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The idea of the reunion of the two Churches is said to have

originated from the Archbishop of Canterbury.

The question was not ended with this theoretical discus-

sion. In "The Near East and India" we read that the Bishop

of Gibraltar, Hicks, was in Belgrade on behalf of the Anglican

Church and the practical negotiations have now begun. In

order practically to demonstrate the possibility of the union,

the Bishop of Gibraltar and the Orthodox Patriarch Dimitrijeo

jointly celebrated a solmn mass in the Belgrade cathedral, at

which all the leading clergy and nobility were present.

From Belgrade the bishop proceeded to Karlovice, where

he conferred with the "Holy Synod". No details regarding

this conference were published.

"The Near East and India" also mentions that preparations

for this move had been going on for years.

Three years ago the Anglican Bishop of Gloucester was in

Belgrade, where he delivered a series of lectures on the neces-

sity of a union of the two churches.

It should be remarked in conclusion that this manoeuvre of

British imperialism with the Orthodox Church represents a

strong material and political promotion of anti-Soviet and

white-guardist machinations.

The Instigators of the Kurdish Revolt.

By J. B. (Jerusalem).

The fighting in the South East corner of Anatolia, (the

Ararat district, or so-called Turkish Kurdistan) has been going

on for six weeks. The originally optimistic view of the situation

on the part of the Angora government has since given place

to serious concern. The number of troops engaged in the

task of suppressing the revolt has been raised to 60,000, and

in addition, the commander-in-chief of the Turkish army, Fansi

Pasha, had been sent to the front in order to take charge of

the war-operations. The fight is everywhere assuming ex-

ceedingly bitter forms, particularly as the insurgent Kurds

have the possibility of obtaining provisions, arms and even

shelter on the other side of the Turkish frontier.

According to reports from Turkish and Arab sources, it

can now be regarded as certain that the revolt was prepared

long beforehand. In spite of official denials, for months past

news repeatedly came, now from Baghdad, now from Mosal,

another time from Aleppo, that Colonel Lawrence, the very

talented agent of the British Secret Service, whose last great

"achievement" was the instigation of the revolt of Habibullah

in Afghanistan, was in the Kurdish district. The Kurdish

"emigrés", who after the defeat of the former revolts found

refuge in Iraq, in North Syria and in Persia, were energetically

engaged in "negotiations" , the meaning and content of which

was shown with sufficient clearness by the slogan, put for-

ward at the beginning of the present year, of a "united

Kurdistan embracing the Kurdish polulation of Iraq, Persia and
Syria" of course under British protection.

The reactionary Turkish Sheiks, who considered them-

selves unfavourably treated by the centralist Constitution of

the Turkish State, and also the Mohammedan clergy, who

are opposed to the religious reforms which were introduced,

find in the backward semi-nomadic Kurdish tribes an equally

willing tool for religious incitement as the Kurdish peasants,

to whose requirements Kemal Pasha and the bourgeois

government have not paid sufficient regard. Once these

elements received modern weapons and to supply them with

the same is precisely the task of the agents of the secret allies

and future patrons of the "Kurdish State"-everything was

ready for striking a blow. The new reactionary adventure

is supported by the "brother Kurds" in Persia and in Iraq, and

is rapidly becoming a very serious little war for the Angora
government.

Once this war has got fairly started, the time has come

for British imperialism to throw aside the mask: the English

press can now come forward openly in support of the

"oppressed". The whole civilised world condemns the vile

"bandits" in India, the "rowdies" in Egypt, the "robbers" in

China and "pogromists" in Palestine, but precisely now
something must be done for the emancipation of the unhappy

Kurds! And soon after all the outpourings of sympathy for

the heroic Kurds, British imperialism openly reveals its designs

against Turkey, which maintains friendly relations with Soviet

Russia and in addition has committed the "crime" of refusing

to fulfil the Shylock demands of the British creditors of the

"Dette Publique Ottomane".

July wrote :

The organ of the Colonial Office, "Near East" of 31st

"No one who knows the history of the Kurdish people

will be surprised at the tenacity with which the Kurds, in

spite of the defeats at the commencement, offer resistance

to the organised forces of Turkey. Mustapha Kemal's anxiety

is only natural, for whilst the Angora government is at its

wit's end how to obtain money, it must find it very annoying

to be compelled to concentrate great masses of troops in

the neighbourhood of Van and Bayezit"

Translated into plain language this means: Mustapha

Kemal will be still further surprised by the "tenacity" of the

Kurds (to whom the question of money obviously plays no

role) if he does not very soon come to an understanding with

those who are behind the revolt. Mustapha Kemal has already

once (in 1926) paid tribute to the blackmailers (the "unhappy"

Kurds at that time only ceased to be "tenacious" when John

Buli had appropriated the Mosul oil wells). This time the

blackmailers have raised their price. Kemal Pasha is given

to understand that he can purchase peace in Kurdistan at the

price of unconditional capitulation in the debt question and

possibly also joining the anti-Soviet front. Another dirty piece

of business by Mr. Ramsay MacDonald!

Should, however, Mustapha Kemal this time not give way,

or only partially give way, British imperialism has still

another shot in its locker: The Kurdish movement will be con-

verted into a permanent revolt by a strategic-organisational

point of support being created for it on British territory. The

Kurdish centre Soleimanijeh (in North Iraq) is not in agreement

with the Anglo-Iraq Treaty. How could such champions of

freedom, as the English are, deliver over the Kurdish people

to the Arab majority! How could they egoistically think of

withdrawing British troops from Iraqi Kurdistan, where the

unhappy Kurdish people cannot live without their assistance !

Troubled by pricks of conscience, the British press will now

really turn its attention to the problem of the Kurds; and even

if perhaps the extreme proposal of "complete Kurdish inde-

pendence under a direct British mandate" is not yet realisable,

nevertheless the compromise-proposal that Iraq shall be divided

into two parts under the Personal union of King Feisal, who

is from on now to be described as the "King of Iraq and

Kurdistan", and the Kurdish State thus created is to be big

enough in order later to appropriate with little trouble the

"Kurdish territories of Turkey, Persia and Syria", is meeting

with a "sympathetic response".

For the rest, this idea fits very well into the British plans

of advance against the South of the Soviet Union. British

Kurdistan would form the most northern outpost for an attack

on Batum and Baku. Behind the fights round Mount Ararat

there is again to be seen international imperialism, which is

forging the iron ring around the Soviet Union.

IN THE CAMP OF SOCIAL DEMOCRACY

International Social Fascism Supports

MacDonald's Imperialist Terror in India.

By V. Chattopadhyaya.

The Executive Committee of the Social Fascist, Social

Imperialist International has just concluded a two days'

session at Zuerich and has added another chapter to its glorious

record of treachery to the working class and to the colonial

peoples. The full report of its proceedings are not yet to hand,

but from the summary of the second day's discussion contained

in the "Vorwärts" of August 24th, the organ of the German

Social Fascist Party, we learn that the originally planned

agenda was extended by the discussion of two problems -

unemployment and India.

These additions were indeed natural, for the British

"Labour Party" plays a dominant role in that International,

and badly needs the moral support of the other European and

American Social Fascists for its policy, as these two problems

-unemployment and India- are just those that are exposing
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Mr. Ramsay MacDonald's "Labour" Government most ruth-

lessly as agents of British Fascism at home and lackeys of

British Imperialism in the colonial countries.

For MacDonald's regime of terror against the masses of

India in their struggle for national independence, moral support

was given by the same Executive at its special meeting held

in Berlin on May 11th and 12th of this year, when a resolution

was passed which ran as follows :

"The Executive recalls the Resolution of the Brussels

Congress of the L. S. I. which recognises the rights of the

peoples of India of self-determination."

"It is convinced that through negotiations between the

British Labour Government and the representatives of all

sections of the Indian population that right can be

exercised under the safest and most effective conditions."

"It is confident that the British Labour Government

will make these negotiations possible, that in order to

facilitate them it will consider an amnesty for political

prisoners as soon as possible and that it will conduct the

negotiations in such a manner that they will lead as early

as possible to full responsible self-government."

That resolution contained no word of condemnation for

the methods by which the interests of British imperialism were

being maintained in India by a member of the Second Inter-

national suppression of the freedom of speech, of the press

and of assembly, bribery and corruption, brutal prison torture,

police and military terror, mass arrests, hangings and shoot-

ings, and government by machine guns, tanks, and bombing

planes.

On the contrary, the Social Fascist International gave

every encouragement to the "Labour" Government to make

possible such negotiations with the Indian princes, landlords,

capitalists and nationalist and labour reformist traitors, as

might make it possible to make India safe for British Im-

perialism.

But the resolution on India just passed at the Zuerich

meeting by these unabashed international agents of Fascism

and Imperialim goes even further than the Berlin resolution.

Its full text deserves quotation:

"The Executive takes cognisance of the declarations

made by Comrade Gillies on behalf of the British Labour

Party and Comrade Brockway on behalf of the Independent

Labour Party, and renews the expression of its confidence

that the Labour Government of Great Britain will succeed

in giving satisfaction in accordance with the fundamental

principles of Socialism and of the Labour Movement, to

the demands of the Indian peoples for self-government.

It recalls the Berlin Resolution of the Executive on this

question, and expresses again the hope that the granting

of a political amnesty to India as soon as possible and to

as large a degree as possible, and the simultaneous

cessation of the movement of civil disobedience will make

it possible to carry through successfully the Round Table

Conference."

This is exactly the hope that is being expressed by all

the three Imperialist Parties of Great Britain, but there are a

few remarkable features about the new resolution that need

pointing out. Firstly the political amnesty suggested is to be

granted "to as large a degree as possible" , reflecting the

change in the demands of Britsh Imperialism since last May

when the Berlin Resolution was passed. Secondly, the Exe-

cutive passed the resolution after having heard not only the

official Labour Party representative but also Fenner Brock-

way, who calls himself an " anti-imperialist" . The resolution

was carried unanimously, the whole British delegation abstain-

ing from voting. In other words , while the British delegation

wished the support of MacDonald's imperialist policy in India

to come unanimously from the rest of the International, the

resolution itself had the approval of Brockway also and shows

once again how the two sections of the "Labour" Party work

hand in hand. Thirdly, the resolution definitely accepts the

British Empire as compatible with the fundamental principles

of Socialism, for it urges the "Labour Government"
not

to withdraw its army from India, not to abandon its repression

and terror, not to recognise India's claim to independence,

but to grant India "self-government" i. e. self-government

within the British Empire "in accordance with the fundamental

principles of Socialism and of the Labour movement!"

Once again, too, we have in the Zuerich resolution the

same imperialist phrase about the "peoples" of India (not

people of India), one of the cunningly invented phrases by

which British Imperialism has created the impression of the

hopeless diversity of races, religions etc. that make it absolu-

tely essential to maintain in India the whole murderous

machinery of the "Pax Britannica".

If the Executive of the Second International believe that

their resolutions purporting to give support to Indian "self-

government will ever deceive the Indian masses, they are

sadly mistaken. The frantic efforts of these international

traitors to the working class to prop up the tottering fabric of

imperialism will be frustrated by the heroic struggle of the

Indian masses themselves, who clearly recognise the role of

Zuerich, Amsterdam and Geneva in the maintainance of the

vast system of imperialist exploitation of which they have

been so long the victims.

Their fight for full national independence and social

freedom will be contuined and succesfully terminated, notwith-

standing the bombs and guns of the Second International and

notwithstanding the cowardly compromises and treachery of

the nationalist bourgeoisie and of Joshi, Chaman Lal, ShivaRao,

Bakhale, Ginwala, Ruikar and Co who are the Indian

counterparts of Otto Bauer and Fenner Brockway.

There is one other colonial problem that was dealt with

by the Zuerich Social Imperialist Fraternity. They protested

against the "extermination of the Kurds", but they have not '

said one word to point out the bloodstained hand of British

imperialism in Kurdistan. The British Secret Service has

financed and armed the Kurds to revolt, and the Kurds

themselves probably believe that they are really fighting for

their national independence. But when even the bourgeois

world is protesting against this criminal deception practised

upon the Kurdish people by and in the interests of British

imperialism and militarism, the "Socialists" assembled at

Zuerich have given whole-hearted support to Britain's nefarious

Kurdish plans by expressing sympathy with Kurdish "in-

dependence" . At the same time, however, India shall not

be independent, but shall have self-government within the

British Empire. The contradiction is only apparent. India is

already a monopoly of British Imperialism and has to be

prevented from becoming independent, while Kurdistan has

yet to be conquered by British Imperialism by making the

Kurds fight with British money and British guns for their

independence from the Turks and Persians! Incidentally,

Britain's military base against the Soviet Union is thereby

pushed up northwards closer to the Soviet frontier. It is

therefore no accident that the Second International intervenes

in order to help the Kurds to jump from the frying pan into

the fire. This too, is in strict "accordance" with the funda-

mental principles of socialism and of the labour movement.

M. Vandervelde Goes on Tour.

By H. Valetzki (Moscow).

The President of the Second International, the one-time

Minister of the King of Belgium, is undertaking a trip to China

and Japan . M. Vandervelde has already had dealings with

China. That was in the year 1926, when in his capacity of

Foreign Minister he accused China before the Hague Court of

Arbitration of a "one-sided" dissolution of the Belgo-Chinese

Treaty of 1837 and protested most indignantly against the vio-

lation of Belgian "interests ", represented by the Concessionai-

res and Missionaries. But all this is now past history. The

situation in China has changed "for the better" since then. It

is possible to "have dealings" with the present Chinese govern-

ment, which represents capitalist interests, the more so as this

government is urgently in need of the support of the imperia-

lists against the inner dangers threatening it on all sides.

The protean M. Vandervelde is therefore proceeding to

China not as an official representative of the government, nor

as the head of the International of the social democrats, but

as a private person and scholar. He has been invited by the

"Chinese National Committee for Scientific Research" in order

to give lectures at a number of universities on the contem-

porary social movement, provincial and communal self-admini-

stration of Belgium, international economic relations, and the

organisation of peace. These themes, as one sees, are quite

harmless, which leads one to hope that during his public appea-

rance in China there will not be among his Chinese auditors

any tactless people to whom it might occur to remind the




