R. I.L.U.Congress. In addition, hundreds of meetiags will
be held in the villages with the assistance of factory workers
in order to win the broad masses of peasants for the anti-war
day. On the Ist of August demonstrations will be held in all
the important towns of the country.

Simultaneously with the increased preparations for August
Ist, there is a1 increased terror exercised by the social fascists
and the Police. The conference of working People was disger-
sed by the police, the preparatory meetings suppressed. House
searches on the premises of the Party on the part of the police
are becoming more and more frequent, and one can reckon
that shortly before the 1st of August the police will attempi
to arrest the majority of the active Party functionaries in the
most important ceatres.

In spite of this enhanced terror, the Party is unswervingly
continuing its preparations for the Ist of August, thereby
winning the increasing sympathy of the working people. Without
closing our eyes to the weaknesses of the preparations, which
are still to be observed, we can say, that the action of 1Ist of
August will be a further step on the way to the consolidation
of the Communist Party.

Hands off the Soviet Union!
Appeal of the F.O.S.R. for August Ist.

August 1st marks

the sixteenth anniversary of the great
world war, which

for four years devastated Europe and
drenched it in blood. Sixteen years after the “war to end war”,
aiter the conilict that was to bring “freedom and democracy”
to the nations and give “seli-determination” to the subject
peoples, the world stands on the brink of a new and greater
conflagration.

In every country of the world outside the Soviet Union,
there is an economic crisis which daily widens in extent and
deepens in intensity. Unemployment spreads like a plague,
wages fall, huge industrial conflicts take place, and. the
standard of living of the workers is reduced. The connedion
between the economic crisis and the desire of the imperialjy
for war becomes increasingly clear. It embitters the rivalrieg
of the imperialists, Great Britain and America, France ang
Italia, etc., whilst at the same time it increases. their common
hatred of the Soviet Union and compels them to work
feverishly for the destruction of the new order of Socialism
that the Soviet workers and peasants are
building up. ’

The propagandist campaign preliminary to the armed
attack on the Soviet Union has been well prepared. For
months past, under the hypocritical cloak of religion, freedom,

o
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justice, the most shameful campaign of slander and calummy
has been conducted against the U.S.S.R. in which the Pope and
the Christian Churches have played a leading part. For the
purposes of this campaign no lie has been too ludicrous. no
slanders too outrageaus to be circulated, repeated and used
in every unscrupulous way to prejudice the Soviet Union in
the eyes of the workers of the West.

‘On th_e military and economic front the ranks against the
Soviet Union have been equally systematically prepared. One

by one the border States have been drawn into the iron ring-

round the Soviet Union. The fascist coup in Finland and the
proclamation of ex-Prince Carol as King of Rumania, mark
the consolidation of the north-western and south-eastern
sectors of the anti-Soviet bloc. To crush the Indian revo-
lutionary movement and to concentrate large military forces
on the northwest Indian frontier is an esseutial feature of the

preparations of British imperialism for the offensive against
the U.S.S.R.

Against each attack of world imperialisin the Soviet Union
must at all costs be saved. The achievements already
accomplished by the Russian workers aud peasants im the
economic and cultural reorganisation of their country are a
guide and an inspiration to the workers of all the world.

Under Tzarism illiteracy and cultural backwardness was
the common lot of three-fourths of the Russian people. Under
the rule of the Soviets a complete transiormation has been
accomplishied. The number of children of school ave attending
school increased from 47.4 per cent in 1913 to 88.6 per cent
in 1928. The number receiving intermediate eduction has
advanced by 51 per cent as compared with the years imme-
diately preceding the war. The percentage of illiterates has
been reduced to 45 per cent for the whole of Russia, and to
less than 20 per cent for the urban districts. With the com-
pletion of the Five Year Plan illiteracy will, to all intents and
purposes, have disappeared. In the domain of hooks the Soviet
Union has not only caught up but has outstripped the most
advanced countries of the West. More than two and a half
times the number of books were published in the Soviet Union
in 1929 than were issued in 1913. In 1927 nearly three times
as many books were issued in Soviet Russia as were published
in the United States. In every branch of literature there is a
wonderful and unprecedented growth, which yet fails to cope
with the educational demands of the free and enlightened
Russian people.

In the economic and social sphere the same amazing
progress is reccorded. The ravages of the world war have
not only been overcome, but the pre-war level of industrial
production left far behind. The output of manufacturing in-
dustry shows a phenomenal increase as compared with 1912:
coal, 40,5 per cent: oil, 47,3 cotton cloth, 82: agricultural
machinery, 175.8. The production of stecl in 1928-9 was 10.6
per cent in advance of 1913.

Every improvement in the economic situation in -the
Soviet Union means progressively less hours of labour, more
_time for leisure, recreation and cultural activities for the
workers and peasants to enjoy. In the thirteenth year of
the revolution wages have reached 133 per cent of 1913. The
five-day week has been established, and the seven hour day
is being introduced into all industries. Social benefits are
enjoyed free of charge by the workers — insurance against
sickness, old age and unemplyoment, annual holidays varying
from two to four wecks, recreational and cultural facilities -—
to an extent unknown in otlier countries. The best hospitals,
couvalescent homes, sanatoria and medical services are at
the free disposal of the workers. Sanitary conditions have
improved and, together with a better health service and a
higher standard of living, have brought about a consequent
decrease in mortality, both infant and adult. The scientist
and thinker hold premier rank in the counsels of the nation;
the arts and sciences have reached a high point of develop-
ment, and new and scientific institutions are being created.
uperstition, once rampant amongst the Russian masses and
ue to ignorance and illiteracy, is practically swept away.
With the completion of the Five Year Plan Soviet Russia.
under the rule of the workers and peasants, will be the
_ Wealthiest and happiest, the most poweriul. free and enligh-
. tened country in the world.

Uni It is against these tremendous achievements of the Soviet
hion that the war preparations of the world imperialists are

directed. In the last desperate attempt to buttress the crume
bling edifice of capitalism, the imperialists look with greedy
eyes on the Soviet Union. A successful war against the Soviet
Union, .and the exploitation of the vast territory and resources
under its control, is the only way out from the dilemma in
which world imperialismm is now placed.  All the plans are
prepared. Every week marks the forging of a new link in
the chain, and brings ncarer the day when the plunge will
be made.

The success of the imperialists would not only destroy .
the vast achievements already accomplished in the building
of Socialism in the Soviet State. It would consolidate the
forces of fascism and be a great and lasting defeat for the
revolutionary workers all over the world.

Only the mass action of the workers of western Europe
and America can prevent this attack. On August Ist.
they will demonstrate everywhere in oppostion to imperialisin
and war and in defence of the Soviet Union. The Iuternational
Committee of the Friends of the Soviet Union calls upon all
friends of Soviet Russia to join in these demonstrations of
international solidarity and in defence of the Soviet Union,
the first prolctarian State. Hands off the Soviet Union!

The International Committee of the FOSR.

FIGHT AGAINST FASCISM

Scandinavian~Finnish Anti~Fascist
Conference in Stockholm.

Stockholm, July 27, 1930.

On the initiative of the Stockholm Anti-Fascist Committees,
the National Committee of the Workers International Relief
in Sweden, and of the Central Committee of the Friends of the
Soviet Union the Scaundinavian-Finnish labour organisations
have been invited to an anti-iascist conference to be held in
Stockholm on August 10. The appeal calling for participation
in the conference states:

“The advance of fascism in White Finland is an alarme
signal for all Scandinavian workers. In White Finland this
fascist terror is directed against all revolutionary elements
among the workers and small peasants, and in the first place
against the Communists. It is intended thereby to break the
resisting powers oi the workers, to cast the burden of the
economic crisis on to their shoulders and to prepare the way
in White Finland for the carrying out of its warlike intentions
against the Soviet Union, in order to annex Soviet Karelien,
which is the dearest wish of the “Great Finns”.

“The Scandinavian workers must be on guard and rally
for the counter-attack, for the advance of fascism in White
Finland also afiects them. It is the duty of the workers of
Scandinavia to display their complete solidarity with their
Finnish class-brothers and to launch a great protest-movement
against Finnish fascism and its Scandinavian helpers. There
is to be scen already today a great activity among fascist
circles in Sweden, Norway and Denmark, which will
undoubtedly increase still further. The “liberty-loving” Ekman
government has carried out the Finnish orders and expelled
Comrade Salo from Sweden. ~

“It is therefore the duty of all workers to take part in ‘the
work of rallying and organising a broad united front agamst
fascism, not only in Finland but in all the Scandinavian
countries. Only thus will the workers aud peasants succeeg
in calling a halt and repelling the organisers of fascist terror.

The Conference-Agenda contains two points:

1. The fight against fascism in the Scandinavian countries,
before all in White Finland.

2. The imperialist war-danger and the role of Scandinavia
and Finland in the Anti-Soviet Front.

The Anti-Fascist Conference in Stockholm on August 10
will without doubt be an extremely important gathering at
which representatives of the revolutionary workers and small
peasants and also of all anti-fascist elements will work out the
directives for the anti-fascist fight in Scandinavia, against the

war-preparations of the imperialists and for the deience of

the Soviet Union,
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Text of the Soviet Note to the
Finnish Government.

Helsingfors, 20th July 1930.

The text of the Note handed on behali of the Soviet
covernment by the Soviet ambassador in Helsingfors, comrade
Maiskij to the Finnish Foreign Minister Prokop, is as follows:

“Recently the Soviet frontier guards observed that Finnish
citizens were heing systematically and compulsorily driven
over the Soviet-Finnish frontier into Soviet territory without
the permission oi the Soviet authorities.

“There is the case of the Finnish citizen Isaak Heikka, the
chairman of the Finnish trade union federation. He was
arrested by the Finnish police on the 17th June at the station
Julivieska. On the morning oi the I5th June he was carried
forcibly over the frontier into Soviet territory through the
woods in the Repola-Tualiwaara district.

There is the case of the Finnish member of the Reichstag
Yucho Perala from Teuva. On the morning of the 19th June
lie was driven into Soviet territory in the same way as the
Finnish citizen Heikka.

The worker Aarne Hiltunen from Kuopio was dragged to
the frontier on the 17th June and driven into Soviet territory
only hali clothed.

On the 2ist June the Finnish citizens Josif Korhonen,
Matwei Ronkonen and Thomas Humonen were also driven
over the Soviet frontier. . According to their evidence they
were escorted to the frontier by 10 armed members of the
Finnish Sharpshooters Corps under the leadership of an oiiicer
named Suomis. The members of the Corps themselves went
over the Soviet frontier onto Soviet territory, afterwards
returning..

On the 22nd June two deputies of the Finnish Reichstag,
the worker August Maeniya from Kokkola, and the peasant
Kalle Kuhyala from Sievi were also driven across the Soviet
irontier.

The Finnish Reichstag’s deputies Emil Tabel from Kali
and Arvo Lechto irom Helsingiors who is also the secretary
oi the Leather and Rubber Workers Union of Finland were
driven across the Soviet fronticr near Uchta,

On the 24th June the two deputics of the Finnish Reichs-
tag Karl Kichana and Yucho Millumaki both of Kokkola were
also driven across the Soviet frontier. ‘The latter was
arrested in Kokkola by a certain Kalvako and a policeman
named Oixuso. At the frontier an ofiicer of the Finnish
Sharpshooters Corps informed the Finnish frontier guards oi
his intended action and aiterwards he changed into civilian
clothing and accompanied the two over the Soviet irontier.

On the 25th June Armas Hiltunen and Hugo Richard
Petikainen were driven over the Soviet irontier. On the same
dav Taipe Olly Raagelsalim was also driven over the Soviet
frontier.

On the 26th June the Finnish Reichstag’s deputv Karl
Mirelain and Yuri Makela were driven over the Soviet
Frontier.

The cases enumerated above do not represent a complete
list of those Finnish citizens who have recently been driven
over the frontier iuto Soviet territory against  their will.
However, the cases mentioned above are sufficient proof of
the fact that recently the deportation of Finnish citiziens
disliked by certain organisations and the autorities in Finland
has become a system. The information in the possession of the
Soviet government leaves no doubt that these forcible
deportations over the Soviet frontier without the permission
oi the Soviet authorities have been carried out not only with
the toleration, but the direct support of the Finuish
authorities and the Finnish Sharpshooters Corps.

The tacts mentioned above are not unknown to the Finnish
government. Reports concerning the f{orcible transport of
Jcaders oi the Finnish working class movement over the
frontier into the Soviet Union have appeared again and again
in the Finnish press,.

. The Soviet government places the fact on record that the
Soviet frontier hus been systematically violated by Finland

and that armed detachments have actually crossed the Soviet
frontier and entered into Sovied territory, thus committing a
breach of international law and violating the comity of nations.
The Soviet government hereby protests energetically against
such happenings.

The Soviet govermment expects from the Finnish govern-
ment that it will take eifective measures to prevent such
violation of the Soviet frontier in the future, and that it will
not permit the forcible deportation of Finnish citizens over tie
Soviet frontier.

The Soviet government expects from the Finnish govern-
ment that it will take efiective measures to inquire into the
cases mentioned above and into all cases where the Soviet
frontier h:; been violated, that it will call to account all
persons and in particular Fiunish ofificials, guilty of such
violations oi the Soviet frontier, and that it will give the Soviet
government detailed explanations in this matter.”

\)

|  SOCIAL FASCISM

A Social Fascist Attempt to Gag the
Vienna *Rote Fahne”.

By Guido Zamis (Vienna).

The Vienna “Rote Fahne”, the organ of the Communist
Party of Austria, has of late considerably increased its
influence among the working class. In spite of persecution,
in spite of constant confiscations, the Comimunist workers, by
persistent and arduous ciculation-campaigns, have succeeded
in winning 2000 new subscribers in the last few months and
at the same time greatly increasing the street sales. Thus,
for instance. in the industrial district of Traisen the number
of readers of the *“Rote Fahne” already exceeds that of the
social-democratic and bourgeois papers.

These facts serve to explain why the social fascist trade
union bureaucracy are now resorting to such measures against
the “Rote Fahne”.

The printers are at present engaged in a conflict over the
new collective agreement. The “Arbeiterzeltung” (chief organ
of social democracy) characterised the attitude of the
employers as follows:

“The reason why an agreement has not been arrived
at in the printing trade is to be found in the efforts oi
the employers to check any further advance by the
working class and, as far as possible, to do away
altogether with the achievements oi the working class.”

The provocative attitude oi the emplovers in the printing
industry iforms a part of the general vifensive of capital
against the Austrian working class. In this the employers oi
course enioy the friendly support of the social democratic
trade union secretaries. The above-quoted article of the
“Arbeiterzeitung” states that that part of the demands of the
emplovers which corresponds with the *necessities of the
industry” will be discussed. Thus preparations are already
being made for an understanding at the cost of the workers.

The revolutionary trade union opposition pointed this out
to the workers in several articles in the “Rote Fahne”. They
put forward the ifollowing fighting demands: seven-hour dav,
20 per cent. wage increase, collective agreemeut to be
concluded for a term oi one year subject to a month’s notice
by either party.

The trade union bureaucracy has replied to these attacks
on its treaclierous tactics by exerting pressure on the workers
in the printing works (a capitalist undertaking) where the “*Rote
Fahne” is printed in order to get themn to refuse in future to
print articles directed against the tactics of the reformists.

In order the better to prepare for this action and to be
able to justify it before the rank of file of the printers. a
somewhat similar action was taken against the *“Heimat”, a
small fascist weekly paper. Here. however. it was a case of
an advertisement for iutellectuals who were required to learn
‘to work linotype machines in order to serve as wage-cutters.

Thus thie blow was delivered against the “Rote Fahne™.
On the 23rd July a shop stewards’ Conierence of the Vienna
printers was held, at which inciting speeches against the

~
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Communists. the “Rote Fahne™ and the revolutionary trade
union opposition were delivered. On the evening of the same
day the printers engaged in setting the “Rote Faline” actually
refused to set an article on the wage conilicts in the printing
trade, which was signed by a member of the trade union.

Thus the social iascist trade union bureaucracy have
imposed a preliminary censorship on the “Rote Fahne”. This
is an important extension of the fascist press law introduced
by the Scliober government.

The importance of this social fascist action is enormous.
Today 1t is a case oi the bjpreaucracy oi the printers union;
tomorrow it can be the bureaucracy of the building workers’
union which places itselfi under the protection of the social
democratic tvpe-setters, following which it will be forbidden
to print any attacks whatever on social democracy.

The “Rote Fahne™ and the revolutionary opposition of the
printing workers organised a protest meeting on the 24th of
July, which was very successful, in spite of the fact that the
trade union bureaucrats did all they could to prevent the
printing of the leailet announcing the meeting. The leaflet
nevertheless appeared.

The fight is not yet over. But one thing is already fairly
clear: The action of the social fascists will fiot achieve its
purpose; it will not succeed in checking the growth ot the
circulation and influence of the “Rote Fahne”. [t has, however,
given the Austrian working class a very plain object lesson
in what social fascism really is.

[ THE wWHITE TERROR

The Prison~Hells of Yugoslavia.

A Letter from the Mitrovitzka Prison. — Hunger Strike in the
Pozarevatz Prison.

A political prisoner confined in the Mitrovitzka prison
in Yugoslavia, has succeeded it smuggling a letter abroad in
which he describes the terrible situation of the political
prisoners. The letter is as follows:

“f will endeavour to write you a few lines describing our
situation here. There are 120 of us Communists here, but we
have no privileges whatever: we are treated iust like ordinary
criminals. In a room measuring 32 metres long and 7 metres
wideé 70 prisoners are quartered, hali of them political prisoners.
At first many comrades were frightfully beaten, among others
comrade Petrovitch, and many were subjected to disciplinary
punishment for their Communist conviction. Comrade Hebrang,
for example, was placed in irons because he said. they could
murder us but they could not destroy our ideas. We have to
work ten hours a day in dirty and unsanitary workshops,
although many of us are not used to this work. The food we
get here is indescribably bad. Old potatoes, beans and, three
times a week, stinking and rotten meat—that is our menu. In
addition we receive one and a half pounds of maize bread.
The cost of maintenance of a prisoner is reckoned at 4,50 dinars
{about fourpence!) a day. We are allowed to have a visit only
once a month, and this only lasts ten minutes. We likewise
can write only one letter a month, and this only to our nearest
relations. The visits and the letters are so strictly censored
that it is impossible to inform the outer world regarding our
real situation.

We learn nothing of what is going on outside, for we do
not get any newspapers and are completely cut oif from the
world. We are completely in the power of a few warders,
who can neither read nor write, and who can report us at
any time, following which we receive from the governor of
the prison, without his haviug investigated the matter, the
severest disciplinary punishments.

We cannot obtain any Marxist or political book. The whole
regime has the sole aim of completely crushing us physically
and mentally. We will not capitulate to the terror; we have
fought and will continue to fight, but we need the help of you
outside. You must write in the papers describing our situation

and start a campaign so that we shall be treated as political
prisoners, % -

~

. Sinc':‘e the' 10th of July all the political prisoners in the
Zabela” penitentiary in Pozarevatz ‘have gone on hunger-
strike. They have resorted to this extreme measure as a
protest acainst the ill-treatment of a few comrades and against
the withdrawal of the most elementary rights of political
prisoners which are even guarante:d by the law.

IN THE R. L L. U

Ten Years of the Red International
of Labour Unions.
By A. Losovsky.

Wlhen in the middle of the yvear 1920, in the fire of inter-
vention and blockade, the foundations of the Red International
of Labour Unions were laid, even among the communists some
voices of doubt were to be heard. It was argued, there is
still a trade union international which unites 23 million
workers; would it not be better not to create our own world
organisation of trade unions, in order not to lay ourselves open
to the accusation of splitting the workers. Eut the Comintern
and our Party dismissed these objections, which were based
on the fear that “something bad might happen”, and deter-
minedly pursued the course. through the medium of the Central
Council of the I'rade Unions of the Soviet Union, of founding
and forming an international revolutionary trade union centre.

The uegotiations for the founding of this body commenced
upon the initiative of the Comintern already in June 1920. The
first negotiations were participated in by the ,left* represen-
tatives of the Er~lish Trades Union Congress, Robert Williams
and A. Purcel, who immediatelv aiter their departure from the
Soviet Union forgot the pledyxes and promises given by them.
Aiter long discussions with the representatives of the Italian
Confederation of Labour, D’Aragona, Colombina and others,
and with representatives of the Spanish Confederation of
Labour, the anarchist Pestanha, an agreement was arrived at
on the founding of a provisional International Couuncil of
Trade Unions.

The main question in dispute in this period was the
question of the dictatorship of the proletariat and the mutual
relations of the Comintern and the R.LL.U. We should not
have succeeded at that time in founding the provisional Inter-
national Council if the Comintern had not intervened and
brought pressure to bear on the Italian Socialist Party and ii,
on the other hand, Lenin had not interested himseli in this
question and advised that we must in the first place found the
Centre, and the exact formulation of the platform of the new
international could be undertaken later.

At its inception the R.LL.U. united only a few organi-
sations (R.S.F.S.R., Italy, Yugoslavia, Bulgaria). During the
whole of its ten yvears existence the R.LL.U. has fought for the
masses, in uninterrupted ideological-political fight against
reformism and against the Right and “Leit” deviations from
the communist policy in the trade unions. In this fight the
R.I.L.U. has grown and become the world organisation of the
revolutionary trade union movement.

At the time of the founding of the R.LL.U. the yellow
Amsterdam International had more than 23 million members.
Now, at their Stockholm Congress, at which the social fascist
bureaucrats come forward as open representatives of their
governments, they mumber only 13 million.

In these ten years the R.LL.U. has developed from an
international Propaganda Committee embracing only a few
Europeau countries, into a world organisation uniting the revo-
lutionary trade unions and the revolutionary minorities of
55 countries.

The way of the R.LL.U. is the way of unrelenting fight in
every factory, in every work place, not only against capital but
also against its agents among the working class. In these
years the R.LL.U. has grown far beyond the frontiers of
Europe and. step by step, won the trade unions of nev-
countries where the Labour me¢vement has arisen only ?
last few years. At the present time the R.LL.U. hacsainst t.he
trade unions, minorities or groups in all importa€ to the in-
of Europe, Asia, Airica, North and South A to the not
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'Australia. While four-fifths of the organisations afiiliated to
the Amsterdam Internationa] are Europegm organisations. The

internationalist initiative of the CPS.U,

What has filled the Ijfe and work of the RILL.U. ipn the
past ten years? What has inspired the work of the supporters
of the RIL.U. in all parts of the world? The whole work of
the sections of the RLL.U. and of the R.I.L.U.‘ itse_ii has

trade unjon movement, in winning the masses for the Commu-

nist Party ang the Comintern, ip Spreading the influence of

Communist ideas to ever fresh sections of tle workers, That

was the n&eaning of the founding of the RIL.U.; and this work
LL

the R.LL.U. has carried on during the whole ten years of its
existence.

On its path of development the R.IL.U. has encountered
£reat difficulties, not only from the side of organised reformism,
the employers’ Organisations and of the bourgeois state, but
also from the side of those immature, backward elements of
the Labour movement who were drawn into the R.LL.U.
during the period of the revolutionary wave and afterwards
began to turn away from it, and as a justification pPropounded

While in the first period the chief danger was the remnants
of anarcho-syndicaiism, in the next Period — to the extent to
which the reformist trade uniong became auxiliary orgaps of
the bourgeois state and of the employers’ organjsations — the
Right danger became the chief danger, for it sought to convert
the uniteq front with the masses into a uniteq front with the
leaders; the united front for the . fight against the capitalists
into a pact of non-aggressijon between reformists; the united
front of the class struggle into tle united front of reconciliation

The Right danger became Particularly conspicuous after
the o9t} Plenum of the E.C.CI. and the v, RIL.U. C
(March, 1928), At that time the Comintern mobilised a]] its
Organisations for the fight against thjs danger — the advance
of the Rights and the Conciliators in the Comintern and in the
R - Was repelled.

The Rights in the RIL.U. reckoned Very much on the
former right-opportunist leadership of the Central Council of
the trade unions of the Soviet Union, Some leaders of which,
at the 1V, Congress of the RIL.U, formed 3 united front with
the Rights in the C., p, of Germany, But the trade unjop
movement of the Soviet Union dig not prove g favourable
.e‘uvirqnment for the growth of right-opportunist tendencies,

1v _ongress has now 1o ionger any open opponent
n the R.LL €re are Right tendencies there is alsg
sabotage of the line of the RIL.U. and of the Comintern (this

trom al) sections of the Comintern and of the RIL.U. Does
this, berchance, mean that the Right deviation g already
defeateq, that jt hys already disappeared ? No, it still exists,
and in mapy Countries even jp an organised form (France).
Itis a kreat danger, jor the essence of the Right deviation
is reconciliation With the social democracy under the plea that
the social dcmocratic barty is also g workers’ party and that
the socigl democrats are “misguided brothers”

In the course of e fixht Waged by tle Comintery and
the RILy. for the liye ol “Class against Class”, for the
ndependen g leadershin of economic Struggles, in the fight
against the Jeast attempt o find a middle path between
Loinmmusm and reiormisn, “Left” sectarian tendencies made
their :mpeur;ugce in the RI1L.U., in\'oiving the danger of
“'t‘r‘mlxcmcnt Irom the masses, e €ssence of thig “Left”
in theV,consists in luniping together ilie social fascist leaders

The Qrkers who 1ollow them; In not knowinp: how to
Soviet fros!! not wishing o WOrk — in the reformist trade

communist policy in the trade unijop movement, against Right
obportunism ag the chief danger, anpd against “Lej"

masses if jt hag not received £onstant ideological, political
and Organisational ajq from the Communist lnternational.
This leading role of the Comintern has found €xpression during
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leading role of the Comintern not only in.its decisions, but this
leading role is realised jn actual practice jp the fights against
the enemies of the working class,

e R
sations: to jt there belong trade union federations as well as
minorities, illegal and semi-legal trade unions. But the variety
of the forms is no hindrance to the unity of the political line,
to the unity of the tactics which are determined jn the inter-
national revolutionary trade union movement by the role of
the Comintern as leader, :

existed in it work and whijcl; will form the subject of dis-
Cussion at the V, RIL.U. Congress.

The most important of these faults are: the lagging
behind the ‘mass movement, and the disproportion between
political iniluence ang the organisationa] consolidation of this
influence. Byt in spite of these faults, in spite of the many
failings, in spite of the fact that in a number of Countries the
followers of the RIL.U. have not yet learnt how economic
struggles must be conducted, have not yet drawn their
conclusions from the collective decisions adopted by the
R. 2 . ;

trade unijon movement,

Lenin foresaw this role when in 1921, in his message of
greeting to the first Congress of the R.LL.U. he wrote:

“It is hard to find words to express the ful] political J

importance of the internationa] congress of trade unions, I
he winning of t)e mmembers of the trade unions for the

idea of Cominunism is proceeding steadily forwarq in all
Countries, in 3] the world; not evenly, not regularly, but
unevenly, overcoming g thousand hindrances, but
nevertheless marching steadily forward. The internationa}
congress of trade unions accelerates thig movement.
Communism is gaining the victory in the trade unions,
No power in the worlq will be able to stay the collapse

of capitalism and the victory of the working class over
the bourgeoisie,”

The ten years existence of the R.LL.U. confirms the
correctness of this brediction made by Lenin. The development
of the revolutionary trade union movement js proceeding not
regularly nor evenly; it is overcoming thousands of difiiculties:

ut it js marching steadily forward, that is the chief thing_
Therefor s, the proletariat of the Soviet Union, Cigaged in the
task of building up Socialism in the land of the proietariqn
dictatorship, in sending  jts Kreetings to aJ) revolutionary
workers fighting in the ranks of the RIL.U. €xpresses the
firm conviction that, in tle approaching hard political and

- and it sectjons will know how to lead the masses
under the flag of the Comintern in the fight for the dicla!orship

of the proletariat apg for the victory ojf Communism n the
whole world, '
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[ IN THE IWNTERNATIONAL

From the Resolution of the C. C. of the
C.P. G, on the Report of Comrade
Thilmann.

We publish below the IV. (inner-Party) section
of the resolution of the C.C. of the C.P. of
Germany which
Shortcomings of our Work and our Tasks",

The iucreasing radicalisation process of the toiling masses
and of the working class resuited in a bixg increase of sympathy
for the revolutionary class strugule and a visible new orient-
ation of broad sections of workers in the great Success of the
revolutionary ist of May demonstrations, which ip all big
towns and in the industrial centres surpassed by far the
demonstrations of the social democrats and of the reformist
trade unions. The Youth Day in Leipziy showed, compared
with the previous Youth Days, that the Young Communist
League of Germany had succeeded for the fist time, in some
districts in mobilising the Young workers beyoud the limits of
the Learue. The Rally of the Red Sport Opposition in Erfurt
was proof of the advance of the revolutionary movement in the
workers' sport movement. The mass derionstration on the
anniversary of the prohibition ot the Red Front Fighters’ League
showed the palpable growth of the revolutionary defence idea
within the working class. The visible progress of tiie Red
Trade Union Opposition and the more active participation of
the workers in the factories in the meetings atainst the
cmployers’ ofiensive, the animation of the unemployed move-
ment, the consolidation of the red class front of the factory
workers and unemploved, the lively response to the decisions
oi the Pol-Bureay regarding the strugzle against fascism and
the active acceptance of the Party's sloran to establish red
factory defence groups, likewise confirm the correctness of the
Leneral line of the Party,

At the same time however a number of serious sliortcom-
ings, mistakes, weaknesses and resistance to the Party line
must be recorded the most ruthless and energetic combating of
which are necessary in the interest of the Party and of the
revolutionary class strugizle. Up to now the mobilisation and
the organisation of the resistance to the starvation ofiensive
of the bourgeoisie and to the Wwage-cutting offensive of the
employers have sharply revealed, iust as the factory elections,
both the strong as well as the weak sides of our mass work.
Everywhere where the Party and the R.T. U. 0. determinedly
and decidedly prepared the workers and mobilised them for
resistance against the wage cutting oficnsive, it was possible
to launch broad mass strugiles (Mansteld) and partly to oppose
the offensive of the emplovers who are in alliance with the
capitalist State Power and the treacherous trade unior bureau-
cracy (Ruhr district, Lower Rhiue), Everywhere where the
Party line was distorted by opportunism — and in particular
by opportunism in practice which is the main danger, but also
by Leift sectarianism, there was an abandonment of the mass
struggle, which enabled the bourgeoisie, supported by national
and social fascists, to realise their robber plans. The chief
shortcomings and weak-iesscs, the errors and resistance were
indicated by the following:

a) Neglect of revolutionary fraction work of the R.T.U. O,
that means abandonment of the struggle against the social
iascist policy in the trade unions, which in many cases means
abandomnent of the ideological and organisational work in the
trade unions altogether. In most of the trade unions we notice
an obvious neglect, somietimes cven an opey retnouncenment of
ideological propacanda amony the trade-union organised wor-
kers for the revolutionary class strugzle. This mistake in our
Party work and in the work af the R.T.U. 0. facilitates the
social fascist trade union bureaucrats in betraying the working
class. Such a neglect of trade unioy work was revealed parti-
cularly in the almost complete failure of the R T.U.O. to
prepare and to influence the federation congresses of a number
of important trade unions which have taken place this year.

The inadequate mobilisation of the werking masses a:rainst
the wage-cut offensive of the cmployers, the far-reaching

bears the title: “Successes and °

‘successiul

possibility of the reiormist and christian trade union bureau-
Crats to sabotage the wage struggles and. actively to support
the bourgeoisie in jts Starvation ofiensive were the result of
the lack of revolutionary fraction work on the part of the
R.T.U.0. in the trade unions. It is one of the most important
tasks coafronting the Party to undertake the complcte and
comprehensive mobilisation of the Party for the rcriloval and
overcoming of these shortcomings and weaknesses of the
Party. The neglect of work on the inner-trade uniop front by
the adherents of the R.T.U. 0. arises from the underestima-
tion of the role played by the trade unions in spite of their
treacherous leaders. These leaders can still, withont encounter-
ing great resistance in the trade unions, take it upon themssives
to fix wage and workiug conditions for millions of workers
and conclude tariff agreements without even consulting the
working men and womcen in the factories themselves., ;
monopoly of the trade unions must be broken by the R.T.U. 0O,
making the conclusioy of tariif agrements dependent upon the
will and the approval of the organised and unorganised workers
themselves. Tlhe factory workers whose wage and working
conditions are laid down in the tariff agreements, have to
decide on these conditions and on their acceptance or rejection
by their leaders of the German General Federation of Trade
Unions and of the Cliristian trade unions,

b) In the opportunist attitude extending into the ranks of
our Party and of the R.T.U.0,, paying homage to the Iving
social fascist ideology according to which “wage and labour
struggles cannot be conducted in this period of crisis”, as well
as in the passive waiting for the wage cutting measures of the
employvers. This defeatist ideology resulted in a consideruble
retardation of the defensive and counter offensive of the pro-
letariat. Simultaneously it was revealed that the process of
radicalisation and the readiness of the workers to fight was
much more advauced in the non-Party masses than in somce
backward sections of our Party membership, of our Party
cadres and even of the R T.U.0. The lack of faith in the
fighting power and the fighting will of the proletariat is iu the
bresent period of the crisis of the capitalist system one of the
most fatal mistakes and must be encrgetically combated, -

¢) The indubitable adherence of the million masses of the
unemployed, the recozuition of our slogans in the struggle for
the interests of the unemployed, the active solidarity of the
unemployed (even under the tireat of loss of unemployment
benefit) with the striking workers (Masisfeld, North West), the
repulse of the reinforced attempts of the socijal
fascists and fascists to pcuctrate the unemployed movement,
arc proof of the fact that the policy of the Party and of the
R.T.U.O. in this sphere is correct and that the work among
the masses of the uncmployed is active and successful,

The Party and the R.T.U.O. have, however, not yet
succeeded in organising and linking up the factory and trade
union work of the Party and of the R. T. U. O. in the comnion
interests of the factory workers and of the unemployed, as is
iecessary in order to launch the broadest mass actions.

The R.T.U. 0. and the Party can organise and carry out
the defence and the counter-ofiensive of the proletariat against
the advauce of the united front of the exploiters, the State
and the treacherous trade union bureaucracy only consolidating
and extending the united front of all workers, no matter
whether they are orzanised or unorganised, non-Party or
social democratic, christian or Hirsch-Duncker. This enhanced
method of our united front policy requires an intensification
of our fundamental policy against all class enenies,

d) After the factory council elections there were in some
districts some good beginnings at realising the decisions of the
C.C. and of the R.T.U. 0. in recard to gathering together and
training the factory councils, But precisely in connection with
the struggles over waces and working conditions it wuas
revealed that in this sphere very little has been done — in
some districts nothing at all. The decisions of the Pol-Bureau in
this respect must again be brouisht to mind,

The same applies to the establishment, the extension and
the renewal, which is necessary in every movement, of the
revolutionary functionary system i the fuctories.

The inadequate mobilisation of the workers against the
starvation oifensive of the capitalists is mainly dite to the in-
sufficicnt political activity of the factarce ol a e =
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sufficiently energetic mobilisation of the workers against
dismissals and short. time work, wage cuts etc., to the lack of
connection between the nuclei and the red factory cou-icils
and the inadequately developed self-initiative of the red factory
councils. In the first place the factory nucleus of the Party is
responsible for the shortcomings, faults and weaknesses of the
ted factory councils and the work of the revolutionary shop
stewards. and the development of the resistance and of the
fighting will of the workers depends to a great extent upon the
initiative, activity and the control of work in the factory
nuclens.

e) The strugzgle of the Party against fascisation of the
capitalist State apparatus by the bourgeois partles and the
social fascists as well as the struggle against the growing fascist
movement was not sufficiently regarded as a central task of
the Party and work in this sphere was completely neglected in
some districts. The Central Committee makes it incumbent
uponr the whole Party to remedy this shortcoming in the
shortest possible time, The resolution of the Pol-Bureau of
July 4th, 1930, on the political and defensive mass struggle
awainst fascism lays down the tasks in this respect. The
ureatest importance must be attached to the idcological fight
acainst fascist ideology and the demagogic phrase-mongering
oi the national socialists. In the factories and at the labour
exchanges the broadest basis for struggle and counter measures
against fascist terror (terror in the streets, in meetings, black-
legs of the national socialist party) must be created. The
formation of red factory defence groups on the basis of the
united front from below, with the inclusion of the organised
and unorganised, non-party, social democratic and christian
workers and the unemployed from the Labour Exchanges, is
one of the most importaut tasks as prercquisite for the broadest
mass mobilisation and mass advaice of the working class
avainst the fascist danger. The encrygetic and oifensive strugele
against fascism must not lead to the struggle against social
fascism and against the social fascist trade union bureaucracy
being neglected or restricted, but we must apply the various
forms of our ideological-political and organisational methods to
win away the proletarian followers from fascism and social
fascism. New methods of agitation, based upon facts and good
material, must be applied in the localities and districts.

f) In the, fulfilment of important tasks and in the carrying
out of important actions of the Party (clections in Saxony,
struggle against fascism, repulse of and offensive against the

starvation oifensive etc.) there were revealed palpable symp-.

toms of a lack of seli-confidence, lack of a real revolutionary
and offeasive elan, and instead, passive attitude to the terrorist
measures of the State power and the enemy front.

£) The tasks set by the C.C. to the Party districts and
!og:al branches are not brought to the members with sufficient
initiative and persistance and in sonme cases do not get farther
than the upper and middle apparatus oi functionaries in the
districts. The whole Party membership and the transmissions
to the mass ot the proletariat (mass organisatiors, R.T. U. O.,
iractions in the trade unions, and other organisations etc.) react
but badly, sometimes notat all to the problems and tasks sct
by the C.C. In this connection there was revealed a con-
siderable lack of leading seli-initiative and setting of tasks on
the part of the district and branch committees. This failing is
particularly obvious in the work of the factory nuclei, the red
factory councils and in the factory work general.

~h) The contents and the extent of the tasks set by the
district committecs and the Party press, the language of the
l’;gr.ty and of the Party press in no way correspond to the
critical economic and political situation in Germany and the
rc'\'oh_ltiouary shattering of the capitalist svstem covnected
with it, nor to the general radicalisation process and the revo-
lutionary upsurge of the working class. Beiore all there is
lac.klng the recolutionary consciousness of strength and revoe
lutionary optimism whicii are the preconditions jor drawing
the radicalised masses into the revolutionary class front! In
the cconomic and political fights is lacking a thorough utilisa-
tion of the facts of the gigantic socialist construction in the
Soviet Union, which should be presented in a manner rene-
dering them understandable by every worker and toiler and
clearly showing the way nut of the capitalist crisis. There is
also lacking the daily agitation and propaganda, in a manner
understandable by the masses, for the proletarian revolution
and the dictatorship of the proletariat as the only escape from

the general crisis of capitalism. In removing these fathures
the Party organs must not make the mistake replacing revo-
lntionary language and enthusiasm by hoHow boasting lan-
guage, phrases and petty-bourgeois pathos, as these have
rothing to do with the real revolutionary language of the
nasses.

One of ihc greatest shortcomings is the weak organisatio-
nal connection of the Party organs with the radicalised workinz
masses. This applies before all to the daily petty work in the
factorics, in the trade unions, among the unemployed and in
the work of the R.T.U.O. Considerable deviations from the

* general line of the Party (underestimation of the role of the

Party, rcjection or nou-carrying out of the united front tactic,
neglect of the organisational tasks, retreat before reformism,
anti-trade union moods, self-satisfied sectarian seclusion etc.),
in particular in the trade union work and in the close connec-
tion of the unemployed with the factory workers are due :0
this weak organisational work. The extension, the securing
aud the systematic control of adequate organisational work
in the district committees and local branches is one of the
most important tasks confronting the Party,

i) In the sphere of the devclopment of new Party cadres
and the attraction of unused labour forces to the functions of
the Party, progress has been made in a number of districts.
This was before all the case in the struggle against the Right
liquidators, against opportunism in practice and on the occasion
of the campaign of the Party for the factory council elections,
the organisation of the R.T.U.O. and on other occasions.
But the process of the dcvelopment of new Party cadres is
much too slow. Most of the Party organisations have not yet
understood, particularly in the present economic struggles and
in connection with the radicalisation process of the proletariat,
how to draw the most active forces of the working class into
the dccisive old and new iunctions of the Party. This slow
development of the Party cadres is one of the main reasons
why, in the prescent struggies of the proletariat, the Party
cadre of functionaries and of the Party organisations lag
behind the dcvelopment and the radicalisation process of the
working class and why sometimes a considerable loss of time
is to be noticed. The district committees are in duty bound
to combat this shortcoming in the organisations and to see
to its immediate removal.

The educational work of the Party stands in close connec-
tion with the training and extension of the Party cadres,
which must be carried out under all circumstances. Whilst
in this sphere good work can be recorded on a central scale,
the educational work in the districts, and still more in the
local branches and nuclei, is at a complete standstil. The
revolutionary education work of the Communists must be
mass work for Socialism, and the task must consist not merely
in training some functionaries or specialists, but a broad
strata of revolutionary iunctionaries must be trained for the
whole mass work of tle Party, of the R.T.U.O. and of the
mass organisations within and without the Party among the
proletarian masses.

i) One of the weakest points in our whole revolutionary
work is real Bolshevist self-criticism, which must be exercised
much more than hitherto openly in the press and in meetings,
in the factory papers and in the oppositional trade union press.
as a stimulus to the seli-intative of the masses for thc removal
of the existing weaknesses and shortcomings, thereby
making the Party political problems the affair of the whole
prolctariat, the great revolutionary significance of which is
not suificiently realised in the Party. The Polburcau of the
Central Committec has quite correctly recorded, in the
resolution on the results of the factory council elections, the
inadequate development of self-criticism. The Polbureau of
the Comintern, in the *“Resolution on the factory council
clections in Germany”’, likewise criticised the fact that in the
German Party in many districts self-criticism is not at all
developed (district committees, Party press), and in the
remaining districts only very weakly. These shortcomings
of self-criticism were in particular revealed in the carrying
out of the factory council clections, where the district com-
mittees, and still more the daily newspapers, frequently did
not at all adopt a self-critical attitude to the mistakes. failures
or even defeats. The R.T.U. O. and the red factory councils
must. before the whole of the workers. in the factory papers
ctc. and in particular there where dcfeats occurred (such as
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in Berlin in the tramcar, omnibus and underground depots,
Leuna works, Opel, Bochum Union, Siemens A. G.), expose
the faulty activity of the red factory councils in all publicity
and conduct the strongest ideological struggle against oppor-
tunism, which is the main cause of the defeat. This applies
still more to the mobihsation of the workers for struggles over
wages and working conditions, to the work of the R.T.U. O.
and the trade union fractions in the reformist trade unions,
to the mobilisation of the working masscs against fascism and
the fascist organisations. The Party has not yet grasped the
effect of revolutionary self-criticism, which is one of the
strongest weapons of the Comimunist Party.

This shortcoming is particularly to be secn in the Party
press, the editors of which do not pay any heed to this task.
In particular there is revealed in this connection the inade-
quate connection of the district committecs and the editors of
the Party press with the factory nuclei, and the almost
complete lack of a well-developcd workers correspondents
movement, extending far beyond the Party membership, which
constitutes a decisive factor in the sphere of open seif-criticism.
The district committces and the editors of the Party press are
bound to remove this shortcoming as quickly as possible.

k) Our membership roll and the number oi subscribers
are in glaring contradiction to the radicalisation process and
the permanent growth of our influence amoug the workers.
Therein are revealed strong tendencies to sectarian seclusion
and self-satisfaction on the part of numerous middle and lower
Party organs and Party organisations. The great fluctutation
in members and subscribers is also due to this negiectiul treat-
ment of the question. Our organisational basis is in part too
weakly consolidated, so that the newly won members soon
fall away owing to the inadequate organisational hold. Still
greater is the evil — quite inadmissible for a revolutionary
Party — that in many nuclei and local branches newly won
members are not suificiently trained or not sufficiently (some-
times not at all) drawn into Party work, and hence arc uot
considered as equal and valuable collaborators and class
fighters.

From this weak development of our membership and the
number of our subscribers there result most of the short-
comings, weaknesses and mistakes of our Party, as in the
narrow Party basis lies the cause of the yielding to the
social faseist ideology, the pessimistic attitude and defeatist
tendencies, and in particular the reason of the opportunist
ond also scctarian vacillations. The Party organisations must
devote chief attention to removing and overcoming these great
weaknesses of the Party.

1) Extremely feebly developed is the work among the
cmployees and civil servants. The embitterment of the
employces and civil servants causcd by the dismissals, by
the worsening of the conditions of work and pay, by the
“emergency sacrifice” and the head tax, as well by the politi-
cal disenfranchisement (prohibition of membership of the
C.P. of Germany) renders it much more possible than hitherto
to develop agitation among these strata (Public meetings, in-
crease of our influence upon the organisations of employees
and civil servants, delegate conferences of civil servants and
employees, connection of the struggles of the workers with
those of the civil servants and employees).

m) The middle class (artisans, shop-keepers, traders. free
professions etc.) which is greatly affected by the starvation,
taxation and suppression offensive of tlie bourgeoisie, is pro-
ceeding to a determined political regrouping and new orien-
tation. The Party has up to now not succeeded in winning
over the million masses of these victims of monopoly capita-
lism, of the Young exploitation and of the crisis for the struggle
against robber-finance capital to the side of the ruvolutionary
fighting proletariat. For this reason these million masses of
the middle class are for the greater part falling victims to the
nationalist and social demagogy of fascism. The Party is in duty
bound to gather vnder the proletarian hegemony these masses
oi toilers, whose vital interests ate closely conmccied with the
successes and defeats of the revolutionary class struggle. The
outcome of the decisive struggles of the proletariat will be
also determined by the sunccessful fuliilment of this task.

n) Equally necessary as the winning of the city middle
class for active participation (or at least its nentralisation) in
the great encounters between the proletariat and the bourgeoi-

sie is work among the small and middle peasantry. The Young
slavery and the capitalist crisis are threatening the toiling
peasantry no less than the suffering middle class. In addition,
the intensification of the agrarian crisis is a particular burden
on the toiling peasants. If fascism, and in particular the
Stahlhelm, have succeeded in gaining a prominent influence
upon the village, this is mainly due to the great neglect of
our rural propaganda and work among the peasants. The
gistrict committees and the local branches are in duty bound,
fr connection with the economic struggles, with the mobili-
sation of the masses for the Ist of August, and on all other
occasions, to win the toiling peasantry for an alliance with the
proletariat against capitalist plundering. The agricultural
working men and women, who are driven ever deeper into
social misery, must be won by special methods of propaganda
and organisation. Our work and propaganda among them
must be different from that among the poor strata of peasants.

o) In regard to the mobilisation and drawing in of the
working women into the revolutionary class front, the Party
line has undoubtedly to record a number of successes. The
active participation of women in the strike movement in
Mansfeld, the participation of working women in the revolu-
tionary factory and trade union work prove that we are
making headway in this sphere. But this fact does not find
expression in the permeation of our functionary cadres by
working women and in drawing working women into the
leading positious of the Party. In this respect there still exists
in the Party a strong petty-bourgeois tendency, in that the
view is held that women are not able to cope with important
political work as effectively as men. Such tendencies are
unworthy of the Communist Party and must be energetically
combated and overcome.

p) Also in the sphere of winning the young workers for
the red class front and their organisation in the Y.C.L. of
Germany, amd also in the mobilisation of the young workers
both for their participation in the struggles of the adult, as
well as for independent strugyles of the youths, such as youth
strikes etc. the Y.C.L.(G. has considerable successes to re-
cord. This also applies to the incrcase of membership of the
League and the attraction of new strata of young workers in
some districts. But the work of the Y.C.L. as a whole and
in the maiority of districts is still unsatisfactory and is not
in keeping with the great radicalisation process observable in
particular among the young workers. Beiore all, the inade-
quate factory and trade union work of the Y.C.L.G. is
characterised by “Left” isolation from the dccisive strata of
the young proletarians. Also, judging by the fact that we
have succceded in attracting broad strata of workers' sport
movement, in which the young workers are particularly pro-
mineut, the growth of the Y.C.L. lags far behind the favou-
rable objective conditions. In many districts and local branches
of the League there are strikingly revealed tho faults and
failings in regard to the scctarian seclusion of the League,
which were strongly condemned by the Plenum and Presidivm
of the Y.C.I. and which the Y.C.L. has up to now not been
able to remove.

The greatest weakness of the youth work lies in the fact
of the strong decline in the work anwng the children, one can
cven say the complete failure of the League to crganise the
young pioneers and the complete failure of the Party to
support the League in this scrious and important task.

Whilst the C. C. of the Party has established satisiactory
relations of collaboration by means of closer connection with
the League leadership, the district committees, the committees
of the local branches and of the nuclei lag far behind in the
solution of this task. The Party organisations restrict them-
selves in most cases to a mere formal mutual delegation,
without placing the problems and tasks oi the League as
oiiicial Party work into the centre of the deliberations and
decisions of the district committees, the commitiees of the local
branches and nuclei. Such a formal treatment of the Leaxue
questions on the part of the Party is inadmissible and must
be replaced by greater initiative in setting up the tasks within
the Party organisations.

The Main Tasks of the Party.

The above mentioned weaknesses in Party work 1ender it ;
necessary in connection with the measures necessory to over-/
come them that the Party exert the greatest efforts in order
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to solve the following main tasks of Party work in the present
situation:

1. Clear elaboration of the role of the Party as the only
anti-fascist Party and leader of the masses which alone is
capable of showing the revolutionarv way out of the capitalist
crisis. Broadest mobilisation oi the nasses for the anti-war
demonstration on August Ist.

2. Intensification of our struggle against fascism and social
fascism by strengthening our ideological work for separating
the proletarlan adherents fromn these parties and winning them
for the revolutionary class front. Intensiiied organisational
anchoring of our policy on all mass fronts.

3. Strongest offensive and extra-Parliamentary mass
struggle of all toilers against the starvation, customs, and tax
offensive and the reactionary repressive measures of the
capitalist State apparatus (national and provincial govern-
ments and other State organs).

4. Energetic and symstematic preparation, lavnching and
leadership of economic struggles; firmm alliance of the factory
workers with the workless; higher development of the tasks
of the R. T. U. O. as the independent leadership oi the masses
within and without the trade unions. Energetic preparation
of the setting of the problems and tasks of the V. Congress
of the R. I. L. U.

5. Determined turn and development of our mass work
among the working women and young workers; increased
attention to and improved work for the children’s -movement.

6. Special methods for winning the employees and lower
civil servants. Emphatic strengthening of our political work
among the city middle strata, the toiling peasants and in
particular special work for winning the agricultural workers.

7. Systematic recruiting and winning of new members
of Party and readers of our press, renewal and improvement
of our Party cadres, stronger attraction oi new proletarian
elements, raising of the level of political work and systematic
exension of the factory nuclei, improvement of the control work
oi all other Party organs. Greater development of political
hte i the whole of the Party and in the R. T. U. O. Greater
collective work in all Party organs and prometion of inner-
Party democracy.

Second Plenary Session of the Moscow
Committee of the C.P.S. U.

Mgoscow, 24th July 1930.
The second plenary Session of the Moscow cominittee of
the Communist Party of the Soviet Union has iust ended.
Commenting on the work of the session the “Pravda” points
out that it dealt with a series of important questions in con-

nection with the carrying out in the Moscow district of the

decisions of the XVI congress of the party. The plan of
work ifor the district for the next two months was confirmed
and various decisions taken with regard to the carrying out
of the building programme of the Moscow district. the
harvest campaixgn, the autumn sowings, the grain purchase
campaign and the re-organisation of the district.

A great part of the industry of the Soviet Union is within
the territory of the Moscow district and the building pro-
gramme is very great. A series of great engineering
undertakings are in course of building and they will prove a
ureat incentive to socialism when they are completed. Further,
tl!e decisions of the XVI. Congress concerning the development
of the manufacturing industries, the extension of the area
under cotton and maise, the forced development of vegetable
productions etc., are all of great importance for the Moscow
district.

The plenary session declared that the building plan must
be carried through under all circumstances despite its wide-
scale nature. The carrving out of the programme would mean
a great advance for socialism aud any delay would affect the
\ }\'Imle' industrial programme. However, the industrial and

timancial tasks should not therefore be neglected. At the same
\time the quality of production, and the real wages of the
‘workers should be raised and the costs of production reduced.

The session also paid particular attention to the agri»
cultural question and to the scheme for developing the Moscow
district and all other districts which are not agriculturally
seli-supporting into centres for the production of vegetables
and of flax and for cattle-breeding

The session called for a continuation of the struggle on
two fronts against left-wing sectarianisin, and in particular
against right-wing opportunism as the chief danger, including
bureaucracy. Above all rigorous bolchevist self-criticism was
necessary.

Greetings from the E.C.C.L
to Comrade Stutchka.

On the Occasion of his 65th Birthda:

Moscow, July 27. 1930.

The E.C.C._L has sent the following greetings to Comrade
Stutchka: ‘

“On the occasion of your 65th birthday the E. C. C. 1. sends
vou its warmest greetings as leader and veteran of the Latvian
Labour movement, as one of Lenin's iellow-fighters and as
one of the most prominent creators and leaders of the
Communist Party of Latvia.

Your services to the Latvian proletariat, to whoin yvou
gave the translation of “Capital” in the Latvian language, are
of the greatest merit. Your labours in the sphere of
jurisprudence and science of State form a valuable part oi
Marxist-Leninist world literature.

For about four decades you have stood uninterruptedly
in the front ranks of the fight for the emancipation of the
working class under the illustrious banner of the Party of the
Bolsheviki. You present a magnificent example oi bolshevist
steadfastness of principle and of devotion to the cause of the
international proletarian revolution.

The E.C.C.]J. expresses the warmest wish that you may
still for many vears to come fight and work in the rauks of
the famous cohorts of the bolsheviki.

. W

Comrade Stutchika received messages of greeting and tele-
grams from numerous organisations in the Soviet Union,
including the C.C. of the C.P.S. U, the editorial staff of the
“Pravda”, the Society of Old Bolsheviki etc.

S

Comrade Stutchka's Carreer.

Comrade Stutchka was born in 1865 in Latvia and was of
peasant extraction. He attented the University of Petersburg,
and from 1888 to 1897 was editor of the newspaper “Dienas
Lapa” in Riga, which was the rallying point for all marxist
and revolutionary elements in Latvia. In 1897 the newspaper
was prohibited and comrade Stutchka was arrested. In 1899
he was condemned to 5 vears banishment in Siberia. Aiter-
wards he worked in the Vitesk organisation of the Social
Democratic Party and was a delegate at all the congresses
of the Lettish party. In 1906 he was again at work in Riga
where he sought to combat the influence of the menshevists
and the anarchists. A year afterwards he returned to Peters-
burg. where he worked on the party press writing in particular
on the nationality and agricultural problems. Stutchka translated
“Das Kapital” into Lettish.

After tie February revolution he was ‘a member of the
Bolshevist fraction in the Petrograd Soviet, and following the
November revolution he became People’'s Commissar for
Justice. In 1919 he was chairman of the Latvian Council of
People’s Commissars and remained uat his post until the
revolution was overthrown, when he succeeded in escaping
to Soviet Russia. Comrade Stutchka is at present the president
of the Supreme Court of the R.S.F.S.R.
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XVi. Sarty Congress of the €.5.5.%.

Organisational Report of the Central Committee.
By L.M. Kaganovitsch.

Text of Speech Delivered at the XVIL Party Congress of the C.P.S. U

(Conclusion.)

d) Self-Criticism as Weapon in the Struggle against Bureau-
cracy and the Violation of Inner Party Democracy. ’

The development of self-criticism played an important part
in the purging of our ranks from all rotten, bureaucratic, and
disruptive elements. The period under report is characterised
especially by the powerfu] wave of the development of self-
criticism.  Seli-criticism has been directed in particular against
the elements of disintegration and bureaucracy. Self-criticism
has been employed against the faults of practical work, against
opportunism and revisionism in the ranks of the Party. There
is no other Party in the world which allows itself such a decided
and public criticism of its own shortcomings, as our Party has
done and continues to do. I may say that here our press has
played an important historical réle. It has not merely referred
to faults apparent in any case. Qur press has been a leading
factor in revealing the shortcomings and deficiencies of our prac-
tical work. Whenever such deficiencies have been exposed, the
C.C. has taught the masses of the Party and the non-partisaus,
has taught the cadres, to fight relentlessly against the elements
of dispruption and bureaucracy, and has called upon the masses
to take part in the svstematic and determined struggle for the
furtherance of seli-criticism from below.

The C.C. has carried its appeal for seli-criticisin con-
sistently into every departiment oi liig. In the appeal we read:

“We will put an end to the practice of regarding mem-
bership of the Party as an extenuating circumstance in the
case of punishable offences, and will carry out Lenin's old
thesis on stricter mecasures against Party members, decla-
ring it to be a crime against the Party to hide the guilt of
any PRarty member, however high his position in the Party
may be.”

This referred to a number of high functionaries, and to a

number of large organisations.

he self-criticism developing from below, under the leader-
ship of the Party, has greatly contributed to enabling the whole
apparatus of the proletarian dictatorship to adapt itself to car-
Tying out the work and tasks of the reconstruction period.

The preliminary results of self-criticism already suffice to
show that an extensive process of purging and purification has
been performed in many organisations, a process calculated to
advance not only the Party, but at the same time the cconomic,

oviet, und social work in town and country,

Self-criticism has increased the activity of the masses in
their struggle against the class cnemy to a gigantic extent, The
data issued by the Pecople’s Commissariat for the Worker's and

tasants’ inspection show that more than 50,000 persons have
already been siited out of the State apparatuys.

It would however be a grave error for us to be satisfied
With the positive results which we are able to record. Above
all, we must admit a lagging behind in the realisation of the
suggestions made by the workers, and oi their practical pro-
Posals. This is one oi the weakest spots in the development of
self-criticism. In some of the works and factories we sometimes
See our seli-criticism running without load. The workers cri-
ticise, but the realisation of their suggestions and idcas is very
Wadequate, The practical carrying out of the suggestions and
Yroposals of the working and Party masses—this is at the pre-
Sent moment of paramount importance in order to ensure further
Meeess in the development of seli-criticisn, The C.C. has not
uzlit only agajinst the openly festering spots, but has at the
Same time carried oy eneryetic work against those clements
Yaming these sores to form,

uring the period of this report, a number of people were
moved from their posts by the Central Comittee and the Jocal
Orzanisations, In various organisations about 1001 persons wern
SMissed for bureaucracy, for suppressing seli-criticism, for vio-
I8 inner Party democracy, ifor inadmissible attitude towards
¢ masses, etc. A large number of persons gave up Party

d

th

work, as they were not able to cope with the new tasks. When
we speak of such conditions as have occurred in Smolensk, in
Astrachan, in Artemoy, very often only the crassest facts of dis-
ruption and decay are referred to. The C.C., after making a
thorough analysis of the causes of the these occurrences, has
however drawn the attention of the Party organisations to the
fact that these sores and eruption are already to be regarded as
consequences, and that their causes lie mainly in the separation
from the masscs, in the suppression of self-criticism, in the low
cultural level of the leading cadres, in the application of violence
by alicn elements, in the weak participation of the workers, in
nepotism, ete.

And apart from these crass conscquences, comrades, apart
from these sores, this disruption, and these deficiencies in work.
we find these same faults to a greater or lesser degree, in this
or that form, in some of our other Party organisations, and these
are not by any means bad organisations, but such as work very
well on the whole, as is so often said.

Hence it is our task to expose these faults as speedily as
possible, before they lead to decay, that we may nip
thein in the bud. On no account must we permit the
seli-satisiaction so often observed to take root amongst us. In
the course of our daily work We must fight against every fanlt
existing in the ranks of our Party organisations. That everye-
thing is quiet is no proof that everything is in order. We have
a number of organisations in which seats of decav have heen
able to form because the leaders made up their minds to have
no disagreements, but to make smooth working possible. It is
of course very diserable that we all live in peace, but this atti
tude has resulted in suppression and nepotisin. This nepotism
has at times assumed forms violating inner Party democracy,
and representing the Right deviation in actual practice. Let us
take the Orjol affair for instance, where the worker members of
the burcau oi the town committee of the Party were arrested on
the instigation of the secretary of the district committee, Drobe-
nin: accusations were made against them, and they were arrested,
solely because they criticised the district committee of the Party.
What did the C.C. and the C.C.C. do in this case? The C.C.
and the C.C.C. not only cxpelled the secretary of the district
committee, Drobenin; the C.C. dissolved at the same time the
burcau of the district committce, and ruled that the members of
this bureau might not take any leading Party office for two
years. Why? Because the ruling order must be such that the
whole bureau, with the secretary, is responsible for the organi-
sation, for the whole of the work: i the burcau sees faults, it
must expose them with Bolshevist determination.  This one
example suifices to show that the C.C. has placed itself at the
head of the mass wave of seli-criticism, and has resolutely
exposed and overcome both the suppression of self-criticism and
the excesses of scli-criticism, thereby leading the way for the
masses and the cadres in the sfrugele against the elements of
burcaucracy and opportunism,

The C.C. combating the artificial “coining”, has inexorably
swept aside the real bearers of opportunism, of bureancracy,
disruption, etc.

Who ventures to affirm, in the face of all these facts, that
Bukharin was right in his slandcrous statement that the Party is
rearing bureaucracy? -

The Rizht have sufiered defeat, a severe defeat. They have
suffered deicat for the reason that our sclf-criticism and our
inner Party democracy have proved poweriul levers, consolida-
ting the Party firmly, and giving it the oportunity of striking a
final blow at the Right oportunists. (Applausc.)

Seli-Criticism and Inner Party Democracy in the Struggle against
Opportunism and for the General line of the Party.

The C.C. and the Party have mobilised the masses, on the
basis of developed seli-criticism, in the stiuggle against oppor-
tunisin in theorv and nractice Tha eoeole o~p o
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unmasking of a number of facts relating to Right opportunist
practice has been the strengthening of the wave of criticism
arising from below, and the devclopment of the struggle against
every form taken by opportunism in actual pracuice.

Self-criticism has dealt a cruel blow at the degenerated
opportunism of actual pratice. The events in Smolensk and
Astrachan are not characterised solely by the existence .there of
disruptive elements, but by fuct that this disintegration was
connected with a class deweneration. This has been the con-
dition of affairs in the Smolensk, Atrachan, and other or-
ganisations.

We have heard utterances characteristic of the Right devia-
tions. in actual practice, among people whose ideology has not
been Right. The C.C. has corrected these, the C.C. has improved
their work. But when no result followed these corrections, th'e
C.C. raised the guestion of removing thesc persons from their
work, and during the period of this report a number of such
functionaries were relieved of their posts. With respect to t_hc
“Left” exaggeraters, in actual practice the overwhelming maio-
rity of these are people (with the cxception of a small group of
semi-Trotzkyists) who are sincerely anxious to follow the ge-
neral line of the Party. The great majority of them are not
deviators with a fraction of their own, and deliberately com-
bating the C.C. and its line.

We have corrected them, in ideology and in organisation,
and shall continue to instruct them. There have been some auch
“Lcft” exaggeraters who have clung to their errors, have not
acknowledsed these, and have refused to correct them, The
C.C has been obliged to raise the question of removing these
members from their posts.  And not only the C.C.. but the local
orzanisations, have dismissed from their functions their regional
and district secretarics, when the latter have resisted thie correc-
tion of their errors,

The light which has been thrown on the decisive struggle
oi the C.C. against opportunism, and against the supression of
criticism, has shown very clearly the calumny and falscness of
the assertion oi the T'rotzkyist and Rights regarding a regime
of pressure in the Party. )

Yes, we know that the lovers of oppositional criticism do

.not like our sclf-criticism or inner Party democracy. ‘They
state that “we cannot make sufficient use of either democracy
or self-criticisi™, for the reason that democracy itseli and seli-
criticism as such are used for the determined and immediate
overcoming of any desired shade of opinion. In accordance with
this (with the overcoming of any desired shade) the cadres of
the Party functionaries too are selected. All this greatly in-
creases the difficulty of “treating the questions properly”.
, They demand freedom for shades of opinion, a frecdom of
criticism such as thut referred to bv Lenin in his polemics
against the Menshevists. It is characteristic that the lovers of
such criticism generally declare that the activity of the masses
does not direct itscli to the discussion of fundamental political
qauestions, nor to dealing with the questions of inner Party liie.
But is it their fate that they invariably ieel on their own backs
the blows of precisely that political criticism on the part of the
masses gathering around their C.C. in the struggle against the
“Leit” and Right sectarians,

This was especially the case during the period under report,
when we concluded the struggle against Trotzkvism by coin-
pletely crushing it, and when the Right attempted to occupy the
place vacated by Trotzkyism and to attack the C.C. and its line,
and when finally relapses into the Left deviation occurred in the
duestion of inner Party life, and in the collectivisation question.
The correction accomplished in the question of the collectivisation
cxaggerations proved the extraordinary authority and power of
the C.C., the maturity of our Party, the maturity of its cadres,
cven of the considerable part of those cadres which committed
errors in the collectivisation question, but which speedily recog-
nised these crrors and changed front “on the march”. Not only
the Party, but the broad prolctarian masses, united on the basis
of the carrying out of the general line of our Party, and this
in s'pite‘oi the difficulties of socialist recoustruction, the diffis
culties in supplies, etc. The organised ranks of the working
class in the trade unions and in the vouth leagues have.shown
that they will permit no attempt to be made to deviate these
organisations from the path of Leninism. The trade unions have
been successful in overcoming the turbid Right narrow trade
unionist tendency  striving to oppose the trade unions to the
Party, and the Y.C.L. has proved a trusty aid to our Party in the
struggle arainst both the Right deviation and against relapses
into the “Left” deviation occurring under the special circumstan-

ces of the youth league. Of course in our Party too there are
passive elements, stagnant elements, conciliatory elements, upon
which the Right deviators reckon as their main reserves. The
struggle against these clements is an essentially important task,

The fight on two fronts, the fight for the line of the Party
and the C.C., found expression once more on the eve of the
XVI. Party Congress. We witnessed attempts to attack the
C.C. of our Party in a number of towns in the lower organi-
sations. This was the casc in Moscow, in Kharkow. in Lenin-
grad, and in other places. Some of these attempts were open.
some concealed. Here it is characteristic that it was diiiicult to
dificrentiate the Trotzkyists from the Right opportunists. Here
we had a “uniiication of souls” on the basis of hand-in-nand
work among the Trotzkyists and the Right deviators.

Their tactics have becn extremely interesting. As soon
as one of them notices, when speaking publicly. that he meets
no sympathy of any kind in the nucleus — and this has been
the case everywhere — he begins immediately to draw the
mask over his face. to declare that he has heen mistaken. has
not formulated his ideas correctly, and the like. And of course
tliere are a few confused heads who do not come forward
against the line of the C.-C.. but have been brought into a state
oi confusion by some of the diificultics of the collectivisation
movement. We cannot however, close our eyes to the fact
that the Trotzkyists and the Right deviators tried to take
revenge before the XVI. Party Congress. It is true that these
were only lamentable attempts. .

It is needful to exercise the utmost care with regard to
those who *“change colour”, and to be extremely cantious in
contact with those who come forward and declare that they
sce their errors. There are people who declare that they
recognise their errors, but attack the C.C. at the first oppor-
tunity. At the present time we must be especially carciul.
The whole of the organisations of our Party proved their
Bolshevist consolidation on the eve of the XVI. Party Con-
gress, and showed that shey would resolutely repulse all devi-
ations and all tendencies conciliatory towards these.

It is our task. in the course of our joint practical work.
to expose, to unmask the Right deviation, and to train the
broad masses of the Party and the working class, by means
of concrete facts, in the spirit of Leninism.

The C.C. has secured, by its whole organisational practice,
the general line of the Party. When the question arose that the
Moscow leaders, headed by Uglanov, wanted to transiorm
Moscow into a base for a strugzle against the C.C., to make
Moscow the centre of the attacks on the Party, the Moscow
Party organisation, with the aid of the C.C. and under its
leaderershiip, resolutely, and with Bolshevist energy, repulsed
these attempts (Applause).

We should be no Bolshevists were we merely to speak
of the political line, and did not consolidate it by organisation.
Uglanov had to go. And now we see plainly how right we were
in this, for Uglanov is still working to-day against the C.C., he
still maintains his relations with the deviatory elements in the
Moscow organisation, and still secretly and quietly endeavours
to influence pecople against the C.C. of the Party. (Voices:
Shame!)- The C.C. not only removed Uglanov, but joined the
Moscow organisation and the Moscow districts in causing the
reinoval of a nuinber of other functionaries from the Moscow
organisation. It may be said that this is a violation of inner
Party democracy. But, comrades, for us Bolshevists there
exists no inner Party democracy which gives evervone the
right and the possibility to carry on fractional work and to
disrupt our Party. (Applause.) :

Comrades, on the ifront of socialist reconstruction, and on
the front of civil war, the Party has shown great steadfast-
ness, self-sacrifice, and heroism, during the period of this
report. Just as the Party took the lead at the front in war,
and lay in the trenches with the Red Army soldiers, in the
same way it has now led the gigantic devolopment of the work
of socialist reconstruction; it has organised the shock brigade
movement; it works in the factories, collects the grain. builds
up the collectives, and is organising millions and millions for
the victory of socialism. (Applause.)

Not only has the Party grown, but its organisation is more
firmly established. The magnificent structure of socialism, the
enormous tasks still before us, demand a corresponding inten-
sity and a corresponding adaptation of our organisationat
work, the elimination of the last remnants of petty economics.
the profound and close contact with the masses, the creation
of fresh cadres, and the unification of the Party on the basis
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of the carrying out of the general line of the Party and of the
successiul offensive against the capitalist elements.

Our Party is the backbone of the proletarian dictator-
ship. Qur Puarty leads the whole organisation of the prote.
tariat and the whole of the funciions of the proletarian dic-
tatorship, beginning with the defeat of the class encmy, and
Loing forward to the growing of hemp and flax and the
rearing of pigs. Our recoustruction is progressing under the
conditions imposed by the capitalist encirclement. We clcotn-
ter gigantic difficultics and obstacles on our path. The Party
can only overcome these diificultics and antagonisms, can
only struggle successfully against them, if it consolidates its
own ranks, if it carries out Lenin's legacy, if it watches over
the unity of the Party as over the apple of jts cye. Our

arty. with its organisational principle, with the tasks before
it. cannot tolerate any fractional work in its ranks, and will
not tolerate jt. (Applause.)

Contrary to the propliecies of the opportunist degenerates,
we have preserved the unity of the Party, its iron discipline,
and the fighting capacity of fhe Party ranks, under the most
difficult conditions, That the C.C. and the Party have suc-
ceeded in doing this is due solely to the fact the Party has
held closely to the path of Leninism, to the fact that in (he
period of this report the Party has attained a higher step, as
vanguard, in its ideology and cluss-consciousness, to the fact
that it has fought resolutely against the deviations from the
general line, to the fact that the ideological struggle has been

strengthened by the action of the Party in removing from
their posts all the opportunist, useless, and rotten elements
which had Separated from the masses.
In the future, too. we must fight with the same deter-
mination not only against the open deviations, such as the
Leit semi-Trotzkyists and the chief danger the Right, but as
Leninists, as Bolshevists, must continue to expose the con
ciliatory attitude towards the Right and “Left” deviators: we
must fight against the complaints raised over the organisational
measures securing the successful carrying out of the general
line of our Party.
€ may maintain with pride that the Party. under the
leaderhip of its C.C.. has come to the 16th Party Congress
more closely connected than ever with the proletarian masses,
in closer contact than cver before with the international revoa
i i in the strugyles
\ Central Committee,
by the whole of its political and organisational work, has con-
solidated theideol()gicaland organisational tighting canacities of
our Party, it has preserved the main mass of the old Leninist
cadre, it has created and trained fresh tens and hundreds of
thousands from the ranks of the proletariat for our cadres,
‘e can say to the oppartunists of all shades. and to the
conciliators:  Know that the whole Pary, under the leader-
ship of its Leninist C.C.. has fought, and is ready to contiune
to iight. against the revisionists, for the general line, and ior
the victory of socialisim! (Enthusiastic applause.)

Discussion on the Reports

of Comrades Stalin

and Kaganovitsch,

Full Report.

Comrade Postyschev (Ukraine):

At the VI Party Congress the Parly appeared with its
Bolshevist ra:iks more closely serried than ever.
ongress has been the €xpression of this rallying round the
Central Committee and our leader, Comrade Staljn, The
tasks set the Party by the process of the socialist offensive
demand from us the mobilisation of all our forces and means,
the most effectual distribution of our human material, and
above all the intensification of the struggle against the class
enemy, he prerequisite for the efficient and timely
accomplishment of these tasks is,
Wearying struggle of our Party on two fronts, the struggle
for the general line.

indisputable successes which we lhave won in the
Federal Republics are due to the fact that the Party, under
the leadershin of C.C.. has led, and continues to lead, tlhe
Struggle against every form of the Great Russian deviation
in the Soviet apparatus and among individual groups of
communists, 7
Comrade Stalin, very oppottunely and rightly, drew the
attention of the Party Congress, and therewith of the wlole
arty, to this very important question, We, wiio  are
working in Ukraine, very irequently encounter this deviatiouw,
e begrers oi the Great Russian deviation regard the re-
OTRanisation of the economic organs, especially the founding
of a Union Commissariat for Agriculture, as the signal for
the liquidation of the questions of national cultural
evelopment. Among us in Ukraine we find the iollowing
Standpoint among a part of the specialists and among some
Communists, especially  students: Fither industrialisation or
~Krainisation. Some propose that Esperanto should be taught
I the schools instead of Ukrainian, They fail to grasp that
st at the present momeut, in the period of industrial advance,
W the national Federal Republics, too, the basis is being
treated jor the rise of a culture international in form and
Socialist jn content.

The district and regional conferences preceding the XVI.
Par -ongress, as also the corresponding national
Terences of the Communist Parties in our Federal Republics,
ave agreed in their estimate of the line of the Party and of
he leadership of the Central Committee. In this connection
We may place on record that both the “Left" Trotzkyists and
the Right opportunists are . still endeavouring, as ever, to

discredit all the higher organs of the Party (the Party Con-
gresses and Conierences). T

It is not suificient to declare
great successes. Even our enemies are now talking of these
ferences the proceedings were bureaucratic, everybody
defending the general line of the Party; but, they ask, how
can a defence of the general line be spoken of at all, if
nobody has ever even thought of attacking it. — Sych
observations as these. heard not only among us in Ukraine,
are extremely characteristic of the opportunists, and reveal

The XVI. Party Congress is a Party

Congress of growing
socialist offensive,

of inexorable struggle on two fronts,
against the “Leit” and the Rizht, against the conciliators, and
against  those who deliberately  cloak opportunism, and
thereby make themselves the accomplices of the cnnciliators:
What is the characteristic feature of the present tactics of
the Riuht deviation, which continues to be the main danger?
The former leaders of the Riuht deviation, Bukharin, Rykow,
and Tomsky, irom the time that they acknowledged their
errors. have at bottom not carried on any Bolshevist struggle
against this deviation. Comrade Tomsky admitted, chieily
under the pressure of the Party Conference in Trans-Cau-
casia, the fact of liis opportunism and the detrimental effect of
lis struggle against the C.C. Comrade Rykov, at the Ural Con-
ference, did not criticise his errors to even this extent, Comrade
Bukharin continues to preserve silence, and he is not to he
seen at the Party Congress. By his silence he maintains to
its fullest extent his theory of “organised capitalism”, Com-
rade Uglanow continues to combat the CC.

Why do tle Right iow not turn against the Trotskyists,
against the platiorm of capitulation and restoration openly
and plainty laid down by Trotzky? In 1927 they accused
the Party of Trotzkyism, and the exaggerations committed
in the collectivisation movement gave them occasion to again
advance the indictment of Trotzkyism. Does not the present
silence of the Right signify an actual ammnesty for Trotzky,
with the obiect of forming a bloc with him? We have already
experienced  such attempts:  Bukharin's negotiations with

amenev in 1928§. .
hen in 1929 Comrades Bukharin, Rykov, and Tomsky.
forced into a corner, made a declaration, the Partv demanded
of them, in the resolutions of their nuclei. that they shoyld
prove the sincerity of their acLnnud . nat they
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deeds. Comrades Rykow, Tomsky, and Bukharin, still owe
an unequivocal answer since the Party Congress.

It is not sufficient to admit errors and to declare: We
shall join the Party in the struggle to overcome the difiiculties.
successes. The Party has won these successes in the midst
of struggles against false, damaging, anti-Leninist, and
opportunist views. And this you must declare straightiorwardly
to the Party Congress.

Comrade Andreyev (North Caucasia):

The present Party Congress is the first in the history of
our Party wilh such obvious achievements in socialist recon-
struction. It suffices, for instance, to point out that our Party
policy has advanced our country to its present position on the
verge of the transition from an agrarian into an industrial
country. The most remarkable victory which has been won
by our Party since the XV. Party Congress is, however, the
fundamental change which has taken place in the attitude of
the great mass of the poor and middle peasantry towards the
building up of socialisn. Our Party has never been so near
the solution of the most difficult question of proletrian revo-
lution, not only i1 our own country, but in all the countries
in the world: the question of the socialist transformation of
the economics of the small producers. The events taking
place at the present time in agriculture may be designated
as the mightiest social-economic revolution, liguidating the
whole class of the kuluks, and reshaping from the bottom
upwards the life of the villaze, the life of millions of peasant
farms. The third achievement which the Party places on
record at this Congress. finally. is the record of what the Party
itsclf represents: the demonstration of an hitherto unattained
unity and strength in our Party (Applause).

The successes attained by the Party are clear to every
member, to every worker in the Unidn Only those who are
the open foes of the Party, or people who have completely
lost their heads, can fail to see, or can dispute, these stupendous
historical successes. i Comrades Tomsky, Bukharin, and
Rvykov, do not want to be counted to this sort of people, they
must make a declaration to the Party of such Bolshevist deter-
mination that no doubt can arise again in the Party.
(Applause.) 1 think that in view of the historical work achiceved
by the Party, it is their duty to burn behind them every bridge,
large and small, leading back to the Right anti-Leninist views
which they have represented and led. These comrades may
raise the objection: we have already admitted our errors, cut
ourselves away from them, But in my opinion their admission
has been rightly met by serious doubts on the part of the
Party. The Party demands very differcnt admissions of error.,
Comrade Tomsky, at the Trans-Caucasian Conierence, took
and 1 believe that he, and
with him many others present at the XVI. Party Congress,
will have to take an even more serious step.

In order to lay due stress on the complicated nature of
the work before us, I shall deal in detail with only oue section
of the front of our socialist reconstruction, the socialist
reorganisation of agriculture, Comirade Stalin, in his report,
referred to the success gained in this section of our cconomy.
We from the provinces Can report many achievements, both
quantitative and qualitative, in the sphere of the reorganisation
of agriculture. We must however a0t be content with these
achievements. We must be the less content that the industria-
lisation problem collides seriously with the backwardness of
agriculture. We require a periectly mad speed in the recon-
struction of agriculture, in the development of its productive
forces. We have €very reason to believe that we are entirely
capable of securing the temipo needed in the development of
agriculture. We are ip the midst of the transitional phase
of the socialist reorganisation of agriculture. And it is the
task of the communists to ensure that the transition stage is
brief. This is facilitated by the fundamentally changed attitnde
of the overwhclming majority oi the small and middle
peasantryv, and will be further facilitated by the fact that
industry is becoming more and more able to satify the needs
of agriculture.

Let us consider the situation in North Caucasia, It will
be known to you that in North Caucasia 60 to 70 per cent of
thc'Deasants farms are collevtivised, and that here we have
achieved fairly definite success in the liquidation of the kulak
as a class. North Caucasia is able to state that the socialist
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sector has secured 74 per cent of the area under cultivation
this year for summer grain. On this basis it has been possible
to increase the sown area, during the spring campaign, by
15 per cent; for the whole vear by 13 to 14 per cent. It must
be said that this result has been made possible by intense
exertion in preparatory work, and by an inexorable struggle
agaiast the kulaks,

I have stated that collectivisation is not an automatic
process, but one decided by active policy and practice. What
must be the nature of this activity? Nothing can be gainad
by force. The main lever for the acceleration of collectivi-
sation is socialist industry, Here we must exercise pressurs,
especially in the industries upon which the transformation of
agriculture depends. It must not be forgotten that the
vacillations observable among the peasants, and not only
among these, but in part among the peasants who have joined
the collective farms, will always appear again and again
until we have welded every single collective farm into a whole
by means of machine technics. -

Further, the path towards the realisation of collectivisation
leads through the cousolidation of the positions already won.
In North Caucasia the number of collectivised farms has
reaclied 60 to 70 per cent, on the Volga 50 per cent, on the
Middle Volga 25 per cent, in Ukraine 40 per cent. An advance
can already be made from these positions. It is now of first
importance to establish these positions speedily and to prove
the advantages of the new system. The consolidation of these
positions mcans the solution of the problem of comple:e
collectivisation. In North Caucasia we have already proved
the advantages of collectivisation. One proof is the fact that
during the spring campaign the individual peasant cultivated
three liectares, whilst 7 hectares fell to the collectivised farm.
We must now, in the second stage, that of the distribution of
the revenues, demonstrate all the advantages of the larse
scale undertaking. However difficult this may in the initial
stage of collective farming accumulation, we must demonstrate
it. We can do this, if in the first place we fulfil our obliga-
tions and promises with respect to the privileges for tie
collective farms, in the sccond place if we rapidly and
ciiiciently organise our collective farms. In North Caucasa
we observe the proof of the advantages gained in the
distribution of income in the fact that here we shall realise
complete collectivisation by the autumn, (Applause.)

Witli respect to a system of fabour organisation in the
collective farms, it must be admitted that this does not yet
exist. Here we must learn from the wide experience already
gained by industry, from the experience of the Soviet farms:
in the application of this cxperience we must not, it need
scarcely be said, work mechanically, but with the greatest
elasticity.  Industry must now furnish not only the basis
supplying agriculture with machinery, but must at the same
time place its wide organisational and economic experience
at the service of the collective farm.

A few words on the role played by the ‘Youth and the
women. In North Caucasia we have convinced ourselves of
the practically decisive part played by peasant youth in the
sphere of collectivisation. The importance of the help given
by the women too must not be forgotten. Collectivisation
alters the lives of the peasant women, especially among the
poor and middle peasantry, and is the fundamental means
for the emancipation of the peasant woman from the fetters
of her daily life. The collectivisation of the branches of in-
dustry not yet socialised, of livestock breeding, etc., will
depend subtantially upon the extent to which we are success-
ful in inducing the participation of the peasant woman. who
clings to her little house, her kitchen garden, her cow. We
must make the peasant woman an active co-worker and
organiser, with equal rights, in the collective farming move-
ment. The old forms of women's work (women’s delegates,
etc.) are now, it must be openly admitted, no longer of much
use, at least not in the districts where collectivisation has been
completely carried out. In North Caucasia we have alreadv
taken steps towards organising special production conferences
among the women, and towards forming a special system
of agrarian organisations with full powers of authority, by
means of entrusting women with the complete organisation
of such branches of agriculture as livestock breeding, poultry
farming, gardening, etc,

In this connection we must again apply Comrade Stalin's
words on the cultural revolution. Up to the present we have
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spoken a great deal about the cultural revolution, but have
delayed energetic measures, in order to save our resources
for industry. We need a culture which will secure the rapid
progress of socialist reconstruction, which will equip the
backward peasant with the armour of knowledge, giving him
the possibility of effectually combating sabotage and other
elements injurious to agricultural progress. Spread more
knowledge and culture, more technique in the sphere of agri-
culture, and we, with our rich country, will speedily emerge
irom all our difficulties.

The present period still faces us with a great task. We
need the utmost unity in the Party, and thereiore we must
demand from all vacillating elements an unconditional sub-
mission to the line of the Party, and an iron discipline in our
ranks. (Prolongued applause.)

Comrade Uglanov: -

After the two years of somewhat violent struggle which [
carried on in the ranks of the Right opposition, a struggle
against the line of the Party, and against its leaders, it is
naturally diificult to suppose that the present Party Congress
will place confidence in my spoken declarations ..
(Interjection: That is true.)) . ... in my explanations
rexarding the points in which I was in error, my mistakes, and
my determination to submit to the decisions of the Party in
future, and to defend them unreservedly. 1| understand this
very well, and know that if I am to win the coniidence of the
Party, 1 must do this by deeds. -

(Interjection: Hear, hear. Stir.)

Uglanov: | think that we shall endeavour to do so in our
future work.

' (Interjection: Who is that, we? You think? Disturbance.)

Uglanov: 1 am of the opinion that the path covered by
the Party between the XV. and XVL Party Congresses will be
recorded in the history of the socialist development of our coun-
try as a stage in which our Party undertook a determined turn
in socialist development, especially in the acceleration of the
tempo of socialist reconstruction, and in the intensification of
the struggle for the overcoming of capitalism in our country.
The Party, in striding forward in the period between the
XV. and the XVIL Congresses, has overcome the resistance of
our class enemies, shattered and swept away our vicallations
and our struggle against the line oi the Party, and attained
great successes in socialist development, in the development
of industry, in the development of collectivisation, in the
questions in which we showed serious waverings during this
period. | held grave doubts as to the possibility of that tempo
of economic reconstruction initiated by the Party in this
period. 1 must honestly declare that in all the questions in
which [ have been defeated, 1 seriously vacillated, and did not
believe it possible to realise the economic development at the
fate initiated by the Party.

. You are aware of the stage just passed’ through, the

history of my work in the Moscow organisation. You know
+ the preliminary history of the origin of our struggle against
the C.C. of the Party, against the line laid down by the Party.
. Now, two years later, at this actual moment, two years
since the time when 1 began to deviate fromn the fundamental
line realised by the Party since the XV. Party Congress, | now
See quite plainly, so to speak, the position which we occupied,
and which may obviously be designated, from the Bolshevist
standpoint . . . (Interiection: Speak out') as Chvostistic.

(Interjection: That is not’ enough. Weak. Not Chvostistic,
ut Right opportunist.)

Uglanov: Wait a moment, comrades.

(Interiection: and from the class standpoint. — Stir.)

. Uglanov: Comrades, it need not be said that if one has
iauleq to comprehend. and has not kept pace with the Party,
one inevitably lags beliind, derails, takes a position actually
T”Oneous and non—Bolshevist (Sensation)—and this is what
'appened to us. If one takes a non Party standpoint, it is
?le?r that this standpoint cannot be a class one (Interiection:
'f‘ I8 a class standpoint, only it is the standpoint of another
;ass). for we are all periectly aware that {he standpoint of
il:" Party is that of the revolutionary proletariat. In the period
'a,“. Dassed, it must be admitted, our attitude, our struggle
u’;:“éSt the general line of the Party, against the ’lcade(shlp of
inevitabh of our Party, the opposing of another line, oiten led
a “‘ bly in actual fact, w_hether we wanted this or not, to
thi '?“Z‘hgmng of the position of our class enemy. Seen from
S standpoint, it nust be said that our views reinforced the

Right opportunist trends. It need not be emphasised that at
the present stage of our socialist development the deviation
which we represented is the most dangerous of all, and an
unceasing fire must be directed against it.

Comrades, at the November Plenum of the C.C. (1929)
I declared that we acknowledge our errors, etc. This declara-
tion was by no means accidental. The decided successes
sained by the Party and the proletariat in the autumn of 1929,
both in the development of industry and of agriculture, and
besides this the iron determination with which the Party
gathered ronnd the C.C.—these, as may be easily comprehcn-
ded, were the actual stimuli, the actual reasons forcing us to
alter our position and to lower our arms before the Party.

I am fullv agreed with the justified assertion of those
comrades who have maintained here that 1 have failed to fuliil

:D;g)go)bligations which 1 undertook at the November Plenum

1 coniess quite openly that | have not worked during this
time as I should have done, not as 1 have done my duty in the
23 years in which I have been a member of the Party. 1
confess that of the 23 years of my Party membership, 1 have
not worked well for the last 2 years ...

(Interiection: What about your work against the Party?
You are evading the point.)

Uglanov: It need not be said that when anvone has
adopted a certain position and has defended it, it is not so easy
to desert it immediately. 1 ieel myself for the first time that
it is not so easy. 1 am sincerely anxious to work, and to work
on the Party platform. But 1 cannot succeed in doing so all
at once.

What oifences have I commmitted against the Party line
since the November Plenuin of the C.C.? Comrade Kaga-
novitsch declared yestarday in his report that Uglanov
continues his struggle against the C.C. in private conversations
with individual comrades. 1 admit candidly that during the
period just passed this has been the case; 1 declare that in
March and April, in the matter of the exaggerations in the
collectivisation movement, and in connection with a number
of fresh events in the village, fresh vacillations arose as to
the correctness of the Party line . . .

(Interjection: And how will it be in a month's time? Or
to-morrow?)

Uglanov: The result of this was conversations with some
oi the comrades, in the course of which I expressed my doubts
as to whether we were pursing the right course, etc.

. (Interjection: And why have you continued the fight?)

Uglanov: Comrades, | carry on no fight, nor do 1 intend
doing so. 1 declare that 1 shall f{fulfil, sincerely and
conscientiously, all the duties falling to a Bolshevist.

(Interjection: And why do you carry on fractional work?)

Uglanov: Comrades, 1 tell you plainly that in the period
iust passed, between 1928 and 1929, we have carried on no
special fractional work like the other oppositions, as .you very
well know.

(Interjection: What does that mean — no special? And
the not special? Disturbance.)

Uglanov: You can see for yourself ... 1 have organised no
fraction, and do not intend to do so. :

Peters: You simiply have not succeeded in doing so.

(Interjection: Haven't you been able to manage it?)

Uglanov: No, that is not the reason, not because I have
not managed it, but because my long yecars of membership
in the Party, and the struggle against the Trotzkyist oppo-
sition, have shown me what consequences (laugther) ensue for
;I;e Pz;rty and the revolution from such struggle. (Laughter.

oise.

(Interiection: Especially for the fraction mongers.)

Uglanov: Certainly, for the iraction mongers, too. And
therefore we have not carried on any organised fractional
struggle. In view of the acuter struggles of these last years,
our struggle, whatever its form, has of course been a detrimen-
tal, a fractional struggle. In this sense conversations of any
description, even with individual comrades, are injurious, and
— as I must candidly admit — unallowable for a member of
the C.C. They contain a fractional element, as 1 must honestly
and conscientiously admit. ‘Therefore 1 shall now take all
measures to prevent a repetition of this.

(Interjection: Aund up to now? That is not enoug!l. It
had to be combated. What about the industrial academy ?)

Uglanov: 1 shall not onlv not permit that matter, but shall
combat it. (Laughter. Noise.)
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Kalygin: Ouly at Plenums and Congresses.)

(Interjection: And what are your vacillations to-day?)

Uglanov: To-day I do not vacillate; were 1 to waver,
1 should either not have mounted the speakers’ platform, or I
should have said something very different.

(Interiection: What would you have done? That is no
definite language. Express yourseclf more plainly. That is not
convincing! That is no serious way of speaking!)

(Kalygin: You change yvour mind every minute.)

Uglanov: I must say that in the present stage of historical
development there can be no other attitude taken. no other line
advanced, than that represented by our Party; no other line
than the general line pursued by our Party in the socialist
development of the country, in the overcoming of the capitalist
elements in the sphere of international politices. 1 completely
agree with the estimate made of the period of work just
passed, both in the sphere of foreign policy and of home policy,
and with the estimate of our oppositional activities as iniurious.

am in complete agreement with the estimate formed by
Comrade Stalin on all these questions.

(Interjection: To be hoped so.)

Uglanov: | am in agreement with the estimate expressed in
Comrade Kaganovitsch's report, on the inner PParty struggle,
on inner Party life, as also with the organisational policy
which Comrade Kaganovitsch has proposed here for
further strengthening of the ranks of our Party and of its
influence over the masses of non-Party workers and peasants,
and for the organisation of socialist economics -— for the
overcoming of all possible vacillations and deviations from the
fundamental political general line of our Party. I am not only
agreed with this estimate, but declare that | shall realise it
unconditionally, honourably, energetically, to the utmost of
my power and will.

(Interiection: And what is your opinion of Rykov's report
at the Ural Conference?)

Uglanov: | did not hear his report. I do not know what
it contained; I cannot undertake any responsibility for Comrade
Rvkov's speeches. (Noise. Interiection: You know nothing
about it? That is rather too much. You must have read the
report.)

I declare that T am in no personal conumunication with
anvone. 1 am responsible for my own words and my own
conduct. 1 declare that 1 shall contiune to do my best to
prevent any oppositional trends from arising, and that 1 shall
combat them in every way, for the reason that I believe that
every direct or indirect opposition to the general line of the
Party, of the Party leaders — is disastrous for our Party and
for the revolution. Therefore it is the task of the Bolshevist
to fight for the unity and consolidation of the Party. (Inter-
iection: What do you think of Bukharin's silence?) 1 shall
endeavour to prove this after the Party Cougress, not in words,
but in deeds. (Interiection: As a matter of iact you have said
nothing at all)

Comrade Vareikis (Black Earth District):

Comrades, at first a few words on Comrade Uglanov's
explanations. He wanted to speak straightiorwardly, but his
speech was hypocritical through and through. (Interiection:
Hear, hear) He began by stating that lie was convinced
beforehand of the justified distrust, so to speak. of the Party
Congress towards himseli and his friends, Comrade Rykov and
the others of the Right opportunist fraction. This was right
enough. He guessed correctly. There is great distrust amongst
us. And it must be said that aiter such speeches this distrust
does hot lessen, but rather increases. (Interiection: Hear,
heaf.) Comrade Uglanov says that he will strive to gain our
confidence in the ifuture. 1 think we shall save up our
coniidence. our conviction of your sincerity, in the name of
the Party Congress, for a later date. (Interiection: Hear,
licar) It secnms to me that the hypocrisy shown here in
Comrade Uglanov's speech is typical of the political nature
of all Right fraction-mongers, who declare themselves in words
i agreement with the general line, but in actual fact pursue
quite another line, an attitude of sabotage by means of
wsecret undermining®,

Comrade Uglanov states that thev, the Right. including
himself, have not carried ou any special factional work. In my
opinion this statement is impudence on the part of Comrade
Uclanov. Iy it not generally known that the Right. in the
persons of Uglanov, Bukharin, etc, have carried on a regular
fractional struggle? Did not the Moscow organisation go

the -

through an acute inner Party struggle in 1928 in conscyuence
of the fractional work of Comrade Uglanov and his group
against the C.C.?  Who supported Comrade Uglanov? Com-
rades Bukharin, Rykov, and Tomsky. This is universally
known. Who does not know of Bukharin’s attempt to form a
fractional bloc with the Trotzkyists, or of his negotiations with
Kamenev, the Trotzkyist of vesterday? Was that fractional work
or mere harmless conversations as asserted by Tomsky at the
time? Did not Uglanov, Rykov, and Tomsky draw up a de-
claration at that time, intended to justify the fractional, anti-
Party attack, of a kind hitherto unknown in the history-of the
Party, on the part of Comrade Bukharin? And now Uglanov
comes forward, and asserts that tliey have carried on no frac-
tional work. This is pure hypocrisy.

Comrade Uglanov further states: we were only Chvostists,
we had only lagged behind, had not learnt enough. This is
not true. You were not a Chvostist group. you were, and
remain, a kulak agency, until such time as you convince the
Party by your actual work for the Party line. (Applause.)
This is in my opinion the decided class content of the ideology
of the Right deviation.

The Right opposition in the C.P.S.U. is incontestably
the most danzerous at the present time. Its resistance has
never been so violent as at the prescat time, in the period of
the transition to the complete collectivisation of agriculture.
It is precisely on the collectivisation front that we invariably
observe the acutenecss of this petty bourgcois danger,

The 2% years of struggle carricd on by our Central
Committee for socialism set an example of Leninist feadership.
In spite of the difficulties. in spite oi the errors committed 1
some places and by some comrades in the collectivisation
moveinent, we have attained mighty successes. The achieve-
ments of great industry, and of the collectivised reconstructian
oi the village, provide us, as Comrade Stalin has pointed ot
with a firesh material basis for the socialist ofiensive along
the whole front. Can we carry out this offensive successiunlly?
We can!

It is not by accident that Comrade Uglanov did not have
anything to say about thls. It is not by accident that there is
amazing unanimity of opinion among the Right opportunists
and the Trotzkyists in the matter of the ofiensive.  And it i<
siot by accident, it scems to me, that Comrade Bukhurin is
absent. Perhaps he is really ill. However that may be, his
failure to appear is characteristic of these people.

I believe, comrades, that all circumstances convince ns of
the neccssity of a determined struggle against the Right, The
Party must once more, at the XVI. Party Congress, mobilise
its utmost forces for the enormous tasks of the socialist offcu-
sive, outlined in Comrade Stalin’s report,

I am conviiced that the Party, after thiy Party Congress,
will be more iirmly consolidated and better armed than before.
In this struggle we must maintain the tempo laid dowa by Cem-
rade Stalin. Then the complete collectivisation will be actaally
realised, and socialism built up in our country. (Applause.)

Comrade Tomsky:

Comrades. - Before I mounted this platiorm, I asked myseif
the question several times, what does the Party really expect
of us, and in what have we made ourselves guilty in the eycs
of the Party: in doing so 1 have remembered that we have
been the leaders of the Right opposition known to vou. It
would be wrong of me, were 1 in particular to attempt. aiter
the lengthy period of wearving inner Party struggle, to excuse
this struggle or myv own faults. ‘I'hat would not be the rigi4
thing. Every Bolshevist who is a politician must bear the
respounsibility for his actions. and is responsible to the Party.

But the Party is right to call to account people who have
carried out important Party fuuctions ifor years, and after a
wearying and obstinate inner Party struggle, lasting for years
shaking the Party down to its last nucleus, and reflected not
only within the country itself, but outside of its borders—!
repeat, the Party is right to call to account the authors m
this struggle. And it is the duty of every Bolshevist who 1t
a real politician to draw the balance of this conflict honestiv
and conscientiously. The Party is justified in asking: Who
has been right? Aud this question must be replied to not onls
by those who have led the struggle against the opposition and
have defeated it, but at the same time by those who have been
defeated. inasthuch as these are honest and conscientious, and
are anxious to make good and correct their errors. The

~



No. 35

International Press Correspondence

687

Is the conilct ended, or is the
Party still not secure from relapses into the struggle? A
straightforward answer must be given to this question. And,
finully, the lesson to be learnt from this conilict should be
learnt. ;

I shall not enter in detail into the question of who has
been right. That has already been coniirmed, seli-evidently
proved, demonstrated—not only at the Party Congress, not
only to the Party—but to the whole world. The Party has
proved to be right from the beginning to the end, and we have
proved to be wrong from the beginning to the end. Not only
have we been wrong in our ideological constructions, but in
the forms of our struggle. I should like to deal briefly with
the forms of this struggle. -

We had no mtention of forming a fraction, for every
reasonably thinking politician knows only too well the danger
and enormous damage to Party work caused by any fraction.
Therefore those comrades who have attempted to show an
analogy in every point between our opposition, which our
Party has named the Right, and the Zinoviev-Trotzky oppo-
sition, have been wrong in their endeavours to construct a
complete analogy. But endeavour is one thing and reality
another. We have striven not to carry our struggle beyond
the confines of those Party organisations, of the Central Com-
mittee, in which we were working. We endeavoured to remain
within these confines. But history shows that the logic of a
struggle does not depend on the good will and the intentions
oi its leaders. The logic of this struggle led to its increasing
acuteness, till this acuteness reached a point at which the
struggle, whilst formally confined to the Party organisations,
in reality assumed new forms breaking down these coniines
or rendering them illusory.

This struggle—formally carried on within its proper linits
—iinally led to very sharply expressed formulations speedily
changing to sharply expressed slogans. And these slogans
were taken up outside the Party, and were bound to be so
taken up.

In order to give an example oi this, I may remind you
of the sharply expressed documents which we submitted.
Documents in which whole phrases became slogans, or could
become slogans, and were at times seized upon outside of
the Party organisations, against our wish and will, and con-
verted into special slogans around which discontented elements
wathered. Finally, this led logically to quite new forms of
inner Party conflict, to such forims as for example our famous
withdrawal, or my voluntary resignation from the Central
Conucil of the Trade Unions of the Soviet Union.

But no-one who begins any inner Party struggle is naive
enough to believe that he will fight alone, or in twos or threes.
(Laughter) Rykov, Tomsky, and Bukharin, that suffices!
(Laughter.) We have grown out of the age of those social
revolutionary organisers who contented themselves with a
iollowing of high school girls in their organisational activities.
The struggle within the Central Committee, the struggle for
our own line within the Party, whatever forms this struggle
assumed, was bound to be concentrated on the conquest of
the majority: And this aim is bound to be the same, whether
the Central Committee is emploved as platiorm irom which
to speak to the Party, or the nuclei, etc.

And every leader, every politician, knows perfectly well
that when he seeks adherents, he will find some. Every
leader is aware, and cannot reiuse to be responsible for the
L@Ct' !Illlat these adherents will invariably exaggerate, against

is will.

I should like to refer in particular to the errors in which
lave taken a personal part. 1 shall not enumerate the whole
of the difierences of opinion: it would be a tiresome repetition
of what has alreadv been said many times. Have I any in-
lention of extenuating or justilying my errors at the present
Party Congress? I should consider this bencath my dignity.
Aud this for the reason that when 1 state that the moderate
words oi a leader are invariably repeated in stronger terms
by hish followers in the heat of the conilict, I consider it
")nnoss[ble to suggest that anvone who has worked in the
arty for a quarter oi a century could deny the responsibility
o1 misleading “small people”.

With respect to my personal errors, these commenced
at the July Plenum with the perfectly sincere mistake that
momy opinioa the difficulties existing at that time for the
P_"N.V in the matter of grain supplics were so great that it

~was the duty of the Party to alleviate the strained conditions

Party is justified in asking:

in the village by means of concessions to the middle peasantry,
this meaning at bottom concessions to the "individual farmns,
and to signify nothing else than in the given objective situation
and when translated into political language. a concession to
the individual undertaking by means of developing the circu-
lation of goods and by means of the circulation of goods. that
is, the actual return to the 14th Party Congress. (Noise,
Interjections: Say something about the kulak.) When com-
rades now judge both us, designated as the leaders of the
Right opposition, and this Right deviation itself, with extreme
harshn~ss, in my opinion much too harshly, still 1 am very
well able to understand as politician that this cannot be other-
wise, although the matter does not stand exactly as many
suppose.

The error which I myself consider to be my greatest was
my under-estimate of that policy oi the gigantic reconstruc-
tion of our whole national economy, and not only of our whole
national economy, but of the whole life of the Soviet Union,
a task taken up, carried forward. and accomplished by the
Party. My mistake was my under-estimate and too narrow
view of this powerful policy of the Party in its essential
nature as technico-industrial revolution. 1 failed to grasp
the social import, the great import of this policy, the fact
that not only a reconstruction on a higher technical basis
was concerned, though this was a socialised industry, but
at the same time a social reconstruction, a reshaping of our
wlhole national economy, involving the reorganisation of the
whole life of the country, the transformation from a backward
agrarian country, from a land of petty bourgeois anarchy,
and of an griculture consisting of small individual farms, into
an industrial and socialist country, a country of socialised
large scale agricultural undertakings. My failure to grasp
all this involved me in a number of resultant errors, of which
in my opinion the gravest was my promulgation of a wrong
standpoint. in a number of cases, in the trade union movement
of which I was a leader.

As result of my increasingly oppositional trend, comrades
infected with this oppositional tendency gathered around ine,
comrades who had become accustomed in the course of years
to sce in me their leader. The result was, thought at times
against my will, an increasing opposition of the majority of
the then leaders of the trade union movement to the Central.
Committee of the Party. This entailed the simultaneous de-
viation of the trade unions, the distraction of their attention
from the tasks whose speedy fuliilment was so imperative —
the tasks set by the reconstruction period, by the mighty
work of buildiag up socialism, and by the work undertaken
by the Party. What happened was that conflict, well known
to all of you. in the iraction of the 8th Trade Uniou Con-
gress, and my absolutely unallowable and arbitrary withdra-
wal from the function of a president oi the Central Councii
of the Trade Unions of the Soviet Union, causing a demorali-
sation in the ranks of the trade unionsts, and forcing the
Central Committec of the Party to the only right measure,
although a very difficult one: the measure of removing from
their posts the whole of the leaders of the trade union mo-
vement.

1 regard this error of mine as my greatcst, the very
greatest, and deem it my duty to state this openly.

Did a fraction exist? That is, a fraction in the formal
sense generally understood? Certainly not. We did not
want any such fraction, and made wmo attempt to form it
We did our utmost to confine our struggle strictly to the
limits permitted by the statutes.

But now the objection is raised: Was there not a bezin-
ning of a fraction? True, the beginning was there. How
could it be otherwise? Comrades, when we regard these
conceptions generally — group, elements oi a fractional forma-
tio, fraction — we find no clear dcfinition of them. The
point is very indefinite and conditioned at which the {raction
or the group begins, or the preparstions for the formation
of a ¢roup are commenced. That does not ¢ome about so
easily! If three members of the Central Conumittee meet and
carry on a political conversation, that is by no means a
group.

(Ordschonokidse: But if you draw up a platiorm?)

Tomsky: H members of the C. C., three or five in number,
meet and carry on a political conversation, this is naturally
not forriing a xronp. But if they bewin to work out a ioint
document, and if the differcnces of opinion arising in _thc
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formulation of this document are settled within the four walls
of a room, whilst the differences of opinion existing among
the members of the C. C. in political questions should in
reality be settled openly, in the presence of the whole of the
members of the C. C. — then some elecments of a fractional
formation may be said to exist, which may lead later to
the organisation of a fraction,

If the document is drawn up jointly, this means that
each formulation is attained by mutual understanding, by mutual
compromise. Here again arc the clements of iractional for-
mation. And if an uaderstanding is arrived at in the most
important political questions, and this understanding laid dow_n
in a document, then this represcnts a platiorm to a certain
extent for these involved. It is not yet a fraction, there are
as yvet no -elements of fractional discipline, there are no
iraction organs or fraction apparatus, the stage of fractional
formation has not yet been reached. There are not yet
clements of the clear outlines of a separatc organisation, etc.
But every prercquisite for the fraction is there, and in the
further course and aggravation of the conilict this leads directly
to the formation of a fraction, which, under our present con-
ditions, can lead to nothing more nor less than the formation
of a second party, if not destroved by the Party in tine.

I neced not emphasise that this conflict within a Party
which has been carrying on, during the whole time, the most
difiicult amd heroic work, has been bound to harm this work
to a certain exteat, to distract the attention of thc whole
Party from the stupendous tasks in course of fulfilment and
requiring thie utmost concentration, and has at the same time
undoubtedly awakened outside of the Party, independent of
our will, an echo damserous both for the Party and for the
dictatorship of the proletariat. These sharp formulations and
sharp phrases have been, inevitably, seized upon by a third
power; they have formed the organisiig slogans for such allies
as we have never desired.

What then is the lesson which we have to draw? That
every opposition, cvery struggle against the line of the Party,
under the conditions of the dictatorship of the proletariat, under
the conditions imposed on a Party whose whole lii¢ lics open
to the whole population, a Party which lcads one of the
greatest states, is inevitably bound to awaken an echo outside
of the Party. Whether the platiorm of this opposition be Right
— this is especially dangcrous — or whether it be “Left”, even
arch “Leit”, the moment it is directed against the line pursucd by
the Party in power, it finds an echo and it finds sympathy, and
becomes the organising basis of the third power, ot the enemies
of the dictatorship of the proletariat. For these do not care
under whart flag the conflict in the Party sails, all that it cares
for is the weakening in our ranks, that they may have the
opportunity of gaining the victory over us. Every slogan,
every movement awainst the line of the Party, is converted
into a weapon against the Party, and is inevitably scized
upon by the foes oi the Party. Here we can observe a very
graphic application by our encmies of the principle of: I care
not who you are; you are the foe of my foe, and therefore
my friend. :

It need not be said that any weakening in our ranks afiects
the Sections of the Comintern, and awakens an echo among
those social democratic elemeuts which have are still concealed
in our brother parties. Our conflict against the general line
of the Party had the effect of activising the Right elements in
almost all our brother ~arties, and even occasioned a number
of splits leading in some cases to a strengthening of the
influence of the social democrats. Both the Brandlerists in
Germany and the Right in other countries approach equally
to social democracy. However sharp the line they draw
between themselves and social democracy, the situation forces
the rapprochement, for they find themselves in the camp of
those jointly attacking the Comintern. And finally, our
struggle is bound to awaken a certain negative echo even
in our capitalist environment, for the capitalists of all countries
have always kept their eyes open, and will always do so:
Is there not some faint sign of a split among the Bolshe-
vists—perhaps they will start quarrelling, and then everything
will go to pieces. All these injurious effects have undoubtedly
been caused, and lere lies our—especially imy—greatest fault.

The Party has proved right in every point, and we have
proved wrong. We have rccognised this slowly, and under
difficulties, for we have not found it such a simple matter as
many good humourced comirades proclaim so easily from the

platiorm: If you have been wrong, well, admit it at once in a
Bolshevist manner.—That is not so easy! (Laughter.)

This conflict ended with our declaration. First with the
first declaration at the November Plenum, and then with our
written declaration after the November Plenum, in the same
month. The Party is justified in asking: Now, are your
confessions sincere, or are they a manouvre? (Artyuchisa:
You have hit it!)

When thinking over my speech, and realising the responsi-
bility, I consideed whether it would not be better to write
it down, but abandoned the idea: that would have becn
another document. .

Since the declaration signed by us had been sent in i
November, from Novemmber onwards 1 voted in the Central
Committee for all the important political documents of our
Party. When my Central Committee then commissioned me

to draw up the report of the activities of the C.C. for the |

Trans-Caucasian Congress, 1 fulfilled this task, it seems to me,
honestly and conscientiously.

(Voroschilov: You have forgotten to mention the third
period.)

Tomsky: You may be right about the third period ...
In Tiflis 1 adopted the attitude which 1 thought to be
right—honorable, loyal, Bolshevist—I' represented my Central
Committee. There are comrades here who were in Tiilis
and heard my report, and these will support my assertion that
two ideas ran through my report like scarlet threads. The
first of these was that the Central Committee, in its struggle
against us, had been right from beginning to end, that both
the line and the practical work of the C.C. had been right.
Leninist, and Bolshevist, that the Party had attained great
successes, under the leadership of its C.C. in every sphere
of work,—and all this in the midst of the struggle aguins
the Right and “Left” deviations. The second thought wa:
that 1 myself, in my struggle against the Central Committee.
had been wrong from beginning to end.

Comrade Andreyev observed that it is not a question of
doing penance, but of burning behind us the bridges acrow
which we might retreat again. I now ask Comrade Andreyev:
Do any bridges still exist, after this speech of mine, across
which I may retreat?

(Andreyev: No. they exist no longer.)

Tomsky: Andreyev has granted me amnesty—he says No
(Laughter.) .

After all the political lessons which our Party has learni. -

there must be no more manoeuvring in the Party. One wmust
be a complete idiot, comprehending nothing of the whole
history of our Party, to suppose that the Party, after so many
oppositions in diiferent variations and combinations, and after
such far-reaching political experience, at a time when a
month signifies more than a year formerly, is going to permit
manouvres. | have committed many sins and faults, I have

made mistakes more than once in my fairly long political life.

I have been set right severely and painiully more than ance
by Lenin, but nobody who has known me in the Party during
the last decades will assert that I am capable of manoeuvring.

Is there a danger of a Right deviation? I believe that
Stalin was right in sayiung: Three have sent in a declaration
acknowledging their errors, but does this exhaust the danger
of the right deviation, or do away with the necessity of the
struggle against the Right deviation and the possibility of its
reappearance in other variations, under other leaders, among
other persons? By no means. | referred to this when
speaking in Tiflis. And I repeat the more emphatically that
the formulations which we made during the struggle, the
intellectual luggage which existed and continues to exist
may feed the Right tendencies, may be utilised by the Right
elements in our Party. The Party has grown broader than
ever before. In the ranks of the Party there are certainly
numerous new members, workers still in immediate contact
with the village. Besides this the Party contains thousand:
of members of new categories, peasants belonging to the
collectives, among whom there exists the possibility of wvarious
vacillations. And f{inally, there is the petty bourgeois influence
over the working class. All this confronts us with, and forcibly
emphasises, the danger of the Right deviation and the necessity
of an irreconcilable struggle against these deviations.

I consider it however my duty to declare that from the
moment of the signing of the declaration in November 1929
onwards I did not combat the C. C., nor could | do so. Anyone
maintaining the contrary is wrong. I decisively declare the
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itter uselessness of any attempt to connect my name with
iny  political grouping against the C. C., and decisively
ondemn any struggle, in any form whatever, against the C. C.
ind the general line of the Party.

Our Party has long sitce outgrown its old confines, and
ras become something very different from that illegal party
which trained us. And when I look back upon the many
errors which 1 have committed, upon the many faults in the
jorms and methods of our inner Party struggle, upon the
possibility of there being an inner Party struggle at all, upon
e certain carelessness with which it is entered upon—then
| sce that the roots of these errors are perhaps to be found
in the facg that we—trained in the traditions of the old Party,
a Party comprehending but a small circle—forget and under-
cstimate, ewven fail to grasp, the fact that the Party has
advanced from a narrow, enclosed, illegal organisation of a
circle type into a miyghty international factor, the actual
master and leader of the whole political and economic liie
of the largest country in the world. Dozens of millions oi
workers look to it as their acknowledged leader, follow
every step it takes, regard it as example to be followed.
Under these conditions, aud in view of the position oi the
Party, even the raising oif the question of an inner Party
struggle is unthinkable. ‘Thereiore the forins and methods
used in deience of opinicns, permissible and useful in an
vlegal party and even in the iirst stage oi the rise of a great
party, now become absolutely harmful and absolutely un-
allowable to-day. when the Party is actually living in a glass
nouse, the cynosure of the eyes oi the whole world, and
when every tremor which runs through our ranks is felt
not only to the utimost ends oi the country itseli, but in the
exchanges of London and New York, and every stumble
arouses joy in the ranks of our enemies and oiten enough
discouragement and disappointement in the ranks oi our most
devoted friends, among the millions and dozens of millions
oi workers in the capitalist countries and among the colonial
proletariat.

Every more or less lengthy opposition against the Party
line and its leaders is bound to become. under our circum-
stances, an opposition against the Party itself, is bound to
arouse an echo outside oi our Party, and to merge into a
struggle against the Party of the proletarian dictatorshin. And
this is the struggle against the dictatorship of the proletariat,
against the Soviet power. Every opposition paralyses and
threatens to destroy, under our present conditions, the whole
creative activities of our Party; it involves a danger not only
ior the Party, but for the Soviet Union.

And then another lesson of a political nature, to be drawn
by the experiences of our struggle. We have seen in actual
practice that in a situation of violent class struggle, in the
numerically strong Party. closely connected by ties of blood
to the masses of the people. that private matters have some-
ime become general and personal matters political. We have
seen that formally private conversations among political
leaders have become political factors, and that, when two
people have met together . . .

(Leonov: One of them Bukharin and the other Kamenev.)

Tomsky: . . . and oue or the other of these has played
a part in the leadership of the whole political liie of the
country, if they have discussed political subijects, though
privately, then their conversation hlias still not heen private.
When people holding the helm of state in a great country
hold private conversations ata time of severe political
strain, these private conversations are political, however often
You may repeat that they are private.

What have been the results of this struggle?

It does not sufiice to state that we have been wrong,
that we have been defeated, and that the Party is right. It
does not suffice to state that we have recognised our errors,
and that the Party has emerged stronger than before, having
learnt new lessons, from this struggle. To state this is
naturally a very poor consolation to me. The recognition of
the' fact that we have comuitted many mistaken and foolish
actions, and have caused much damage ... to state that
the Party has finally emerged stronger than before . .. this
is but poor consolation to me, for if the Party emerges rein-
torced every time from such a struggle, this signifies a bad
System of training the Party. Without this inner Party
struggle, the Party would perhaps be even stronger and more
lirmly consolidated, and no vacillations, doubts, and waverings
would interrupt its creative activity.

Our activitics have been very violently characteriscd,
and this characterisation has frequently merged into a severe
characterisation of me personally. I raise no objection to this.
It would indeed be ridiculous for me, after reaching such a
veuerable political age, not to be aware, or to feel surprised,
that such a struggle ends with such unpleasantnesses for
those who have proved wrong and have been defeated.

- There was a certain moment at which | joined Zinoviev
in saving to Trotzky: “Bow your head to the Party.” To
Zinoviev | said later, when he went with Trowizky: “Bow
your head to the Partv.” 1 have made more thun one mistake,
and 1 am not ashamed of it, nor amn 1 ashamed to bow my
liead to the Party. 1 think that 1 have acknowledged my
errors as openly and sincerely in this speech as the present
moment demands.

Our Party has attained mighty results. The Party has
undertaken to bear an enormous burden, to accomplish tremena
dous tasks. The stupendous extent of these tasks involves
a number of great dificulties. It is not casy to realise the
reorxanisation of the whole vast economy oi a country, when
capitalist encirclemcent threatens from outside. and  within
the country itseli therc are many petty bourgecis commodity
producers.

The whole Party is labouring at the great work, tho
building up of socialism. The Party is labouring successiully,
and will assuredly carry on the cause once begun to a succes-
ful end. It shows an exammple, hitherto unknown in the
history of humanity, of the creative capacity of the working
;:)lass under the leadership of its vanguard, the Communist

arty.

I do not iustify iyself, for to do so would be needless,
iniurious, and foolish. The Party will draw the necessary
political and organisational conclusions. In view of the vast
and ditficult tasks falling to the Party, it is the duty of every
communist at the present moment to cherish more carefully than
ever the unity of the Party, to undertake nothing which might
shake or confuse this unity only for a moment, which might
bring disorder into the ranks of those building up socialism,
might undermine the authority of our Party or shake the
faith of the millions of the workers in it, or might give one
momient’s pleasure to our enemies-—this is the duty oi everv
communist, 1 permit myself to assure you that 1 know my
duty as a communist, and shall prove capable of fulfilling it.

Aund quite apart from the question of whether 1 shall be
a foreman in this great work of reconstruction, or a plain
labourer, | shall honestly and conscientiously do my part
in the general great work of the Party. The Party will
carry on its work to a successful end, giving to all mankind
an example oi how the working class builds up socialism
under the leadership of the Party.

Comrade Rykov:

It is somewhat easier for me to speak than for Comrade
Tomsky, as he has already said much of what 1 wanted
to say. Thereiore I shall begin my speech with the de-
claration that 1 fully and entirely agree with everyvthing
which Comrade Tomsky has just suid on this platiorm with
regard to the general line of our Party, the correction of
the errors which we have committed, the acknowledgement
of the correct course of action of the Party and the Central
Comniittee in the struggle against us at the time when we
defended our errors.  What | shali say here will thereiore
form a supplemeut to Comrade Tomsky's speech, although
we did not arrange anything of the kind beforehand.

First 1T must settle a small episode in connection with
Comrade Uglanov’s speech. In the most important part of
this speech, Comrade Uglanov made use of the plural—"we”.
At the close of his specch he said that this had been a slip.
However this may be, I must emphasise that 1 personally
have no relation to this “we”, and that since the November
Plenum 1 have had no further counection with Comrade
Uglanov beyond the purely business relations entailed by the
fact of his being Labour Commissary.

1 appear here at the Party Congress under much more
difiicult circumstances than 1 had supposed until receutly to
be the case. A considerable part of the district and regional
conferences of the Party, as also a nuinber of speakers irom
this platiorm, have brought such accusations against me, and
put such demands upon nie. that 1 feel myseli carried back to
the time of the November Plenum. It would almost seem
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as ii our open acknowledgement, before the whole country,
of our wrong standpoint, the recognition of the standpoint
of the Party and of the C.C., the experience of seven mouths
of work on the basis of the general line, the defence of the
general line of the Party—have made no diiference at all.
And yet at the passing of the resolutions for the present
Congress, and the whole of the practical work done during
this period, have not shown the slightest shadow oi fractional
formation or differences of opinion in matters of principle!
But in spite of all this, some comrades adopt almost the same
tone as in the period of the November Plenum.

Obviousy there still remains a considerable stratum of
comrades. who believe that these people are not yet com-
pletely disarmed, have not yet fully recognised their errors,
are manoeuvring. This is, so to speak, the definite situation
which has come about, and which makes it so difficult for
me to speak here. But however the matter may be regarded,
the seven months of work for the realisation of the general
line of the Party, work carried out in collaboration with
the Party and the C.C.—this is at least a fact. (Interjection:
And the Ural Conference?) With respect to the Ural Con-
ference, no comrade there can maintain that my report at
that Conference did not represent the general line of the
Party. (Interjection: We have heard something diiierent.)
Then it should be stated. (Interjection: And Comrade
Kabakov's speech?) ,

The actual question under discussion here is whether
we really acknowledge our errors, and if our collaboration
during these seven months has been manoeuvring or not.
Did not our declaration made at the November Plenum
contain the elements of a struggle, of a struggle for a pause
for breath. aiming at enabling us to return to our old
positions in the couurse of events—this is the tone underlying
every speech.

This is the actual question submitted to the Party
Congress, if not openly expressed. This is the sole explanation
of what is going on at present. And ii we admit that this is the
actual question—what does it mean? It means that a member
of the Polbureau is manoeuvring within this Bureau, and in
such a manner that in his speaches in public, he pursues the
policy of the Party, but secretly manoeuvres against the
Polbureau of the Party and against the C.C

(Leonov: Or waits for a favourable opportunity.)

Rykov: Or waits for a favourable opportunity.

In the first place I must say that from the political stand-
point a secret struggle in our Party is foolish and nonsensical.
Foolishness! (Interjection: A real fact) Only an idiot can
struggle secretly for a Party of millions. (Interjection: And
the frequent visits to Kamenev?) 1 shall not praise myseli:
but when 1 am suspected of such intentions—I really do not
know what to say. (Laughter.) It is idiocy. And anyone who
should make the attempt to carry on such a political “struggle”
in secret, would be bound to sink down into the worst forms
of petty bourgeois, semi-anarchist struggle. (Interjection: And
Bukharin?)

. I have already stated that I undertake no responsibility
for Uglanov. Nor does Uglanov bear any responsibility for me.
No trimnvirate existis. If Bukharin is referred to, Bukharin
should be applied to. You know very well that 1 adopted an
entirely reiective attitude with regard to the discussion
between Bukharin and Kamenev, and declared this at ouce.
(ltnte(;-,i)ection: To whom? Lobov: That is not how matters
stood.

I have declared my standpoint openly. Bukharin too has
acknowledged his errors. But if the question is put in this
manner, how can it be answered? We work, speak, give
reports on the basis of the general line of the Party, represent
this line; there is already a certain amount of joint work to
be recorded since the November Plenum; what proofs are
further needed that we are not carrying on any struggle
against the Party, but are working on the basis of the general
line of the Party?

(Lyubtsenko: An active struggle against the adlerents of
yesterday.)

Rykov: You mean that I should fight against Tomsky and
Tomsky against me, and both of us against Bukharin and
Bukharin against us? (Noise, langter, interjection: And “orga-
nised capitalism™? the “merging of the kulak in socialism™?)

Should Bukharin continue in his errors, of course 1 shall
stand up against him, fight against him. It must be remembered
that we made our mistakes in common. If he now commits

errors . . . (Interjection: He does!) ... if he commits errors
to-morrow, | shall fight him. But how can 1 fight him on
account of mistaken activities which I shared with him?
(Interiection: You should attack Bukharin’s theory, not
Bukharin himselfi—that would be a real action.)

Of course I shall combat Bukharin's wrong ideas. But tell
me where Bukharin is wrong at the moment. We have both
abandoned our errors. 1 cannot understand why [ should
scold Bukharin for my mistakes instead of myself. [ shared
his errors. It is proposed that in the matter of my differences
of opinion with the C.C. before the November, 1 should point
at Bukharin and cry: Stop thief! I face the responsibility for
my errors myself, and shall not thrust the blame onto any
Bukharin. This cannot be asked of me. I must be punished,
and not Bukharin, for the mistakes which 1 have made.

The second cause of that distrust which exists, and is
comprehliensible, takes its origin in quite different political
circumstances. The present situation, in the midst of the
realisation of the general line of the Party in the sphere of
industrialisation, in the sphere of the socialisation of agri-
cultural production, is accompanied by an extreme aggravation
of the class struggle in our country. This cannot be other-
wise, for the essential character of the general line itself, the
essential nature of our successes, consists of the ofiensive
against the capitahist elements, which offer furious resistance,
and cannot but continue to do so.

Under these conditions of intensified class struggle, the
hostile elements in our country exploit every diificulty, every
possibility of an attack on the Party and on the dictatorship
of the working class. This is an absolutely incontestable fact.
The bearers of this discoutent, in the country itself, are the
bourgeois and petty bourgois elements.

Our former standpoint. which we defended during the
period of conflict, and which is abandoned as far as my
personal relation to the general line of the Party, to the C.C.,
and to the Polbureau, is concerned, still represents, apart
from my attitude, a certain organising force of discontent.
This is the most regrettable and damaging result of my former
struggle against the C.C.

If 1 amn asked if I am personally to blame for this, I am
obliged to reply: 1 am to blame for it inasmuch as I fought
in the Party for my erroneous views. It is of course difficult,
and for a revolutionist extremely painful, to admit this. But
this is no reason for releasing him from the responsibility.
And the distrust which is still felt towards me is due to this.
Let us assume that Rykov has unconditionally placed himseli
ou the side of the general line of the Party, perfectly sincerely
and irrevocably. The differences of opinion which were once
his, and which are known in the country, still continue,
however, to play their part. These opinions still exist, and
are supported by certain facts. Under our present conditions.
those of the dictatorship of the proletariat, such results of
the inner Party struggle are in most cases inevitable. Even

.wild rumours, spread abroad intentionally at times by our

enemies, and pure inventions not about my conflict with the
Central Committee but about quarrels between some of the
members of the Polbureau, though thiese have never had
political differences of opinion—even such rumours can become
of political importance at times. They are exploited by the
enemy, always ready to pounce on anything in order to throw
mud at the Party and its C.C. Our direct class enemies are
the more ready to exploit the diiferences of opinion which
have been made known to the broader public. One and all
have attempted to utilise our diiferences of opinion as a
stepping ofi place. I only need remember that in a document
written by Lovestone, this deserter, renegade, one-time
member of the Communist Party, refers to Bukharin, to me,
and to others, in justiiication of his struggle against the
Comintern, (Interjection: Mamayev in any case) Not only
Mamayev, but much worse. I know of cases of the vilest
exploitation of my name by completely petty bourgeois.
anarchist, counter-revolutionary elements. (Interiection: Is the
Party to blame for that?) 1 have already said that this is the
greatest evil arising out of my mistaken struggle.

What means have we of putting an end to this? Besides
combating obviously hostile elements, our most effectual
remedy is the unification of the Party, the firmer closing o#
its ranks. If I can be of special use in this matter, I need not
say that I consider it my duty to aid. (Interjection: Say some-
thing about the Kulak basis of the Right deviatiou, and where
this would have led to had your position been victorions.)

s’ I *
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I shall do this. In order to make the subject clear, I must
devote a few words to the nature of my errors and their
results. My fundamental error was my conception of the
solution of the problems of the village, of the peasantry.
Briefly summed up, my error lay in my under-estimate of the
possibility of the socialisation of agricultural production and
of the liquidation of the petty bourgeois structure of the
village, and in my under-estimate, extreme under-estimate,
of the possibilities already open to the Party in that period.
This was my main error, and one of supreme political signifi-
cance, for it was an error referring to the decisively impor-
tant spot in the policy of the Party, the centre to which all
threads run. the junction of the mighty socialist ofiensive.

From this there sprang a number of further differences

of opinion, among them the over-estimate of the importance

of the individual farm, of market relations, especially in the
forms assumed by these diiferences beiore the 15th Party
Congress; and here lay, in so far I can now judge of my
then standpoint, the decisive, the fundamental, the main error.

This fundamental error has of course led to many others,
but it is the fundamental one, for it refers to the question
forming the pivot upon which socialist reorganisation swings.
For the liquidation of small peasant conunodity production,
its socialisation, forms the central point of the problem of the
socialist organisation of society. The under-estimation of
the power of the Party to solve this problem is of para-
mount significance at the present juncture! It is indeed
the last of the great questions of principle which we are
solving in actual practice in the transition period, after the
abolition of the private ownership oi land, the means of
production, and factories, after the exterinination of the city
industrial bourgeoisie. The socialisation of agricultural produc-
tion is the last link in the chain of transition to socialism.
Hence this error is a very grave one.

And since the struggle for victory has required the utmost
exertion of the whole of the forces of the Party. and has
aroused the resistance of the bourgeois classes and strata
doomed to extinction and a violent agyxravation of the class
struggle, our position during this period was objectively not
a support of the offensive against the petty bourgeoisie, but
the contrary.

This is the main content of my error. The Central
Committee, which has mobilised the Party, the working class,
the village poor, and all forces for the accomplishiment of this
task, demanding the utmost exertion and determination, acted
correctly in attacking us resolutely.

The period which began after the 15th Party Congress
has been a period of the socialisation of small peasant produc-
tion, of the socialist reorganisation of agricultural production,
of simple commodity production. This is a question of
enormous international importance, and one which can only
be solved with closely united ranks. Hence the necessity of
resisting anyone who interrupts this work is self-evident,

The difference of opinion existing in this fundamental
question has been bound up with a number of other diffe-
rences of subordinate importance; for it is not possible to
disagree on the main point and to agree on the lesser ones.
The results were nuimnerous additional errors. 1 shall not
enumerate them here. Once the centre, the backbone, of the
difference of opinion has heen removed, all its resultant conse-
quences are simultaneously removed.

It is characteristic that the petty bourgeois nature of
Trotzkyism is revealed precisely in the fact that in the period
when the Party had already gained conspicuous success in
the important question of the village, Trotzkyism came for-
ward as an opponent of this cause. Trotzky came forward
as opponent, declaring that our workers cannot liquidate the
kulak, but only the workers of foreign countries, that in our
country we do not possess the powers enabling us to gain the
victory over the kulak.

This main difierence of opinion which I have mentioned
gave rise to various ditferences of opinion on the character
of the alliance with the decisive masses of the peasantry,
on the nature and methods oi the offensive against the
capitalist elements and the liquidation of the kulak as a class.
Differences of opinion on these matters were perfectly in-
evitable, after differences had shown themselves in the
decisive question. This demonstrates the correctness of the
attack carried on against us, the correctness of the struggle
against our standooint. And at the nresent time now tliat

the decisive, although the first, successes have been achieved,
now that the further development of the general line is bound
up with the consolidation of these successes and the rapid
advance along this line, now it is perfectly obvious that the
most determined struggle against all who fail to comprehend
the enormous significance of this question—the question of
the socialisation of agricultural production and the change
of the class attitude of the overwhelming majority of the
population of the Union—becomes absolutelyv inevitable,
absolutely necessary.

‘During the Ural Conierence 1 knew only of the attacks
on the C.C. with regard to the collectivisation exaggerations
and the respousibility of the C.C. in this matter. | opposed
this standpoint with my utmost energy and determination.
Later on a nuinber of notices appeared in the press, reporting
other attacks with reierence to other questions. Mamavev
and a number of others put in an appearance. And as these
may still believe that I maintain my oid standpoint . . .
(Interjection: Your standpoint has not been clear.) ...
declare with the utinost decision that during the struggle
against the C.C. I committed a great error, and that they
are conmitting a still graver, simply for the reason that in the
meantime, since the liguidation of my diiferences of opinion, the
Party has again advanced a long way. The last winter, the few
months which the Party has spent in the struggle for the col-
lectivisation of agricultural production, represent a whole
epoch, seen from the standpoint of historical importance. This
period has already been passed by some districts. Aud when
people continue to attack the general line of the Party, after
this epoch of gigantic historical importance, and in face of
the utter clearness of the practical arguments adduced, then
these people must be chastised, certainly no less severely
than we were chastised, actually perhaps even more severely,
since they fail to comprehend even now that anyvone attempt-
ing to alter the general line of the Party in the question of
the socialisation of agricultural production will encounter the
energetic resistance of not only the working class and its
Party, but the most energetic resistance of the great masses
of the peasantry, who have become the active promcters and
creators of this cause.

Then to the question oi the diificulties. We have oie
stage of the great transformation behind us—the trans-
formation towards thie new organisation of agricultural pro-
duction. Like every reconstructive work, the organisation
oi agricultural production, the reconstruction of grain produc-
tion on a large scale, requires both vast investments and
certain terms within which the work is to be carried on at
full steam. The Party has succeeded in accomplishiug this
stage of the socialisation of agricultural production with such
efficiency that more than the share formerly supplied by the
kulak is now being produced. This is a gigantic success.
And yet socialised agricultural largescale production does not
by any means yield as much as it could, or as mwuch as it
will in the near future. A large number of the difticulties
which we are now passing through are due to this period of
reconstruction in the agricultural production of the village,
which cannot yet produce those results which it will pro-
duce when it is consolidated, improved, and completed. Hence
the question of tempo is of paramount importance, for the
overcoming of these difficulties, their final solution, can solely
and exclusively be accomplished in combmnation with the
continuation of the work along that same path upon which
the Party has already gained such conspicuous success. Every
exploitation of the difficulties for the purpose of criticising the
general line of the Party is in its very nature an invitation
to join the petty bourgeois elements against the socialist
clements of the village. It is possible to overcome the difii-
culties only by following the general line of the Party, by
attaining the maximum acceleration of our tempo in the
organisation of socialised large scale agricultural production
and in the development of industry.

In the press, or in one of the speeches, 1 have been
reproached with having said that 5—7 years ago nobody
foresaw, in my opinion, the tempo now attained. In any case,
at that time I had no differences with the Central Committce
of the Party on the gencral line of the Party. Therefore I
could not take as starting point any different standpoint. But
if anyone had asked me at that time whether in the third

vear of the reconstruction period if would be possible to
record a2 temnn of almact BO % i the increace of oroce Nro-
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duction, 1 should have replied that this was not realisable. 1
do not adduce this for the purpose of accusing anvbody or
justifying myseli. I adduce it to show what extraordinary
possibilities we possess for the acceleration of the tempo.
Comrade Stalin has alrcady told us in his report that ex-
tensive sections of the Five Yecar Plan will be accomplished,
not in four years, but in three, some eveun in two. Today
it is scarcely possible to place faith even in scientific economic
calculations, since any reckoning of a possible rate of de-
velopment is still based to a certain extent on some com-
parison with the tempo of the bourgeois countries. The
events in our country are happening for the first time in the
history of the world, and can be compared with nothing else;
no-one can say at the present momeut: These are the limits
oi development in this given period, and cannot be exceeded.
Therefore among us the question of the tempo must be
combined with the exhaustion of the whole of the possibilities,
many of them still untapped, of its maximumn acceleration.

It seemns to me that at the Ural Conference somebody
named me and Trotzky in one breath. 1 must declare that
I have always been a consistent enemy of all Trotzkyism,
and always shall be. 1 was the bitterest enemy of Trotzkyisin
at the time when it first took rise, and both at the time of
its existence during the illegai period of our Party and in
the period after October, ard shall remain its bitter enemy.

Now to the question of tempo. Trotzky advances two
Menshevist theses.  Firstly he throws discredit upon the
carrying out of the Five Year Plan in 4 years, although this
slogan is receiving the support of every single worker in the
Soviet Union. It has already become a people’s slogan,
known in every factory, in every collective farm, in every
workshop.  Secondly he rejects complete collectivisation and
with this the liquidation of the kulak as class. Therefore a
resolute struggle against any rclapse into ‘Trotzkyism, against
any sign of Trotzkyism, is an imperative necessity.

The question of the Right deviation is generally combined
with the question of the tempo of industrialisation. With
respect to this question 1 find myself in a peculiar position,
since 1 have proved myself to be one of those people who
liave formed the centre oi attraction of the Right opportunist
tendencies. Certainly, I must admit that among the Right
opportunists there are sufficient people who have opposed
the tempo of industrialisation which we have taken, whilst
I personally, though I have perhaps erred at times, have in-
variably endeavoured to attain the maximum. This does not
of course release me from the political responsibility incurred
by the fact that all elements of the Right opportunist type
have clung to me. (Interiection: What have you to say about
the 2 years plan?) With respect to the 2 years plan, perhaps
an error was made here (Interjection: Perhaps?)
Perhaps the fault layv in causing it to be opposed to the
Five-Year Plan. 1 advocated the operative plan of 2 years
of the Five Year Plan in agricultural production, for the
reason that it is very difficult to survey the process of agri-
culture within the confines of a calender vear (control
figures). (Interiection: Where was the error then?) The
political error arose from the fact that the 2 year plan
furnished the possibility of interpreting my words as if |
opposed the operative 2 year plan of agricultural production
to the whole 5 vear plan. (Interiection: That was the only
error?) Only that. Practically, the necessary measures for
the following economic year can be laid down in the annual
control figures. (Lyubtschenko: Do you then agree that
the standpoint of the Right deviation is the standpoint of the
petty bourgeois liberal?)  This combination of the petty
bourgeois and liberal conceptions applied to me, is not quite
comprehensible to me aiter all 1 have said.

Now to the question of industrialisation. In connectior
with what 1 have already said, | shall leave no doubt as to
my standpoint in this question, but declare categorically that
just at the present moment, when one of the most decisive
battles is being fought in connection with the enormous
aggravation of the class struggle, the chief weapon of the
working class in these class struggles and battles is un-
questionably the factory, the industrial undertaking. Hence
we may figuratively compare the question of the development
of industry, and its tempo. with the provisioning of the army
with weapons and ammunition in wartime.

/“" At the preser* time we are carrying on a tense planned
¢

conomic struggle.  ‘The question of the development of in-
dustry, and of the tempo oi this development, is the question

[ J

of the arming of the working class for the class struggle.
Hence anyoune treating with contempt or inattention such
factors as the shock brigade, the socialist competition, the
participation of fresh asses of the workers in the great
upsurge of labour enthusiasm in our country—not only among
the workers. but among working youth, working and peasant
wolnen--commits a very grave error indeed. | have already
emphasised several times, and repeat once more, that the
error of the trade unions under their old leadership, their
very serious error, was their failure to keep up with this
process. The trade unions, in their capacity of the greatest
mass organisation of the working class, must lend their
support to the mighty labour upsurge, must give all that the
greatest mass. organisation of the workers is capable oi
giving. It is a great merit of the C.C. of the Party. the
Polbureau, that they and the whole Party have succeeded in
achieving such a hitherto unheard of upsurge among the
masses of the people for the realisation of the general line
of the Party.

Comrades, 1 have tried to make plain to you all that
has been most paiuiul to me personally in my struggle with
the Party. 1 repeat that there is probably much which I
have not said . . . (Interiection: You have not said the main
thing!) ... much which 1 have overlooked, but I have
endavoured to speak of fundamentals ... (Interjection:
And you have left out precisely the fundamentals!) . .. of
the points around which my differences of opinion with the
Central Committee have concentrated. It appears to me that
the difierences of opinion with which I have dealt fully con-
firm the counclusions drawn by the Party in its struggle
against us—that our standpoint has been in actuality a stand-
point dcfending petty bourgeois resistance, the petty boure
geois strugzle against the socialist ofiensive.

I close with a brief reference to the speech oi one oi the
comrades from Ural, Comrade Finkovsky, 1 believe. He spohe
to the following eitect: The declaration made by Rykov, that
no line could guarantee that the dictatorship of the proletariat
would be victorious—is practically the slogan of: “give it up™.

In this question I have said what Comrade Stalin said i
one part of his speech. | have maintained nothing diiferent,
nor had 1 any intention of doiug so. | diiier with nobody on
this guestion, except with the Trotzkyist opposition. 1 have
taken as starting point the decisions oi the Party and the
Comintern, the resolution of the 15th Party Conference. m
which we read:

“The experience gained in tlie Russian revolution has
proved that the iirst victory is not only possible in one
conutry, but that under given important conditions this
first country of the victorious proletarian revolution (given
a certain support on the part of the international prole-
tariat) may be maintained and consolidated for a long
period, even when this support does not take the form
of direct proletarian revolution in the other countries.

But Leninism teaches us at the same time that the
final victory of socialism, in the sanse of a complete
guarantee against the restoration of bourgeois conditions.
is only possible on an international scale (or in some
decisively important countries).” (Resolution passed by
the 15th Party Congress on the tasks of the Cominteru.)

Never and nowhere have I said anvthing else. nor could
I have said anything else. It is right enough to chastise me,
but not without reason. Comrade Finkovsky would like to
represent me. as a person so ignorant that I am not aware
what the building up of socialism in one country is. or what
the complete guarantee is. It is enough to make a cat laugh!
On this very point | have disputed with Trotzky, as many
of those present can bear witness. How can [ be accused of
such things? It is unheard of! It may be that my report at
the Ural Conference was clumsily expressed in this or that
point, but it certainly did not contain any such nonsense uas
that foisted npon me.

(Kabakov: If it did not contain such nonseunse as thal.
all the same it contained obvious nonsense.)

Rykov: However that may be, 1 made that report desiring
to defend the line of the Party. No-one can assert that this
was not the case. I made the mistake of saying too little
about myseli personally, about my difierences of opinion.
(Inlc)rjection: Aud about the struggle against the Right devia-
tion.

1 said more about the Right deviations than was said in
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the other reports. | made a survey of it. 1 was of the opinion
that the question of the diiferences of opinion was exhausted.

I do not in the lcast deny the political responsibility which
I incurred when I combated the Central Committee and the
weneral line of the Party before the November Plenum. My
errors in this regard are further enhauced by the position
wiiich 1 held in the country and in the Party. And this
circumstance furnished the hostile elements with the oppor-
tunity of exploiting my differences of opinion to a much
greater extent than in the case of the other adherents of the
Right deviation.

This increases my responsibility. In speaking from this
platform, I am not making my declarations with the intention
of extenuation. To me it seems that 1 have striven to show
how serious have been the cousequences of my errors—serious
not only for me, but for our common interests. 1 undertake to
do all that the Party considers necessary to wipe out as
speedily as possible the consequences of these errors.

Comrade Kirov (Leningrad):

Comrades, Yesterday we listened to the circumstantial
speeches of those comrades who have formed the head oi the
Right opposition. They gave us their views on the status of
our socialist work at the present time, expressing themselves
sometimes in a somewhat merry manner, sometimes threate-
ningly, and sometimes with truly Biblical pathos. We have
listened very attentively to these comrades. 1 do not wish
to be harsh, but it seems to be that the speeches heard
vesterday, reduced to a brief formula, yield the conclusion
that Comrades Rykov and Tomsky thought they were in the
presence of an audience who had lost their memories, and had
forgotten the phase of our struggle and work just passed.
(Interjection: Hear, hear!)

Comrade Tomsky expressed his standpoint very merrily.

Kasanovitsch: Truly, most merrily.

Kirov: It seems to me that his wlole speech, although
he several times claimed to be a politican, and fully aware of
the responsibility incurred by his words, was clearly
ciiracterised by the endeavour not to express political petty
bourgcois views too crassly. )

Voroschilov: Right!

Kirov: We have listened to lengthy expatiations on various
intentions and errors. Sub-tounes of repentance might be heard.
But in spite of all this, the wain point, the decisive factor of
the cause of the whole disputes in our Party, was not touched
upon.

What is the real point? Before this present audience the
question must be placed in a clear, simple, and Bolshevist
form. It should have been stated plainly and openly in these
speeches, as it was long ago stated by our Party and our
Central Committee, that since a certain time, after the 15th
Party Congress, two fundamentally difierent lines made their
appearance within the Party, two diiferent programmes of
the building up of socalism in our country: The line of the

*Party and the line of the Right opportunists, and that the
victory of the opportunist line would have led inevitably in the
end to the restoration of capitalism. This should have been
stated. This is the decisive and fundamental point. The general
line of the Party consists of the resolute pursuance of our course
towards the industrialisation of our conutry, and of working
for the realisation of the reconstruction of our agriculture,
on the basis of this industrialisation, by means of socialisation
and collectivisation.

The Party, faced by such mighty tasks, has energetically
tacigled the question of the reorgamsation of work in all its
fuues, the question of the work oi the transmission organs
eswblishing contact between our Party and the proletariat and
all workers: the trade unions, Soviets, etc.

At the same time the Party has set itseli the task of aiding,
to the utmost of its power, the Comintern in the consolidation
and intensified Bolshevisation of our brother Parties. The

kht have deviated from the Party course in defending their
own programme, difiering in principle from the general line of
the Party. The Right came forward quite ovenly and reso-
lutely in opposition to the tempo of industrialisation inttiated hy
tire Ifarty. Their propaganda of “adaptation to the weak
srots”, of throttling the tempo of industrialisation, would have
mevitably led in the end to the irustration of the industriali-
sation and socialist transformation of the Union.
} The Right defended the principle of “adaptation” to the

»

individual peasant farm at a moment when there could be
no advance toward socialist reconstruction without a sociulist
transformation of small-scale commodity production  and
\yl(hout overcoming the extreme backwardness oi this produc-
tion. In this connection the Right opposed energetically all the
measures taken by the Party in the villuge. Whether we take
the question of grain collecting, of individual taxation, it will
be seen plainly that the Right did not approve of the general
lme of the Party in the decivise questions relating to the
village.

) I'he Right were in agreecment with the liberal interpreta-
tion of the New Economic Policy, and inclined towards the
aba’l_l.donmg of proletarian state regulation in commercial
trafiic with the peasantry. The Right opposed the reorgani-
sation .of‘Party work, the reorganisation of the work of the
transn'nssm‘n organs of our Party. Further, the standpoint oi
the Right inevitably led to a weakening of the Bolshevisation
of the communist brother Parties.

A moment’s consideration shows that if the Right stressed
the importance of the development of the individual peasant
farm, precisely at a juncture when the Party and the working
class had reached the point of the socialist transformation of
the peasants farm, the logical continuation of this standpoint
was bound to bring them to the position oi deiending the
kulak farm, of representing the ideology oi the kunlak. lf we
decipher this situation from the viewpoint of our international
work, we arrive inevitably at the following result: ‘The
bourgeois counter-revolution outside of our country finds an
immediate point of contact with our country through the kulak.
And if the Right opportunists preach that the kulaks are
inevitably bound to grow peacefully into the socialist system
of our economy, then everyone accepting this view must
comprehend that in the eyes of the opportunists therefore,
the contact of capitalism outside of our country with the
remnants of capitalism in our country does not represent that
main danger which our Party has always so expressly
emphasised. and which imposes upon us the duty of strengthe-
ning the defence of the Soviet Union by all means.

Other inevitable results oi the Rigth standpoint are the
demobilisation of the Communist Party, the veiling of the
dangers of a military intervention, and the lulling to sleep
oi the revolutionary watchiulness of the Communist brothers
Parties.

And fiinally: Armed with this opportunist ideology, the
Rigth opposition set itself the goal of reaching the position
of leaders of our Communist Party.

Who does not know and remember the agitation carried
on by the Right against the policy of the C.C. of our Party,
the violent attacks to which the general secretary of our
Party, Comrade Stalin, was subjected? We all recollect very
well the plans which matured in the brains of the Right,
aiming at capturing the leading Party organs, to the end that
an abrupt turn might be carried out in the policy of the Party.

And after all this these comrades come forward here and
talk at length, hali naively, hali peevishly, half reservedly,
about all sorts of trifles.

It should have been stated from this platform what would
have happened had the calculations and hopes of the Right
been fuliilled, if the Right had succeeded in seizing the leader-
ship of the Party and the C. C., and had been able to rcalise
their opportunist programme.

No member of the Partv can now feel the slightest doubt
that the triumph of the Right views, the realisation of the
opportunist tlieory of “constant concessions” to the peasantry,
of the Tomsky theory, would have signified the unietiering
of the capitalist elemente in our country. the strengthening
of their positions in town and country, and the extinction of
the socialist section oi our economy.

The Party did not tread this path. The Party pursued
more resolutely than ever its course towards the realisation
of its slogans, the Leninist slogans, and began its unwearying
struggle against the Right opportunists.

To-day the Right enioy but slight prestige. But how were
matters a few months ago? Of what did they not accuse our
Party and the leaders of the C.C.? They accused the Party
and its C.C. of sliding mto Trotzkyisin.  The C.C. was
accused of carrying on a policy of military-iendal exploitation
of the peasantry. The Party was reproached with rearing
bureaucr” y everywhere, and finally our C. C. was accused
of such crime as the disruption of the Communist Inter-
national, S .
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Interjection: That is their catchword.

Kirov: It is called their “catchword”, but I do not know
whether it is a catchword or some other word. [ doubt
however, that it will catch. But I believe that it would be
difficult to bring a graver indictment against our Party.

A few months now having passed, Comrade Tomsky now
conies forward like some “Mameluke” (Laughter), and cracks
jokes, and relates how it accidentally occurred ... quite
imperceptibly . . . quite gradually . . . that an Ivan Ivanovitch
and a Michail Pavlovitsch met and how they starked conver-
sation and exchanged opinions on the line of the Party. Thus
in reality mothing whatever had happened, except that this
conversation found a certain echo outside of their own heads.

You, leaders of experience and repute, it is now alleged,
knew very well that the struggle had to be carricd on within
the confines of the Party. But you could not help it, the logic
of the struggle caused somebody or another to expioit your
difiercnces of opinion, and brought about cxaggerations here
and there, etc. At bottom. however, you say, fraction work
has not been carried on. Comrade Uglanow, too, has dea't
with this. But not we alone, but the whole Party and the
whole working class are perfectly aware whither the Right
opportunists were leading us. This should have been stated
here. The actual programme represented by the Right
deviation should have been stated. (Interjection: Hear, hear!)
Comrade, Rykov, in the heat of the battle, replicd to an
intericction by saying: Truly it did happen that my name was
misused by forces hostile to the Party. — [ should like to
recommend Comrades Rvkov and Tomsky to read. if nothing
else, at least the utterances of the academician Platonov.
He describes the platiorm of the Right much better than
Comrade Tomsky has done. He puts the the auestion
unequivocally and clearly. He sympathises with the Right
not only because they combat the general line of the Party.
It is true, that every dispute within the Party is pounced
upon by hostile clements. But here the case is of a much
more scrious and profeund nature. Here it is a question of
the programme of the Right being reiated by ties of blood,
mentally and ideologically, to the conceptions of these
Platonovs, Ustryalovs, and their consorts. This is the
question. And about this we want to liear something at this
Congress. It is no question of confcssions of repentance. or
oi banishing anyone into the desert to live on wild honey.
At the Party Congress it must be stated plainly, comprehien-
sibly to all, what the programme of the Right represents, and
what are its class roots and class content. It does not suffice
to admit errors. I should have liked, Comrade Tomsky, ‘o
lla\'e heard you defend your Right views at this Party
Congress, and to have seen what would have happened.
(Laughter. Interjection: Hear, hear.) Our work is not
accomplished within the four walls of this building. You are
a fz;r-seeim: man. You know what goes on beyond this
audience. You and your friends must surely sce that mightv
wave of energy with which the Moscow proletariat, and the
proletariat of the whole Union, are rcinforcing the work of
our Party Congress, and what threads bind our Party to the
whole working class. 1f you are the courageous man you
say vou are, and plunge into the conflict with a heavy fist,
stil 1 doubt whether you would have ventured, in the present
situation, to stand up here and defend your opportunist
errors!  We heard confessions of error at the November
Plenum. What do we need now? What do the Party and
the working class cxpect from you? Comrades, leaders of
the Right opposition, you must state plainly what your
programme is from the Bolshevist standpoint, and say open'y,
without straying into theoretical prevarications, that vour
programme is at bottom a kulak programme ... (Interjec-
tions: Hear, hcar! Applause) ... whose exccution would
have led in the end to the overthrow of the dictatorship of
the prolectariat and the restoration of capitalism.

Comrades, the programme of socialist reconstruction of
the C. C. and the programme of the Rizht have been tested
by real life. It was actnally paindul to me to hear Comrade
Rvkov speak here of the Five-Year Plan, our tempo, elc.
He stated, that nobody had forescen the prescnt tempo of
industriaiisation and the achicvements attained: he for h's
part had always stood for a rapid tempo of industrialisation
and had only disputed the question oi a few percentages this
wav or that, etc. Now that the tempo has been attainad.
they are ali #n favour of it. Ifi you ask the most notorious
bureuucrat in any Sovict institution — he too is in favour

~our advanced Moscow organisation,

of the tempo, of collectivisation. And more than this, even
Lloyd George is of the opinion that our Five-Year Plan is
not only bold, but, as he puts it, clever. Even good old Ford,
the “enlightened” capitalist, has grasped the fact that ou-
Five-Year Plan is something real. Did the Party Congress
then need such acknowledgements on the part of the former
leaders of the Right opposition? .

Comrade Rykov stated that his fundamental and decisive
error was liis under-estimation of the possibility of the
collectivisation of the peasaut farms, and that this in itself is
only a matter of under-estimating a possible percentage of
40, 30, or 50 percent.—This declaration cannot be otherwise de-
signated than as a subterfuge, a camouflage of the essentials
of the question. The chief deficiency of the speeches of
Comrades Tomsky and Rykov yesterday consists of just this
fact, that they give no answer to the question of the nature
and class content of their opportunist programme. I have no
reason to doubt the sincerity of these comrades, but we have
every reason, every objective reason, to be on our guard.
and to meet with definite mistrust everything which has been
told us here. .

I should like to add a few words on Comrade Uglanov's
speech. At the November Plenum he confessed his errors,
expressed repentance, and recognised the general line of the
Party. But a few months passed, diificulties arose, a stagnation
in the village — and once more, as he states himself, he began
to waver. Now he has stopped wavering again and
acknowledges the line of the Party to be perfectly right.
Whether we want it or noty we come to the conclusion that
if difficulties will arise again to-morrow — aund this is
inevitable in the present complicated situation of socialist
reconstruction — then we have little guarantee that comrade
Uglanov will not begin to vacillate again. Comrade Uglanov
is not a simple Party member, not a Party candidate of yes-
terday; he is a member of the C.C., yesterday the leader of
All who have followed
his speech attentivelv must have observed the tendency
underlying it. Comrade Stalin told us in his report that the
opportunist tendency generates insecurity in the question of
the victory of our cause.

Such a tendency as that expressed by Comrade Uglanov
paves the way for the class enemy to one position aiter
another.

It seems to me that we shall be right if we state at this
Party Congress that we have not heard the fundamentals, the
main point, from the representatives of the opposition. (Inter-
jection: Hear, hear!) We need not hear from Tomsky and
Rykov an admission only of their errors and of the renun-
ciation of their platform. but at the same time — as 1 have
already said — the stigmatisation of their programme as a
kulak one, leading finally to the decline of the socialist con-
struction. Without this fundamental differentiation they cannot
fuliil the second demand made them by the Party. After the
November Plenum they disarmed. Then they should have
resolutely defended the geueral line of the Party, they should
have consistently taken up the fight against the Right elements,
against the Right opposition. Has it been observed anywhere
that they have done their Party duty? Not in the very least,
although the disciples of their views have spoken in the
“discussion supplement” of the “Pravda” and in some of the
nuclei. Has any one of them reproved the defenders of their
opportunist views? Not one. Nor will they do this in the
future, unless these comrades recognise the utter perniciousness
of the opportunist platiorim which they formerly defended.

A good number of years ago, Comrade Bukharin described
in lively colours the kulak theory of the growing of the kulak
into socialism. At the same time he proclaimed the firm
stabilisation of capitalism and of “organised capitalism™ in
the present -stage of capitalist development. And what now?
Now we are_obliged to admit, objectively, that Comrade
Bukharin is stranded in these questions. Comrade Bukharin
is missing at TI'S\Party Cougress. He is said to be ill
Obviously he is. But what is equally obvious? That Com-
rade Bukharin, yesterday still a leader of the C.C., could
certainly have found 'ways and means of expressing his stand-
point in the decisive \questions of the policy of the Party.
(Interjection: Hear, hear!)

The result is something quite impossible. You will
probably remember the Mamayev article in the “Pravda”,
developing the ideology of the Right deviation. If I am not
mistaken, Mamayev is much ‘iess versed in literary matters
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than Comrade Bukharin. Could Comrade Bukharin really not
express some opinion on the questions raised? At least in an
article? But Comrade Bukharin preserves silence as if he
had lost all power of utterance. Meanwhile, as I have already
pointed out, the Party is waiting to hear his standpoint, and
not alone the Party, but all those who yesterday set such high
liopes on the famous “organised capitalism”. And all this
mvoluntarily sows_distrust toward the former leaders of the
Right, and keeps the Party on its guard against them. I believe
that we are right in continuing to be on guard.

We all still remember the Kamenev-Zinoviev opposition,
to which Comrade Bukharin and his friends erected very
deiinite bridges, and concluded a very definite alilance and
bloc. You all remember that five years ago the Kamenev-
Zinoviev opposition was in its full prime. It has taken almost
five years before Zinoviev has at last, within the last iew
days, found the way to a more or less correct Party language.

This is evidently not so easy. Comrade Tomsky is right
when be says that if one has been quite somewhere else
vesterday, it is no simple matter to return to the Party
Congress and make a clean confession. True, Comrade
Tomsky, the liberation from the clutches of the kulaks is a
difficult matter. The opinion prevails among us that Trotzkyism
siznifies an inevitable desertion into the camp of counter-
revolution. This is true. But it is equally true that Right
oppartunist viewpoints, ii obstinately insisted upon, too can
lead so far that it is exceedingly diificult to find the way
back. In view of your candour, Comrade Tomsky, 1 am of the
opinion that we must say at this 16th Party Congress: “What
the Party wanted to hear, the fundamental, the decisive, the
main point — this it has not heard from Comrades Rykov
and Tomsky.” In Comrade Rykov's speech we could hear,
as ever, the undertone: “In reality our ditierences of opinion
have ben erased from the agenda by life itself; why then
should we speak about them, why return to our standpoint,
to our platiorm, etc.?... The industrialisation takes its course,
collectivisation develops, the international position of the
Soviet Union is becoming more firmly established, socialist
reconstruction is going forward. what is there to talk about
then, why rake up bygones? Let us look on and see how
natters proceed.”

“Give me the opportunity to work!” cries Tomsky. Who
has prevented his working hitherto? Even at the time when
1.0msky was a victim of the Right vacillations, even at that
time we forced him to work very energetically. He did not
want to. After his disarmament at the November Plenum, we
gave him the full possibility: work, unsparing work. Who
stopped him? And now he steps forward here at the 16th
Party Congress and declares: “‘li you want to be convinced,
2ive me the possibility of working.” Tomsky gives a very
woodnatured description of the struggle of the Right opposition
against the Party. A description which. to put it mildly, is
hvpocrisy through and through. What did Tomsky do at the
Trade Union Congress?  Was that not opposition? Had
Tomsky not been rebuffed on that occasion, had be won over
the half or the maiority of the 2000 delegates of the 6th Trade
Union Congress, instead of only 80 or 90, we can well imagine
where he would gone with his Right platiorm. In this he
failed; he ran short of breath. he found no support in the
Party ... and for this reason, for this reason ouly, he did
not tread that path which Kamenev and Zinoviev trod in their
more open and blunter struggle against the Party.

The demarcation insisted upon should also be noted. We
have all known: Rykov. Tomsky, Uglanov, etc., belong
together. But yesterday we heard differently. Rykov was even
ofiended at being classiiied with Uglanov. He declared:
“Uglanov says in his speech ‘we’, but | have no counection
with this ‘we’.” Since how long? This is obviously intended
to mean Rykov is of the opinion that Comrade Uglanov has
not yet burnt all his bridges and will not burn them. It is
scarcely possible to draw any other conclusion from Comrade
Rvkov's declaration. Yesterday they all ate from one common
oppositional plate, and were friends, but to-day they do not
want to hear anything about one another. Evidently there are
various grades of acknowledgment of errors. Some go further
than others, some save up a few reserves in case there should
be another inner Party struggle, so that they will not then
be left defenceless. But there may be some other reason.
Perhaps Comrade Rykov will explain to the 16th Congress
the perspectives of development of oppositional work. Perhaps
Perhaps he will try to reason whither

the continued struggle would have led. Perhaps, finally, Com-
rade Rykov now sees clearly that every initial means oi
struggle against the Party is now exhausted, and that, if the
struggle against the Party is to be continued, it must be done
by means of more effectual and comprehensive measures and
methods of propaganda for and in defence of his platform.
Howevgr this may be, in our eves Comrades Rykov, Tomsky,
Bukharin, and Uglanov, are all in one camp. (Interiection:
Hear! ljlear!ﬂ) We, for our part, retain our old standpoint in
our designation of the propaganda made by Riglit opportunism,
we maintain our old decision that the propaganda of the views
of the Right deviations is incompatible Wwith membership of
the Communist Party. (Applause.)

It has not been for the sake of words, not for the sake
of a catchword, nor for tlie sake of agitation and propaganda
in our Party regulations, that in the present stage of the
building up of socialism we regard the Right danger as the
chief and greatest danger, and that we shall therefore continue
to struggle against the Right deviation, not less resolutely,
but more determinedly than ever. (Applause.) Therefore we
must say to those comrades who really and sincerely burn
their bridges, as Bolshevists: This is not enough; you must
not only burn your bridges, yvou must declare publicly, beiore
the whole working class, what bridges these are, of what
material they are constructed. to what place the bridges
of yours form a means of communication. Comrade Tomsky,
you .anust not only burn behind vou all your bridges, large
and small, over which vou passed so pleasantly only yester-
day, but you must ioin your arms with ours from to-day
onwards, and do your utmost to fight even more resolutely
than we against those who will seek to utilise your experience
to reach these bridges. (Applause.)

Now, to be sure, that we have been successiul, now that
we can record vast achievements and are absolutely con-
vinced of the future perspectives of our socialist reconstruc-
tion, things are beginning to look a little more comiortable,
even to Comrade Uglanov, and to Comrades Tomsky, Rykov,
and Bukharin. But at the time when we were still busy
consolidating our positions, at the time oi our first decisive
conflict with the last remnants of capitalism, with the classes
now dving out, the sight of this acute stage of the class war
aroused apprechension and terror among some strata of our
ranks. Right opportunism placed itseli in opposition to the
Party line. All this is now brushed aside with a slight smile,
as some humorous episode. It must, however, be said that
every percentage which we have won in the tempo of our
industrialisation, every collective farm more which we have
becn able to organise, has been an achievement won not only
in a struggle against the kulaks and other counter-revolutio-
nary elements in our country, but at the same time against
Comrades Bukharin,Rykov, Tomsky, and Uglanov. (Stormy
Applause. Interjection from the Presidium: Hear! Hear!) This
must be realised, and after all this, these people muke such
complacent and good-humoured speechlies here!

The Party is faced by gigantic tasks. We have accompli-
shed much, but have still more to accomplish. Every objective
prerequisite exists for the further successiul building up o
socialism.

Our first care must be for the decisively important iactor,
for our great Leninist two million Party, the Party cast in
one picce, the Party forming the rock against which all are
shipwrecked who seek to stand in the way of the victorious
advance of socialism. (Applause.) .

Comrades. this is what the Party now demands of us.
And that is what the working class too demands of us. This
is asked of us. (Interiection: Hear! Hear!) We shall not
attain what we require by means of such trends as have been
revealed here, by means of such fighting “‘pathos” as that
employed hiere by the comrades of the opposition in explaining
their standpoint. We do not doubt that our Party. armed by
the experience of long years of socialist reconstruction, will
prove capable of securing the conditions necessary for its
continued victorious work. )

Comrades, we shall leave this 16th Party Congress better
equipped than befare for our further struggles for socialism.
Our iurther success depends solely on that factor stressed by
Comrade Stalin at the close of his report, when he cried:
“Long live Leninism!” Leninism, upon which the policy of
the Party is based, is the guarantee of our victory, not ontv
in our own country, but all over the world. (Prolongued
a . . . .
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THE CO-OPERATIVE MOVEMENT

Reformist Co~operative Bureaucracy
Making Ready for the Congress of the
Co-~operative Alliance.

By Heinrich Oswald.

‘I he 13th Intermational Co-operative Congress is to be held
in Vienna from the 24th te the 28th. August,

It meets in a situation of steadily growing crisis, tremen-
dous unemployment, oi brutal oiiensive of the employers
azammst wawes aud all social-political achievements oi the
working class on the one side, and poweriul advanuce of
socialist construction in the Soviet Union on the other.

‘The Consumers’ Co-operative Societies are being drawn
more and more into the general cconomic crisis. The new
economic depression which set in in Autumm last year led to
a considerable retardation of the devclopment of the Con-
sumers’ Co-operative Societies. As a result of the maturing
economic crisis this depression is growing both in depth and
extent.  The turnover of the Consumecers’ Co-operatives for
the first months of 1930 is below the level of the corresponding
months of last ycar.

In the fixht to overcome the economic crisis, in the de-
fence of the capitalist order there is revealed most clearly
the class trcachery of the rciormist Co-opcerative leaders; it
is becoming ever more apparent that they are the agents of
monopoly-capital in the camp of the working class.

Co-operative reformism is preparing for the Co-operative
Congress. ‘The recent mecting in Leipzig of the Co-operative
Alliance furnished unmistukable proof that the policy of the
reiormist heads of the Consumers' Co-operatives is becoming
ever further removed from the interests oi the working masses
and that in the fixht between Laboar ard capital it is on the
side oi the latter. The best proof of this is the reiection of the
motion brought in by the Soviet delegation to include in the
agenda of the forthcoming congress a report on support by
the Co-operiatives of the unemployed and strikers.

The Co-operative social fascists are not sparing in the
use of pacifist phrases (,,Universal peace®, ,,peace resolutions®
etc.). Nevertheless, they are working hand in glove with the
social democracy and the refornrist trade union bureaucrats
in the preparation of the new war and the attack on the
Soviet Union (the Boncour law in France, the law on the
defence of the country in Czechoslovakia, Finland etc. provide
for the incorparation of the Co-operatives in the military
aparatus in the event of war). It is therefore quite under-
standable that at the same mecting the Co-operative leaders
refused to discuss the question of the fight of the Co-operatives
axainst war when the Soviet Russian delegation moved that
this question form onc of the items of the Congress agenda.

The brusque reiection of the Soviet Russian motions to
place on the agenda of the congress the question of Co-
operative support of the unemployed and strikers by the Co-
operatives as well as of the fight of the Co-operatives against
the danger of war suifices to show that the Vienna Congress
—- with the exception of the delesation from the Soviet Ruse
sian Co-operatives — will not stand for proletarian demands,
will not oppose the capitalist offensive and the danger of war,
will not come forward in defence of the Soviet Union, but
will advocate industrial peace and will be a demonstration
in the interests of the Austrian social democracy.

To judge drom the appeal for International Co-operative
D;vl,\' recently issued by the Co-operative Alliance, the report
will boast of the ,.great achievements of the Consumers’ Co-
operative Movement. As usual there will be a detailed report
on the relations between the Co-operative Alliance and the
Leagire of Nations. In the discussion, of this question, May,
the Geveral Scerctary, will report on the various .figiits"
which the Co-operative Alliance has conducted in the past
three vears -these are “fights” for a place in the organs
‘ui the League of Nations. A considerable part of the activity

.

of the Alliance in the periud covered by the report consisted
in propagating the decisions oi the economic organs oi the
Lcague of Nations. All requests of its .patrons™ to grant ts
representatives seats and votes in the organs of the League
oi Nations were cmphatically reiected. It appears that the
Co-operative Alliance has not yet furnished suificient proof
that it can be useiul to the League oi Nations.

The attention of the Congress will apparently be concen.
trated on the resolution submitted by the Austrian Co-opera-
tives on the future activity of the Co-operative Alliance.

Dr. Renner's work., .,Wayvs oi Development" serves as
the source of the programme which is to be submitted to the
Congress ior coniirmation. The resolution proposes that al
consumers’ Co-operatives shall demand from their govern.
ments and from the League of Nations the introduction of a
wmiorm customs tariif for ail countries.

The lying character oi the social iascist fight for reduced
prices is shown by the jact that even in those countries where
the social democrats are at the helm or where they arc
participating in coalition governmeunts, customs duties are
continually being raised. This means a tremendously heavy
burden on the household budgzets of all workers. Even if we g,
accept the calculations of a bourgeois economist, K. Morrisoa- ¥’
Bell, we see that the cost of living has been increased ©y
customs duties as follows: England and Holland 8 per cent.
Denmark 9 per cent, Norway 12.5 per cent., Finland and
Sweden 13 per cent., Austria 14 per cent, Turkey 14.5 per
cent., Albania and Lithuania 15 per cent., Esthonia, Germany,
Greece and Portugal 15,5 per cent., Yuxeslavia 20 per cent,
Rumania 21 per cent., Poland 22 per cent., Spain 26 per cent .‘

According to the above-mentioned resolution, the Congress
shall also demand control by the governments and the Leagu?
of Nations of monopolist cartels and trusts. .

The ofiicial standpoint of the Alliance in the questions <i
trusts and cartels is a follows: The Consumers’ Co-operatives
must take part in the capitalist undertakings. . .. They musi l

enter this organisation (trusts and cartels) with the express
intention of .ousting the capitalists from them and getting
the orcanisation into their hands®. (W. Servy, quoted in the
ofiicial organ of the Co-operative Alliance ,lInternationale
Genossenschaits-Rundschau*, 1929, No. 9.) . )

That is the way in which the Co-operative Alliance
Jdights' against the trusts.

The Congress will also hear a report by Klepsig (Cent{:xl
Union of the Co-operatives of Germany) on the theme, W~Prin-
ciples of the Rochdale Pioneers and the Modern Credit Trad: -
System”. . |

The Co-operative leaders of Western Europe cite the
Rochdale foundation in order to combat most vehemgntly ths
demand of the revolutionary Co-operative opposition thit
members be granted credit, especially in view of the prescnt
difiicult situation of the working class. The report and reso-
lution by Klepsig are an attempt of the Hamburg tendency
in this question, i. e. to get the Congress to approve _the
prohibition of credit to members, regardless of their situation.

On the agenda of the Congress there also stands the
question of the establishment of connections between the
Agricultural and Consumers’ Co-operatives. The practica!
purpose of the discussion of this question is to help to bririz
about a corn-trade convention between the Canadian Whea t-
pool and the Englisch Co-operative Wholesale Society. T
reality the object of this convention is to maintain the price
of corn at a definite level.

The revolutionary Co-operative opposition must carry” o
a great work of enlichtenment in connection with the appra-
aching Vienna Congress and show the reformist Co-operator «
to the proletariat iir their true light. They must stigmatise t'.<&
social democratic leaders and the Co-operative and traaue
union bureaucrats before the broad masses as agents gy
monopoly capital in the ranks of the proletariat and fight F:
their expulsion from the prolctarian ranks.

Unless the reiormist bureaucracy is removed from it~
positions and from the Consumers’ Co-operatives, the la t+ -«
will always be mere appendages of the capitalist order. The~-
can become organs of the revolutionary struggle only wh < :,
their leadership has been captured by the revolutiomva v~
opposition.
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