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I. Introductory.

Comrrades, you have already been presented with a written
report of the Executive Comunittee containing considerable
material in relation to my report. In addition you have received
the theses which have been discussed and approved on the whole
by the Presidium of the E. C. C. I. As you are already somewhat
acquainted with the extensive material connected -with the theme
of my report, I may assume that my task is somewhat lightened.
I therefore take the liberty of confining myself to the bringing
forward of only a few of the most essential figures and facts.

You all remember that at the Fifth Congress we reécorded
the temporary advent of the “era of democratic pacifism” in
capitalist countries. We may state boldly that the year 1924 was
indeed thus featured. The year 1925 at the commencement of
which the last Enlarged Executive of the C. I took place, was
a period of capitalist “stabilisation”. The year 1926 is already a
period of wavering and less firm stabilisation. I presume that
the reflection of this feature of the period through which we
have just passed will be the point which will characterise the
present Plenum. However, although the stabilisation of capitalism
is not firm, is very comdiﬁonal, our first duty as revolutionaries
-is not to exaggerate this circumstance and not to draw incorrect
-conclusions therefrom.

I would like to make the following words of Comrade Lenin
the basis of my report.

“For a real revolutionary the greatest danger — perhaps
even the only danger — is an exaggeration of the revolu-
tionarism and the forgetting of limits and conditions for the
timely and successful application of revolutionary methods..
Real revolutionaries will only fail (not in a sense of outward
defeat, but the inward breakdown of their cause) in the case
-~ and in this case they will surely fail — of their losing
so-briety %)

) N. Lenin “On the Significance of Gold at the Present
Time, after the Victory of Socialism”, Complete Works,
~.No. XVIII Part 1, p. 410.

We should not forget these words particularly at the present
time when we have good grounds for speaking of the extreme
instability of capitalist stabilisation. If I appraise in advance
the context of the work of this Plenum, I may say that its leit
motif is the idea of working class umty, the idea of trade union
unity. I will again remind you here of the well known words
of Lenin which point out that “it is necessary to be able io
find at any moment the special link in the chain which must
be grasped with all strength in onder to retain grasp om the
whole chain and prepare a firm transition to the next link.”**)

I think that at the present moment this “link” is the slogam
of the unify of the working class, partncularly in the sphere of
the trade Unions.

Two Perspectives of Revolutionary Development.

As you know, comrades, commencing irom the V Congress
we have been working oonstant]y conironted with two possible
perspectives. To some degree already at the III Congress, the
decisions of which are extremely import and particutarly oppor-
tune and vital at the present time — I will refer to this again
in the second part of my report — since the III Congress and
in particular since the V. Congress all our work has been based
upon the consideration of two jpossible perspectives. How is this
to be understood? This is a matter of two perspectives in the
question of the tempo of development (and to some extent also
the path of the proletarian revolution), but not in any sense a
question as to the inevitability of the proletarian revolution. We
were and we remain proletarian revolutionaries. We are certain
that the dictatorship of the proletariat is on the agenda of
history. Every stage of historical development confirms the
soundness, the flaw] ssness of our course for the proletarian
revolution. We consider that even our own generation is destined
to experience the victory of the proletariat on. a world scale.
In this respect we have ome perspective, which.is absolutely
immutable, But in respect to the tempo, period, — apd this is
a factor of extreme importance for each Party — and parhally

**) Ibid p. 412.
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also. in respect to the path of the proletarian revolution, as I
fave already said, we should reckon on ‘the possibility of two
perspectives in our work, as was quite clearly stated at the
V ‘World Congress.

On- the Tempo of Revolutionary Development.

In the resolution of the V Congress we indicated that in
the given historical stage the Comintern must take into con-
sideration two possible perspectives: 1) the rapid maturing of
revolutionary contlicts, under which the victory of the proletarian
revolution can be achieved in 3—4—5 years, and 2) the slow
maturing, the protracted development of the world revolution.

It stands to reason, comrades, that the existence of two
possible perspectives in our struggle and work has its drawback:
at times it is estimated as eclecticism, is interpreted as the
absence of a firm Comintern policy on the most important ques-
tions. At other times — and this is quite ynderstandable from
the point of view of the subjective moods of each of us, we
would have preferred to start from a less rosy perspective in
actuality does not arise from our eclecticismy, nor irom the lack
of far-sightedness on the part of the Comintern, but it is dictated
by the trend of world historic development in the period which
the Comintern has passed through. I might remind you, com-
rades, that in the history of Bolshevism and of the Bolshevik
Party led by Lenin, there was also, before the Comintern was
founded, a situation when we had to reckon with dual per-
spectives. After 1905, the Bolsheviks did not doubt the inevi-
tabitity of a second revolution: after the defeat of 1905 they were
firmly convinced that the second revolution would infallibly take
place since the first had ‘not solved the revolutionary tasks and
since the revolutionary forces had remained. But with respect
to the tempo and time of the second revolution — would it
take place in 2 years time or in 10 years time — on this question
after 1905 we had to consider {wo possible perspectives for a
very long period.

At that time, there were also attempts to characterise the
Bolshevik position as a kind of eclectisism. Yet it was not elec-
ticism, but historic dialectics, Marxist-Leninist treatment of the
guestion. In summing up the whole position, the Bolsheviks
arrived at the conclusion that in respect to the tempo of develop-
nrent of the second revolution they would temporarily have io
reckon with perspectives of a dual nature. And this factor by no
means made the tactics of the Bolshevik Party opportunistic or
insufficiently firm.

" 'We are experiencing an analogous situation at the.present
time with the sole difference that on a world scale the situation
is much more complicated than in a simple country: after the
world imperialist war, after the victory of the Russian revolution
and in particular after defeats in various countries, the situation
is very commplicated and to predict in advance the tempo and
route on a world scale is now much more complicated.

The time has come when we can analyse much more objec-
tively and calmly the causes and lessons of our defeat in Germany
in 1923, of the two defeats in Bulgaria, and finally the last defeat
in Reval, the period during which these defeats were incurred
was a very difficult one in the Communist movement. We should
approach these events not as historians, but as revolutionaries.
The defeat of 1905 served as a subject of study for Leninism
in 1906—7—8 and the subsequent years. Immediately after the
defeat, we did not have a sufficiently experienced and objective
outlook for a sobre and calm analysis of these events.

Comrades, while estimating at this time the lessons of the
German defeat, and one might say those throughout the whole
-of Central Europe, we should first of all note that these lessons
emphatically bring to the fore the question of the mecessity of
winning the masses. In this report I cannot deal specifically
with these lessons, they should be a theme of independent study.
For the time being I will confine myself merely to calling upon
the Commmunist International to devote as much time as possible
to these events and to ponder over them in connection with the
task. now facing wus, the task of winning the majority of the
‘working class on the one hand, and of establishing correct
relations between the proletariat and the peasantry on the other.

T refurn to the question of dual perspectives dealt with at
‘the beginning, If I were asked at this time as to whether we
should not reject these perspectives in view of the infirmity of
capitalist stabilisation, and to confine ourselves .to only one,
I would reply: no. on the question as to the tempo of the revo-
Jution we still have to take into account two possible perspec-
tives (and on the question of the route — still more so) and I

will endeavour to show the necessity for this in my subsequent
analysis of the present situation. . :

On the Path of the Revolution.

First of all on the question of the path. At first we were
rather inclined to over-concentrate our vision on Central Europe.
That was at a time of what we might call a German “distraction”.
It seemed to us that after Russia, it would inevitably be Geir-
many’s turn for revolution. At the last Enlarged Plenum in 1925
we had to devote more attention to Great Britain, putting off
the German revolutionary perspective. By the end of 1923, the
position of German capitalism was extremely difficult and
therefore the change which occured in 1924—25 as a result of
the temporary stabilisation also seemed particularly striking.
Therefore, at our Enlarged Executive at the beginning of 1925,
we took a rather sceptical attitude towards the question of the
maturity of the revolutionary situation in Germany. Now again
economic and political difficulties have swept over Germany and
Central Europe. There is no doubt that capitalism has been
relatively stabilised in the Balkams, but at the same time even
now the Balkans may be for capitalism a source of greatest
surprises.

At the present time a new and exceptionally important factor
has sprung up — the movement in China, which also holds
many surprises.

You will see, comrades, how difficult it is even to
make a general estimation of the situation or a determination
of the geographical route of the proletarian revolution.. While
endeavouring to appraise the situation on a world scale we
should say that obviously the revolution is pre-eminently  upon
the agenda in Europe and only slightly less so in the East. But
we see that the Furopean revolution is closely connected with
the rise of the national-revolutionary movement in the East;
both processes are closely interwoven and develop parallelly.
Then comes America. 1) Europe, 2)the East, 3) America. At the
same time, comrades, both in Europe itself, and in the East and
in America, one must also distinguish the special, mostly clearly
significant points, particularly, in America, the important® role
which I think the South American States are destined to play.
This is our presentation of the question of the possible future
route of the revolution. I think, comrades, that here also we
must take into account various possibilities, various perspectives.
The growth and maturity of the Comintern should infallably be
shown in its ability to foresee and reckon with all possible
routes of the proletarian revolution, and to draw the necessary
practical conclusions therefrom.

Europe and the East.

Mr. C. T. Cramp, Chairman of the British Labour Party
and General Secretary of the National Union of the Railway-
men, recently wrote an article containing a scheme which shows
real “genius”. Cramp declared: what is the use of a split in
the International, what is the use of a struggle between Moscow
and Amsterdam? Can we not come to terms peacefully and
share the Continents among the various Internationals; Europe
could be given to the Amsterdam International which has
the majority in Europe. This will be the “First” International.
Let Moscow be the “Second” International. Moscow is fairly
near to the Asiatic people, its ideology amd theory are to a
considerable extent permeated with the Asiatic spirit. Why -
should not Moscow become fthe home of the Moscow-Asiatic
International? Such an amicable distribution, in the opinion
of Cramp, will seftle the dispute between Moscow and Amster-
dam. The “HI” International can be America, can be the Ame-
rican Federation of Labour. According to Cramp the American
Federation of Labour has achieved “brilliant results”, it has
helped to put the Mexican trade wnion movement on its feet.

Having thus divided up the “spheres of influence” amongst
ourselves, we will put an end to the split in the present-day
labour movement, says Cramp in developing his plan of veri-
table “genius”. The “wisdom” of the British reformist leaders
is shown in this rather maive proposal. It is superfluous to
refute this “ingenius” plan at our Plenum. It is clear that we
are endeavouring to form in Moscow not a Moscow-Asiatic
International, but a World International and that the whole trend
of historical development will lighten our task.

Some of the gentlemen who speak directly on behalf of the
bourgeoisie understand the matter better than Cramp and put
things much more clearly. ’
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For instance, a prominent personage in the American poli-
tical world recently estimiated the significanice of our Soviet
Constitution in the following way:

“The mew constitution of the U.S.S.R.”’, says this
gentleman, “is glorified by its creators not as a single
historic fact, but as a step towards realising a definite
“policy. In order to symbolise this, the Soviet coat of arms
changed and, according to Article 70, is composed of a
hammer and sickle with the world globe as the back-
ground and certain countries pointed in red by which it
1s understood that in time this red will spread everywhere.”
What a tremendous discovery!

And the conclusion of this dignified persom is the following:

“It is not a question of the propaganda by separate
zealots of Soviet Russia directed against American institu-
tions, but of the open dedlarations of the Soviet government
as to its firm decision to form a Socialist League of Na-
tions to which all countries must soomer or later adhere,
not only theoretically but in actual practice.”

As you see this bourgeois takes stock of the situation better
than Cramp.

I will take the liberty of quoting an article of Mons.
Chasseigne in the February number of the jourmal “Revue de
deux Mondes” under 'the title of “The Mobilisation of Asia”.

“Bolshevism has not the force to take the European
stronghold by storm and is therefore attempting to surround
it, to capture it by treachery. It is shamelessly entering into
deals with all enemies of the West. In the East, there is
no more nationalistic organisation than the III International.
Under the pretext (!) that dlass interests temporarity coin-
cide with national interests, it supports the national heroes
and the Eastern bourgeoisie, and in Russia makes conces-
sions to its new bourgeoisie — the peasamiry.

‘The indestructable bridge’ between Furope and Asia,
the omly offspring of which the Comintern can be proud,
the path for the attack of the Vamdals on European civili-
sation. The famous ‘moujik’s Vatican’ has become a Mecca
where all the demands and pretences of the colonial peoples
find a response.” »

As you see Mons. Chasseigne “consoles” himself in the
fact that we Bolsheviks direct all our attention to the FEast.
This problem thus acquires a burning character. All our enemies,
including also the reformist leaders in England, are studying
this theme thoroughly.

From year to year we have to introduce various correc-
tions, concentrating attention at ome time on Central Europe,
at another time on the West, then on England, then on the
East and vice versa. One thing is clear, the Comintern is
growing more and more into a world organisation and despite
the dual perspectives as to the tempo of the movement, it stands
unshakably on unchanged grounds on the question of the ine-
vitability of the proletarian revolution.

II. On the “Stabilisation“ of Capitalism.
The Menshevik Bourgeois Estimation of “Stabilisation”.

How did this question stand a year ago? Almost as soon
as we had pronounced the word “stabilisation” -the leaders of
the II. International, in particular the German Social Democrats,
began distributing leaflets in Berlin exultantly announcing to
the world that “in Moscow it has been decided to remoumce
the revolution and the proletarian dictatorship”. As a matter
of fact this never even entered our heads. It stands to reason
that we have not for one moment renounced the revolution.
We merely stated what corresponded to the true state of affairs
and which to some extent also remains in force at the present
moment — a certain stabilisation in the situation of capitatism,
a stabilisation that was relative and weak, but nevertheless a
stabilisation.

Wherein lay the difference between us and the Social Dembo-
cracy on this question, between us and say, the school of
Kautsky, Hilferding, and Otto Bauer? The difference by no
means lies in the fact' that we denied ‘the existence of sigms
of a temporary, relative stabilisation of capitalism in one dountry
or another. No, we see these signs, we speak about them openly
and will continue doing so. We are sufficiently strong so as
not to build up illusions for ourselves, we are sufficiently strong

to look dangers straight in the face, we are swuificiently strong
to estimate the enemy and its forces in the proper mamnner.
Wherein lies the difference? The real dilference, comrades, is in
that the Social Democrats view stabilisation not as something
relative and transitional — they see in it a whole new historic
epoch of caplitalism and consider that capitalism will continue to
exist during a long period. “Yes, capitalism waged war, but
now it is recuperating and possibly after the war it will only
become stronger; it will still exist tor whole decades, if not for
centuriies.” That is the attitude of the Social Demokrats.

I will perhaps be reproached for exaggerating. Nothing of
the kind! It stands to reason that such a sly fox as Otto Bauer
or Hilferding would not speak so frankly. But we are mot so
nruch interested in the “scientific” amalysis of these sly foxs
as in the everyday agitation of the Social Democrats, the
methods of practical work of the II. Intermatiomal. In what
form do they present their lideas to the prolefariat? How do
they themselves approach this question? In this respect an
article in the “Pravo Lidu” for December 16, 1925, is very
characteristic. Czechoslovakia — I hope our Czech comrades
will forgive me — is still rather a provincial country. It does
not play the foremost role in the II. Internatiomal. It is there-
fore all the more curios to' note how the theses of Bauer
and Kautsky are interpreted by the Social Democrats there. How’
do they understand stabilisation? Here is a short extract irome
one of the Sodial Demoicratic articles:

“Thus for some inexplicable reasomns there are even
now in Russia entirely erroneous views concerning Europe.
‘Even now the opinion prevails there that the ascomoimic
onder of Europe is approaching a catastrophe, that in-
trigues are going om in Europe against Russia, and that
there are plans for an alliance directed against her, that
European states are already disorganised to such an extent
that their collapse is merely a question of time. But if it
has been possible to successfully carry out a series of
measures, as for instance the adoption of the Dawes Plan,
the financial support of Germany, Poland and Austria —
does not this represent the defeat of the Communists of
Germany, France and Great Britain? And since it has
come to Lodarno and to the agreement comcernfing Euro-
pean debts to America — all of this is symptomatic that
Europe is ready for a whole century of a new life.”

Thus Europe, capitalist Furope, is settling its affais. for
another whole century! What is really in the mind of Otto
Bauer and Hillerding is in the mouth of the provincial Czech
Social Democrat! The agitation conducted by the Social Demo-
oracy to all intents and purposes bears much closer relation
to this simple formula of a century of flourishing capitalism
than with the ingenious ‘sdientific” formula of Otto Bauer or
Hilferding.

It is interesting to contrast with this what is said by the
far-seeing bourgeois. Let us take for instance the article of the
well-known British liberal economist Keynes. Hé is by no
means a Bolshevik, — not so long ago 1 had the pleasure
of a persomal conversation with him and I had come to the
conchusion that he has a most... wild idea of Bolshevism. But
he is something of an expert on British and world ecomomics.
Well, quite recently Keynes stated in an article published in
té}:ﬁ cohumns of “Nation and Athenaeum” in its issue of February

, 1926:

“The ‘sane’ finamncial policy is throftling Germany as
well as Great Britain. I'think that the only way of geftting
rid of it is by the aid of a political storm. The big business
men of Germamny are ready to collaborate in all loyalty
with the Dawes Commissioners, partly out of love of 2
peaceful life and partly out of the desire to maintain good
relations with the foreign financial world. But a time might
come when the German Government, in its submission fo
the orders of the Committee on Reparations, will fail to find
support among the electorate. If this were fo happen what
threat can the Allies use to intimidate the German people?
The campaign of the Western powers in the direction of
lowering the standard of living in Central Furope might
prove far from satisfactory to the cause of capitalism and
might give the forces of ferment in the West an opportu-
nity for which they are only waiting. At present Germany
is an economic danger spot in Europe.”
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This is how Keynes appreciates the situation! He thimks
that tthe knife is not only at the throat of Germamy, but of
almost . the whole of Europe. He is of the opinion that the
question can only be solved by cutting the political knot.

The difference between us and the Social Democrats does
not at all comsist in our denial of the temporary, transitional;
shortlived and weak stabilisation of capitalism in this or that
country. We see this stabilisation, we point it out and we will
continte pointing it out in accordance with the actual comdi-
tion of affairs. The difference consists in our predicting, as
belore, the death of capitalism. Our diagnosis is the same as
before: the death of capitalism, dictatorship of the proletariat
within a comparatively short time! The diagnosis of Social
Democracy is different. It predicts the revival of capitalism for
decades and even for a whole century, its. existence during a
new and prolonged epoch.

A Correct Criterion for the Appreciation of Stabilisation.

Some comrades said quite correctly that at the 1925 Session
we did not define dlearly enough the character of “stabilisation”.
We are not going to assert that in the theses now before you
the meaning of this term has been fully elaborated. We will
be only too glad to define it more precisely with the help
of all comrades. But it is necessary fto say at the outset what
it is all about, what serves us as a criterion when we speak
of stabilisation.

When we speak of the process of the recomstruction of
world capitalism, we must say with what epoch we are com-
paring the present epoch, if with the pre-war epoch 1913—14,
or if we take as the point of issue 1919—20 — the years aiter
the end of the war, when the bourgeoisie was confronted with
greatest difficulties. We must differentiate between these two
epochs, and in order to define exactly the term “stabilisation”
we must have both epochs in view. Ii we take as the point of
issue the pre-war epoch 1913 or the beginning of 1914, we can
say that, with the exception of America, hardly in any of the
dapitalist countries has the pre-war level been fully reached.
Capitalism to-day is quite close to this level, but it has not
reached it yet. Moreover, comrades, we must bear in mind that
since 1913 the population has increased. In so-called “normal
times” the growth of the population is supposed to be accom-
panied by a growth of the productive forces. But if we take
as the point of issue 1920, namely, the epoch of the end of
the war, we can say that a relative stabilisation has taken place
in many capitalist countries. :

‘However, world economics are a phenomenon too com-
plicated for their different historical periods to be judged by
simple comparative figures. If we take for instance the world
production of coal in 1923 and in 1924 we will see at the first
glance an extraordinarily satisfactory state of affairs: in 1924
the production of coal exceeded by 24 million tons the pre-war
production. However, all of us probably know of the terrible
crisis through which the British coal industry is going and with
it the entire nmational economy of Great Britain. Coal troubles
are also experienced by other countries. What is really the
matter? The matter is that evidently a certain re-distribution of
productive forces has taken place throughout the world (this
is also shown by the reduction in the world export of coal from
191.5 million tons to 146.7 million tons). Evidently a considerable
number of countries which were consumers of coal have begun
to mse their own coal or forms of power other than coal. The
war, which severed international economic relations, compelled
many countries to adopt more economical machinery, with
respect to fuel — white doal, peat, oil, etc. Before the war the
percentage of vessels using coal was 87%, at present it is not
more than 65%.

The partition of Europe itself with its numerous customs
walls, with its protectionismy its as yet unstabilised valutas and
unsettled debts, precludes the idea that the process of capifalist
reslabilitation can be carried out on simple straightforward lines.
Morever, if we consider that there has been a general turn
towards America on the part of world economy, that we witness
the decentralisation of the British Empire, that finally, the war
bas stimulated a powerful anti-imperialist movement in the East,
we will uaderstand that the “process of stabilisation” is not such
a simiple matter for capitalism. It demands great expenditure,
many sacrifices on the part of someone. Let us consider at
whose expense this process of “stabilisation” is taking place,

.

how there can be achieved this new consolidation, this “equi-
librium” which capitalism has as yet been unable to realise?
Chiefly at the expense of the toiling masses, at the expense of
the workers as a whole.

Stabilisation at the Expense of the Workers.

In our theses we pointed out two main sources of stabili-
sation:

1. Intense exploitation of the workers.
2. The so-called American “aid”.

Bourgeois stabilisation is being achieved in the various"
countries. Among these methods in various ways we must
differentiate between the German method which consists in the
so-called “rationalisation of production”, namely, its trustification
and in the accompanying Eamllel process of bankruptcies. Here
stabilisation is mainly “achieved at the expense of the toiling
masses and has in its wake reduced production, unemployment,
high prices, heavy taxes, etc. The other, the British method is
the method by which “stabilisation” is introduced in the interests
of finance capital, but against the interests of industry, in the
form of deflation which is based on the desire to make the pound
sterling “keep pace” with the dollar. To all intents and purposes
this method is also applied at the expense of the workers, for
it results in a stoppage of export and unemployment with their
consequence — reduced wages. On this subject it is again
Keynes who has much to say. I have already quoted him and
will go on quoting him. This is what he says in his book “The
Economic Consequences of Mr. Churchill”:

“Our problem is to reduce money-wages and, through
them, the cost of living, with the idea that, when the circle
is complete, real wages will be as high, or nearly as high,
as before. By what modus operendi does credit restriction
attain this result? In no other way than by the deliberate
intensification of unemployment. The object of credit restric-
tion, in such a case, is to withdraw from employers the
financial means to employ labour at the existing level of
prices and wages. The policy can only attain its end by
intensifying unemployment without limit, until the workers
are ready to accept the necessary reduction of money-wages
under the pressure of hard facts, ,

This is the so-called ‘sound’ policy, which is demanded
asla ’r’esult of the recent act of pegging sterling at a gold
value.

Under the pressure of harsh measures the workers are to
accept reduced wages. Such is the British method.

The French method is somewhat different: it is the method
of inflation which for a time, affects the proletariat much less
than the petty-bourgeois elements. But here too, stahilisation is
in the end obtained at the expense of the workers.

Finally, the American method of stabilisation consists in
levying interest on loans when they are floated, e. g. by Morgan,
and in reducing this interest almost to nought to preserve the
paying capacity of the debtor, if the interest on these loans is to
be paid to the American Government. Such was the case last
vear with respect to the Italian' loans: the Italian Government
will pay the American Government on its war debt a lower
interest then it will have to pay to Morgan for the recently
floated “stabilisation” loan amounting to 100,000,000 dollars. In
other words, the “magninimity” of America towands “stabili-
sing” Europe is practised entirely at the expense of the American
petty-bourgeoisie, working class and farmers.

The question of who pays for the present “stabilisation” can
be explained by the taxation policy of the various countries. In
Great Britain, last year’s taxes compared with pre-war taxes
amounted to 258%, in the U.S. A. to 195%; in France to 293%,
in Japan to 192%, etc.

To give a more or less clear definition of the modern “stabi-
lisation of capitalism” several other items must be considered:

Firstly, unemployment. Five million of unemployed in Europe
is a fact of enormous importance. Unemployment has largely be-
come a chronic status. Every child knows that there is chromic
unemployment.in Great Britain. It is as clear as day that we shall
soon have the same situation in Germany. It is even possible
that the figures which I have quoted are an under-estimation.
Chronic unemployment in Germany to the extent of one to one
and a half millions is almost certain.
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Here are figures on umemployment in the most important
oountries: ) :

persons
‘Germany . 2,500,000
Great Britain . . 1,500,000
Poland 400,000
Austria . . 200,000
Czechoslovakia 100,000

Another important feature 1s the question of wages.

Official statistics in the various countries give exaggerated
figures, and trade unions, when they deal with this question, in-
clude in their statistics only separate categories of workers, fre-
quently in separate districts of the country, with the result that
no exact dates are available for any country. Therefore, the figures
given below are only approximate.

To sum up: five million unemployed, a low level of wages,

Fluctuation of Real Wages in the Main Countries of the World.
Taking 1913 as 100, we get:

>
S~
ax >
= o 8E E The Balkans
Years ws e’y g o (Roumania, Bul-
’ 25 S= 3 = = _ garia)
=) S R NG| =
1923 avr. month 116,8 97,1 97,3 62,2 In these c?éxz%trides
; wages in o
1924 » 126,8 97,3 96,3 71,2 97,9 ot exceed 50 % of
1925 . 1281 99,1 91,7 75,1 89,7 pre-war level

a heavier burden of taxation and growth of European indeb-
tedness to America, etc. etc. — such is the “price of stabilisation”.
We are perfectly justified in saying that stabilisation in its
present form, even if it partially (and omly for a time) con-
solidates the bourgeois order, is achieved by methods which in
essence are tantamount to the revolutiomisation of the situation.
I we take the most important countries and briefly amalyse
what has happened during this period since the moment when
we first uttered the word “stabilisation” we will see that even
in the foremost country of Europe, in Great Britain, there has
been a change for the worse. It is true, that during the last few
months an improvement has taken place in the general ecomomic
situation. However, on the whole, the position of Great Britain
in 1925—26 continues fo grows worse.

A new feature in the existing situation is the extension of
the crisis to another country, and to a victorious country at
that — to France which is going through a prolonged social,
political and financial crisis gradually becoming more and more
complicated.

Finally, an abrupt change has taken place in Germany
where, ouly }1 year ago, the state of affairs seemed brilliant.
To many the’ change seemed abnupt, but in reality it was only
what was to be expected. There you have also to do with
an acute crisis, with an avalanche of bankruptcies, with severe
unmemployment, — and this at the very beginning of the period
when the results of the Dawes Plan became evident. Hitherto
the effects of the Dawes Plan were hardly noticeable in Germany.
This is only the beginning, and worse will follow. It is only
this year that Germany will begin to feel the results of the
Dawes Plan.

, Fourthly, we have Poland, where the economic catastrophe
has almost reached the breaking point. And Poland is very
imtportant, for it is the cemtre of the colliding influences of
Great Britain, France and America, for it is an important centre
on which to a certain extent depends the trend of development

on the one hand in Germany and on the other hand in Russia.,

sediis

III. In the Varions Capitalist Countries.
America.

Before the war the antagonism between Great Britain and
Germany was the determining factor, and at present it is the
antagonism between America and Great Britain which is be-
commg more and more that determinant. But it would be
wrong to represent matters, as this is sometimes dome, as if
Europe in comparison with America is a mere pigmy. This is
not so, if for nothing else, than by the fact alone that Europe
has ‘a population three times that of America. Furopea has a
population of 350 million including over 100 million workers,

whilst America has only a population of 115 million. This alone
already means something. 1his antagonism must not be. exag-
gerated, neither must it be under-estumated.

One should not exaggerate the fact that America is at
present exporting an enormous amount of capital to Europe.
It is; of course, doing ‘this, but the amount of the exported
capital in itself is certainly mo criterion. I am reminded of
Comrade Lenin’s book “lmperialism” which gives the figures
of the export of capital from Europe (before the war) — figures
in many ways much more impressive than the present figures
of the export of capital from America. At present the situation
has been reversed. A decade sufficed to eifect such a radical
‘change. But one should beware of wnderestimating 'this fact.
One should above all bear in mind that we have to do here
with «dilterences between Great Britain and America which
become and more decisive. :

I will quote a few figures. The national yearly income of the
U.S.A. is 60 billion dollars. Of the 9,720,000 doliars worth
of gold in the world, 4,545,000, viz. almost half, bel
to America in 1924; at present if I am not mistaken, it is almost
60%. All Europe is in debt to America. The latter can now
permit itself the luxury of openly dictating political terms when
granting loans. The most vivid example of this is perhaps the
recent loan to Belgium. In this case America quite openly
dictated the political conditions to Vandervelde and his Govern-
ment, namely, a reduction of the army, a slashing of the budget,
zland the “most favoured wnation” clause conditions for the said
loan.

The U. S. A. has a colossal share in the world production
of the most important raw materials: 43,3% of the coal, 47,6%
cast-iron, 49.3% steel, 70,9% to oil, 50% cotton, etc. Of course
one must not run away with the idea, that this state of affairs
1s already a permanent achievement of the American economy.
It is not so, for the post-war yedrs with their alternating in-
dustrial crises and booms present an extremly variagated
picture. During  the last three years ithe U.S. A. share in the
world production of the aforesaid raw materials has suffered
a decline (coal 8%, cast-iron 16%, steel 12%, etc.). A further.
reduction of this share is not at all impossible. But nevertheless
the share remmains colossal. America needs a stabilised Europe,
a stabilised world ecomomy, otherwise there canmot be stability
in its own affairs in spite of all its wealth. In other words: the
limited success of world capitalism with respect to stabilisation
acts as a boomeramg against America; perhaps not quite so
strong, but it does hit. This is reflected in the instability of
production, of intermational trade, with regard to international.
agreements and debts, and also in connection with the export
ol capital.

The U.S.A. is but one of the links of world capitalism
as a whole, (although the strongest link). Therefore the com-
plaints of world capitalism, which after all have their root
in the absence of real stabilisation, will seriously affect the
hegomony of America. .

In condusion, T must remind you that there are in America
symptoms of another agrarian crisis and in connection with
this there is a revival of the movement for a Labour Party.
The position of the upper stratum of the workers is not .all bad,
but considerable sections -of unskilled workers have a hard life
of it. Read for instance ‘the article of such a man as Purcell
in which he describes his trip to America. He has seen many
things there and has come to the conclusion '‘that the majority
of the working dlass lives under fairly difficult conditions. Large
sections of unskilled workers have a hard time of it. One
must reckon with the fact that at present hegemomny is in the
hands of America, ‘that the diilerences between Amerida and
Great Britain are becoming a determining factor, ome that mmust
be reckoned with and which pre-determines our further decisions.

Great Britain.

1 will deal now with Great Britain. Here we have am
utterty different situation. Its loss of @ privileged position  in
the world market is a fact. 1 refer to such a prominent person
as George Harvey, former American Ambassador in Great
Britain and now editor of the “North American Review”, one
of the most influential economic periodicals in America. In an
article headed “Dangerous Situation in Great Britain”,--which
appeared in that periodical at the emd of 1925, he gives the
following estimate of the economic position of Great Britain:
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“The times when Great Britain was the manufactiuring
country are past. At present its functions are those of
‘mediator’ or industrial negotiator between the producers
of raw material and the comsumers of manufactured goods.
Moreover Great Brifain finds it more and more diificuit to
compete with others, as it has to reckon with enormous
tramsport cost.”

_In this article Harvey also refers to the statement in the
British press by the chairman of the Administrative Board of
the Federation of British Industries, Mr. Allan Smith:

“Thus we have reached a state when it will be neces-,
sary to comsider the liquidation of our national income and
to begin to live on our capital. If something is not done
in time to revive foreign trade we will soon reach a state
of mational bankruptcy.”

_ 'When British capitalists themselves begin to talk about the
liquidation of their mnational income and about national bank-
ruplcy, it is a serious arngument that goes to show that capitalist
development in Great Britain is on a downward grade.

Harvay winds up his article by appealing to America to
help the amcestress of the Anglo-Saxon peoples. )
This is what he says:

“Since it is said that we must help the whole world,
our attention should be turmed first and foremost to Great
Britain. In the name of racial affinity the U.S. A. must give
the question of Great Britain second place immediately after
the question of its own country.”

‘Whiat “manner of help” the Americans are giving to their
Anglo-Saxon sister, however; is exemplified in one of the British
Dominions — Canada, which has of late almost ceased being
a British Dominion. I dealt with this already at the last Session
of the Executive Comimittee. Today I will merely quote a few
figures concerning U.S. A. and British investments in Canada.

" Before the war. In a period of 14 years (1900—1913) the
investments of foreign capital in Canada can be expressed in
the followings figures:

Great Britain U.S. A.
(In Dollars.)
1,743,118,000 627,794,000
Proportion
3:1

““other” countries invested a comparatively small
162,715,000 dollars.
At present British and U.S. A. investments in Canada are

sum  —

almost equal — the share of each of the two countries is
25 billion dollars, viz. ‘the proportion is now
. 1:1.

The very character of the investments of capital of these
two countries differs. The British investors in Canada are
rentiers (holders of bonds, receiving only interest) and the
American investors are owners receiving not only interest but
profit from their enterprises.

American “Anglo-Saxons” take the most active part in the
process of the dismemberment of the British Empire, which
we are now witnessing. The community of Anglo-Saxon interest
is becoming more and more questionable and the fine phrases
gbout help to the “ancestress” of the Anglo-Saxon peoples do
not alter the fact that the “ancestress” is on the way to the most
serious economic convulsion. '

However, it would be wrong to assume that this will
happen very soon, that within a few momths there will be
a revolution in Great Britain. The main thing at present is that
the trend of development, which a year ago was hardly dis-
cernable, is now assuming a quite distinct form. Moreover I
must point out that the British bourgeoisie, the conservative
bourgeoisie, is still pursuing its plan to make war on the Soviet
Union. You know the article published in the February issue
of the British iournal, “Fortnightly Review” under the pseudonym
of “Augur”. The rumour is that Mr. Augur is very intimate
with  Mr. Chamberlain, the British Foreign Secretary. This is
what he writes:

. “Ii the Soviets will not take advantage of the onportunity

which is theirs at present, if they fail to join the condert

of European mations, if they will ignore the necessity to
show their desire to arrive at a peaceful agreement, they will
inevitably be expelled from the family of European peoples,
and in the event of bad behaviour they will make themselves
the object of the application of protective measures which in
the interest of peace will be far from peaceful.”

This sounds almost like an ultimatum. What measures can
be called “far from peaceful”’? I think military measures! Let
all the British workers hear this! They must, all of them, under-
stand that just now, when the British bourgeoisie is rather
uneasy on the eve of a conmflict with the miners, it is again
turning its attention to the plan of something like an armed
attack on the U.S.S.R. I presume that we must now fully
realise — if we want to be the World International — the
Iundamental difference in the position of the proletariat of these
two coumntries.

The Attempt to “Americanise” the Labour Movemeni.

In Great Britain we witness a development of the working
class which is favourable to the trend of revolution, whilst in
America it is of a reactionary character. The best proof for this
is found in the following two documents, one of which attests
the revolutionisation of the British Labour Movement, — i. e.
the resolution adopted at the Scarborough Congress, a resolution
on imperialism which brings forward the slogan: “The right
of all peoples of the British Empire to selk:determination, in-
cluding the right to complete severence from the Empire”*).
One must at least have a certain knowledge of the British
Labour Movement to appreciate the significance of this fact.
We all of us know that far a long time so-called “Labour
imperialism” reigned supreme in Great Britain, that the colonial
excess profits of the British capitalists have been the soil which
nurtured and brought forth the labour aristocracy. But if we
have before us a resolution adopted by the Trade Union Con-
gress and framed in an almost Leninist spirit, this goes to show
that the development of the British Labour Movement is pro-
ceeding along the revolutionary path.

The second document relers to America. It exposes very
clearly the basis of the modern labour movement in the U.S. A.
This document is the proclamation of the American Federation
of Labour to all American workers, adopted in October 1925
at its Convention in Atlantic City. This resolution contains the
following statement:

“The American Federation of Labour stands firmly and
irrevocably for democracy, for the people’s right to govern
and to dispose of their own destiny by means of their own
political appanatus.

The American Federation of Labour inspired by pure
idealism protests against despotism, bureaucracy and dic-
tatorship, be their character violent or benevolent.

The American Federation of Labour protests most
emphatically against revolution and against the application
of violent measures where democracy exists, and where the
people have an opportunity to change their government
by means of the constitutional rights granted them.

The American Federation of Labour condemmns the
philosophy of Communism which is an attribute of the
Soviet Government and which forms the foundation of its
structure and policy.

*) The Trade Union Congress considers the British Govern-
ment’s domination over mnon-British peoples as a form -of
capitalist exploitation for the purpose of guaranteeing to- the
British capitalists 1. cheap sources of raw material; 2. the right
to exploit cheap and unorganised labour power amd the
utilisation of the competition of this labour power to lower
the existence level of the workers in Great Britain.

The Congress dedlares ifs determined opposition to im-
perialism and resolves: 1. to support the workers in all parts
of the British Empire in the organisation of trade unioms and
political marties for the protection of their interests, and 2. fo
sunport the right of all the peoples of the British Empire to
seli-determination including the right of complete severence from
the Empire. . . s

The resolution was adopted by 3,820,000 against 79,000
(“Daily Herald”. 14. IX. 1925)) R
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The American Federation of Labour protests against
the philosophy and dogma of Communism and against the
dictatorship existing in that unhappy and oppressed country.

The American Federation of Labour declares war on
it, not a defensive war, but war of the most energetic and
offensive character.

The American Federation of Labour demands that the
Government of the U.S. A. maintain its position of non-
recognition of the Soviet regime. We praise our govern-
ment for its courage, for its determination to adhere to the
fundamental principles of democracy and mot to allow itself
to be influenced either by diplomatic intrigues or - by
business interests.

The American Federation of Labour will consistently
take action against the spreadiuiigJ of Communist propaganda
in any shape or form in the U.S. A. and on the Western
hemisphere. It is proud of the pledge of the organised
workers of Mexico to work in this direction jointly with us.

The American Federation of Labour declares that its
structure 'as well as its principles are foumnded on demo-
cracy. Despotism and Democracy cannot be made to agree.
To capitulafe before the enemy is tantamount to playing
into his hands.

The American Federation of Labour proposes also in
future to take adequate measures for the protection of its
integrity against the destructive, disintegrating and demo-
ralising doctrines of Communism and to do its utmost to
protect from their pernicious influence the democratic in-
stitutions of our republic. We are for America, for a demo-
cratic America and we want the whole world to know it.”

" This prodamation was adopted by the Convention of the
American Federation of Labour, and this, comrades I consider
the best iHustration of the hypocritical and renegade mood of
the “labour” leaders which they endeavour to piously comceal
behind the “high” philosophy of democracy, “pure idealism”,
the right of peoples to govern and to dispose of their own
destiny, etc.

The U. S. A. is at present the promised land of
reformism. “Amernican” methods are beginning to be transplan-
ted to European soil. I have a feeling that West European
ocomrades are mot yet fully aware of the important role which
this “Americanisation” is bound to play. In Germany we al-
ready motice that the German Soicial Democracy is pitting
\America against the Soviet Union. In Germany a beginning
has already been made with the estabilishment of labour banks,
etc. The slogan of Fordism is already being brought forward
there, and this slogan is becoming the ideal of the German
Social Democracy in lieu of Marxism. Up till now this pheno-
inenon is limited to Germany, but, comrades, we must realise
that this “Americanisation” is bound to progress in the near
future. An effort will be made to introduce so-called American
methods in all countries with a developed Labour movement.
The propaganda in favour of the Soviet Union will be challen-
ged by the propaganda in favour of imperialist America. More-
over, comrades, it is said — and we must not under-estimate
this — that these gentry will be able to hawk their goods
throughout Europe.

It is true, that in America there are big labour banks (as
many as 40 banks with a capital of 200 million dollars) which
are ol course completely dependent on the banks of the big
bourgeoisie and which are connected with them organisationally.
An attempt is being made to represent this as a new epoch
of the Labour movement when capitalists and workers, having
associated themselves for the realisation of commercial profits
from joint stock companies, will lead mankind along a new path
without any social convulsions whatever. Thus we find in al-
most every number of the organ of the American Federation of
Labour a whole page of advertissements of the Rockefeller Oil
Trust under the semsational heading: “Who are the capitalists
in the Standard Oil Company?”

The answer is: “The 49,000 shareholders including 14,000
employees. Among ‘the smiall shareholders are manual and office

workers, widows, orphans who are in this way utilising their

savings, — may be that among them you will find your milk-
man or your laundress.”

The. advertisement winds wup thus: “And this is called capi-
talism! Is it really capitalism?” -

Thus this must be called “Socialism”. We find, for instance,
in ‘the organ of the American Federation of Labour a big ad-

vertisement of a labour bank: “The hand that writes this bamk
cheque is the hand that rules the world. Workers themiselves
can rule the world if they will take their savings to these
bank”. At present these labour banks are the subject of a distinct
school of thought.

In the “New York World” of January 3, 1926, there is a
very insteresting article by Frank Bohn under the headmge
“Workers begin to take more interest in banks than in #
ballot box”. )

He goes on to say: »

“We notice, for instance, the development of labo
banks. The Locomotive Engineers Union aloie has 16 banks.
The deposits in its chief bank, which is in Cleveland, Olio,
amounted to 23 million dolars at the end of last year. This
bank advanced money to the Bergholz Local of the ‘United
Mine Workers Union’ for the establishment of a ©co-opera-
tive mine. As a result 110 miners paid for their miine
270,000 dollars, the shares being divided equally among
these miners. Here is a short notice from the ‘American
Labour Year Book’ on the success of this co-operative mine:
‘In two months 14,000 toms of coal were obtained and
25,000 dollars worth of coal was sold. In view of the hi
quality of the coal and its careful preparation for the et
it found a ready sale on the Cleveland market at prices
higher than usual. As the demands for the coal amd the
efforts for its production grow, the number of workers in-
creases. Every newly appointed worker becomes a member
of the co-operative and receives his portion of shares, the
value of which is at present 2500 dollars per person.
‘Wages according to trade mwmion rates reach from 30 to
50 dollars a week after deductions to cover interest and
capital.”

On the strength of this fact Bohn arrives at the following
conclusion: »

“Marxist socialism is inapplicable to American condi-
tions. Marxism declares as a ‘scientific fact’ that ‘there can
be nothing in common between capital and labour’, that
there must be dass war between them until either ome or
the other is destroyed. Moreover, as workers have no pro-
perty they also have no fatherland. The slogan of the
marxists was: ‘Workers of all countries, unite! You have
nothing to lose but your chains!

To swm wup, one can say that our workers have come
to the conclusion that the conquest of political power does
not yet guarantee them improvement of their economtic posi-
tion, as the American political order is not' adapted fo
the administration of ecomomic enterprises. Workers and
farmers have realised that the omly correct path is that
of the miners of Bergholz.”

In Europe, too, the workers are beginning to be fascinated
by the labour banks, first and foremost in Germany. The Ger-
man Social Democrats are now endeavouring fto popularise
Bernstein’s theory concerning small capitalists. In Atnerica the
amalgamation between trade umions and capitalism is becoming
more and more evident, the leaders of the American Fderafion
of Labour speak quite openly of the “Monroe Doctrine” as
applied to the Labour Movement. There are alre big mixed
trade unions of employers and workers. This movement is
assuming a systematic character.

Destruction of capitalism through the participation of

workers and small shareholders! The old, old story! Remember
what Kautsky wrote against Bernstein in the days when Kautsky
was a Marxist, what Hilferding and Rosa Luxemburg wrote
about this “theory”. Perhaps it would be as well to compile
an anthology on this question to freshen wp our memory.
. Whilst in Great Britain we witness the revolutionisation of
the working class because of the objective situation, whilst the
ipremises for the development of a labour aristocracy. are dis-
appearing there, in America we see just the opposite.

What is the American Federation of Labour? In reality it
is the organisation of the labour aristocracy. In America there
are over 4 million skilled workers and in the ramks of the
American Federation of Labour there are only 2,800,000 workers,
including of course a certain number of unskilled workers. Thus
of 30 million workers there are only 25 million organised. Of
course, these are the oream of the labour aristocracy as Comr
rade Pepper correctly said, — the labour aristocracy of- the
labour aristocracy.
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Such is the social basis of reformism in America.

" ‘In the epoch wlhen, in Great Britain the objective premises
for the development of a labour aristocracy are disappearing,
canditions favourable for the development of a labour aristo-
cracy are springing up and are becoming consolidated in
America. These new American methods are transplanted to other
countries, and we miust take this into account.

We are on the way to becoming the World International
The labour movement is wdeveloping more and more. West
European workers are sending delegations to the U.S.S.R,
Social Democrats send their leaders to America. A Social Demo-
cratic Trade Union Delegation has already visited America and
has found’a common language with the American trade unions.
An. important member of the German trade union movement,
Tarnow, made the following statement at the Comgress of the
American Federation of Labour: “Bolshevism is a good religion
for starving and desperate people.” The American delegates, the
“fat boys” (as they are called there) of the Federation agreed
with him. Yoit -can read in the “New York Times” that the
American working class has entered upon a new era. “The
trade unions in America have officially put an end to irrespon-
sible methods of struggle and have cleared the way for colla-
borating with the employers for the solution of the industrial
problem to the advantage of both sides.” Thus at the time
when in Germany these new ‘tumes are omly beginning to be
aaclimated, in America they have a quite firm foundation. In
North America we are no doubt confronted with a prolonged
period of the bloom of the labour aristocracy and its ideology.

1 think that all our Parties are now interested in the study
of this new ideology. What is said today in Almerica will pro-
bably be said tomorrow in Czechoslovakia, Germany, etc. If
we want to understand today the substance of reformism, if
we want to examine the recesses of its heart, its very substance,
it we want to read its innermost thoughts, we must certainly
study the ideology of the American movement.

France.

1 wil now deal with France. I have already said that the
new feature in the political situation of the current year is —
that France, one of the victorious countries, is on the threshold
of a crisis. It is not merely a financial crisis as some comrades
assume, it is an ecomomic, political and consequently also
a social crisis.

The French .crisis has its roots in the entire post-war
economics of France. Its cause is the adventurous policy indul-
%ed in by Framce during the period of the occupation of the

uhr. France, which played the role of umiversal creditor, is
becoming herself a debtor. She had to cede the role of political
leader ot Europe to other more powerful bourgeois countries.
These causes find their reflex first of all in the present internal
position of France, and they show that the crisis is not only
a financial crisis.

Qu the other hand, we cannot agree with the assertion that
the present position in France can be compared with that of
Germiany in October, 1923. This would be an extremely
aptimistic appreciation, not at all in keeping with reality. We
mtust mot lose sight of the tempo of the movement, we must
see the situation in its proper light. I think that we have at
present in France a situation exiremely favourable for the prole-
tariat to assume a leading role.

We witness at present in France the development of the
struggle between the big and the petty-bourgeoisie, including,
last but mot least, the peasantry. The peasants and small ren-
tiers are almost five-sixths expropriated owing to inflation and
heavy taxes. Their position at present is such that, if we act
deverly, the labour movement will be given a great impetus
towards further development. That is why I said in my intro-
ductory remarks that the French Party is going through a period
when it will be able to make a mighty step forward, provided
it adopts a correct policy. It will not only be able to become
the leader of the entire working dass, but it will also exercise
influence on large sections of the urban petty-bourgeoisie and
the peasantry. There is no way out for the bourgeoisie.

I have with me also the letter of Mr. Keynes. He imagines

he_has a monopoly of inventions by which to save the bour-

geois. governments throughout the world. Keynes has written
a letter to the French Minister of Finance concerning the French
franc. It is an interesting letter. He says: How am I to help

you overcome the crisis? The best means is the confiscation of
capital. But this is wunjust, where is the justice of it, etc. It
would be a good thing to reduce wages, but this too can lead
to a crisis. The least objectionable way out is — raising prices
for the mecessaries of lite. This it would be comparatively easy
to carry out. My advice to the Minister of Finance is to follow
this path. _

The French bourgeoisie has already entred or will enter
upon this path. Our Party must foresee this and must take it
into account, and if it does this and makes it known in good
time, the masses will listen. The French bourgeoisie has no
means wherewith to outlive the crisis, except measures which
are bound to make it more acute. If it wants to come to agree-
ment with America — and it will have to want it because its
indebtedness is very great — this means too will prove in-
adequate for the bourgeoisie. I think that France is the country
where the present retarded tempo of the crisis will soon give
way to a more rapid tempo. It is self-evident that perhaps in
six months time we will be able to speak of the growing acute-
ness of the situation in France and of the successes of our Party
provided it will have the ability to organise and to lead the
masses. The country which up to quite recently appeared to
some people in the light of a bourgeois paradise, and awhich
continues even now to bear this appearance, is already on the
threshold of an increasingly sharp crisis, and will repeat the
gradual revolutionisation of Great Britain.

The crisis in France will be most acute when the big
bourgeoisie remounces inilation. It is mot yet willing to do
so, for inflation is profitable to the bourgeoisie. It is saving
the Fremch capitalists from a trade crisis and gives an oppor-
tunity for the growth of big capital at the cost of the ruination
of the petty bourgeoisie. It will endeavour to dling as long
as possible to this juicy morsel at least for another two
months, and when at last it will be forced to surrender, the
real crisis will begin.

France is in a peculiar position. Notwithstanding the finan-
cial and political crisis, there is hardly any unemployement
there. Even the two million foreign workers who came to France
during the first post-war years, can earn money. As the crisis
develops and when inflation is given wp, the bourgeoisie will
be compelled to restrict industry and to throw overboard first
of all the 2,000,000 foreign workers, in order to save the situation.

Out of this another important task arises for our Party.
It is absolutely mecessary to bring these 2,000,000 workers
under the influence of our Party. Unfortunately it has done very
little in this direction. In six months time, they will probably
be absorbed by Spain, Italy, Poland, the various countries
where the misery is greatest and where the situation is objec-
tively revolutionary. If we are a real International we must
be able to take in hand these 2,000,000 workers. They can
become for us 2,000,000 agitators and organisers of the prole-
tarian revolution in all countries.

The present situation in France creates very favourable ob-
jective conditions for the development of the Comumunist labour
movement. The petty-bourgeois government as represented by
the Left Bloc exposes to the whole population its robbery of
the petty-bourgeois elements and presents a dlassical example
of parliamentary befogging of its electors. Whilst the place to
study reformism is America, the process of decay and the
treacherous character of petty-bourgeois parties led by the
Briands and Herriots — this “classical” bourgeois republica-
nism we must study in France. It is there in the example of
the “Left bloc” that we must show to the workers of the world
what the “Left bloc” really is, whereby leadership is actually
in the hands of the big bouirgeoisie. We must expose the “demo-
cracy” of a Briand to the proletariat of the whole world.

The French working class has no firm organisation tradi-
tions. There were no big parties in that country, no strong
trade unions, but to make up for it is has a glorious tradition
of revolutionary struggle. Comrade Lenin said more than omnce
when he still lived in France, that the French workers will
sometime make a revolution, “without mnoticing it themselves”.
Organisational traditions are very weak in Framce. Only 10%
of the workers are organised in trade unions there. This is a
shame and the time has now come when we positively must
organise at least 25%. Although there are no organisational
traditions in the French working class, it has revolutionary tra-
ditions, and with the acuteness of the inevitable arisis, much cam
be expected of France. :
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Germany.

I will deal now with Germany. Efforts are made to com-
pare the present situation in Germany with that-in 1923. This
is, of course, also an exaggerated estimate of the acuteness of
the present situation. Buf, comrades, we must admit that if
anyone had asked us in March 1925, at the TFiith Enlarged
E.C.C.1, whether it were possible for the situation in Ger-
many to reach its present stage of acuteness, the answer would
have been in the megative. For did mot we all assume that
two to three years of relative stability were guaranteed, and
some representatives of the wltra-Left predicted even a decade.
(Interruption by Scholem: “Who for instance?”) This was said
by Maslov. He said that one would have to wait at least
10 years. We reckoned on two to three years relative stabilisa-
tion. .

. But the contradictions of capitalism are so great that in
spite of all its elasticity — and one cannot deny that as to
the German capitalism, it is very elastic; it has learned much
from the Versailles Peace, from the German Revolution in 1918,
and also partly from our revolution — and yet we see that in
Germany the situation is much worse than we anticipated. But
I °think that the greatest peril for us would be to exaggerate
the tempo of revolutionary development in Germany. Comrades,
I think that there is not as yet in Germany an immediately
revolutionary situation. This certainly does not exist there! We
must not harbour illusions. Therefore, no concessions whatever
to the ultra-Left. Energetic struggle against them! It is just in
situations such as this, when people are inclined to exaggerate,
that it is easy to lose one’s head and ruin the Party without
wanting to. This is the real “ultra-Left” peril. 1 think that
everyone can see it. There will be henceforth in Germany
chronic unemployment to the extent of one to one and a half
million unemployed. Even if Germany, perhaps this year in the
spring of 1926, will emerge temporarily from this terrible crisis,
even if the parliamentary crisis were to be solved there —
although I fail to see now it can be solved, how they can get
out of this blind alley — the situation is much more favourable
for.the work of our Party than we were led to assume not so
fong ago.

We must enter to the credit ledger of the revolution every-
“thing which is in our favour, but at the same time we must
remain calm and must take the sober view that an improve-
ment of the capitalist situation is mot out of the question in
Germany. It is self-evident that America will not abandon Ger-
many. If October 1923 were to be repeated in Germany to-
morrow, do vou really imagine that America would remain in-
different to the fate of Germany — where it has invested so
much capital? On the other hand, it is self-evident that in spite
of America’s desires, Europe is becoming revolutionised. On
the one hand, America is “stabilising” Europe, on the other
hand, it is revolutionising it — without inverted commas. Taking
into consideration the pace of both processes, we can say de-
finitely that at first America will not leave Germany to her
fate. It will endeavour once more or even twice more to save
her. This must not be under-estimated, but one must also con-
sider that compared with 1925 the situation in Germany now

-

is much more revolutionary.

The East.
I will not deal at this time with the other countries. A few

more words about the Fast. We are convinced that we have

achieved much there, and this is correct. I have already said
that one half of our attention must be turned to FEastern
questions because we are a world Party — the World Inter-
national. But there are “Left” exaggerations on this field. I am
not surprised when a Chinese revolutionary who appears in
our midst at the height of the struggles in his country, ima-
gines that he speaks for the Chinese people as a whole. In
reality this is not as yet the case. One of our main bases will
be and should be the South American countries also. I will
deal with this subject quite briefly. It is self-evident that the
North American States which nurture the labour aristocracy,
which have the whole of Europe in their grip, do. not live
only on the colonial, semi-colonial and European exceed profits
but also on the South American .countries. We are not yet
accustomed to look upon the South American States as oppres-
sed countries, but objectively this is their position.

We need not, of course, cherish illusions and lose our heads.
Our success is considerable. The First International, the Inter-

national of Marx, dared mot even dream of such connections in
the East. That the Kuomintang Party, which has 400,000 mem-
bers, which the historical “tomorrow” will placé at the head
of the whole of China, is identifying itself ideologically with
us, already constitutes a very great success. In former times,
proletarian revolutionaries dared not even dream of such things.
This is enough to make one lose ome’s head. But the Com-
munist International must not cherish any- illusions. The suc-
cess of the U.S.S.R. which is building up Socialism, its role
in the modern labour moovement, its prestige in .the ramks of
the whole working class, — all these are enormous successes
which are apt to make one lose one’s head. We may well con-
sider the growing movement of the peoples of the East as one
of these successes. :

Big work is in store for us in this part of the world:
for we are making only our first steps in the East. The best
confirmation of the correctness of Leninism, to mention the la-
test factors of world historical significance, may be considered,
in our epoch the unification of the national-revolutionary move-
ment with the proletariat. This mingling of #two revolutionary
streams guarantees us victory. '

- We are also achieving our first successés in the sphere of
the labour movement in the East where an extensive process of
industrialisation is taking place. This process:is of enormous
historical importance. If we succed in capturing  the colonies
for socialism, and in rallying them behind us before the bour-
geoisie of those countries has time to consolidate. itself, we will
be able to avoid the capitalist stage there. Bit, historically,
another perspective is not out of the question. On the strenght
of this we must attach particular importance to the existence of
aitsn organised nucleus of the working class in the countries of the

ast. . i

At present, the labour movement is weakest in Japan. We
must take measures towards the development. of -a mass move-
ment in that country. There are opportunities for this, and at
all costs we must take advantage of them. —

If we take the present world situation as a ‘whole, we must
without exaggeration and without over-estimation admit the cor-
rectness of our analysis made last year. '

We took then as our starting point the possibility of two
perspectives, and we shaped our tactics in a ‘manner adaptable
to the slower as well as to the more rapid ‘pace of revolutionary
development. In each case we had, of course, to take as oir
starting point the perspective of the slower development, utilising
the flexibility of our tactics to introduce theé necessary corrections
whenever a ‘more rapid pace set in. On the main, the entire trend
of events has borne out the correctness of -our analysis. Develop-
ments in Great Britain, France, Germany and Poland, as well as
in the Balkans and in Central Europe, in thé East and in the
U. SS.R, have negated all the assertions of our opponents and
have shown the correctness of our analysis and the total absence
of any ground for pessimism. - ' .

In America, the Labour Movement will: probably find itself
in very difficult straits for quite a number of years. The new
American reformist methods are being transplanted to Europe,
and this we must take into account. L '

A general survey of the picture shows us that we are ore-
paring gradually fo change from the ‘defensive position in which
for a time we historically found ourselves in a number of coun-

tries into a new offensive. :

IV. Struggle for Unity and New Factors in the
Labour Movement. -

One of the Injunctions of Lenin to the Comintern.

I am coming now to the tactical part of my report. With
your permission I will again be guided in what I say by the
words of Comrade Lenin. This will be the best prologue to
1hgdsubj¢d before us. At the III World Congress Comrade Lenin
said:

“Whoever in Europe — where nearly all the proletarians
are organised — does not understand that we must capture
the majority of the working class, is lost for the Communist
movement. He well never learn anything if in the course
of three vears of the Great Revolution he has not yet reali-
sed this.” (See Lenin’s Works, Vol. XVIII, "Part 1, p. 304).

I think it very appropriate to remind, you just‘ now of this
statement by Comrade Lenin. I have already said that the slogan
“Of the Unity of the working Class”, viz, of the capture of its
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majority; is-at present the most important “link” of the chain.
Fam reminded -of  Max ‘Adler’s article decicated to Lenin’s death
dnd ‘published in the columns of the “Kampi”. After giving Lenin
his -due, Max ‘Adler declares openly that a real Socialist spirit
is to be found -only in Bolshevism, that reformism and bureau-
cracy. reign .supréme in the II International, etc. But he considers
that" Lenin’s * greatest mistake was- the over-estimation of the
revolutionary forces of the world proletariat. In his-article, Adler
writes as follows- about this “mistake”: :

.. “This was primarily the mistake of over-estimating the
" revolutionary forces of the world proletariat which, because
"~ of inadequate information on world events at that time,
seemied to him really well propared. However, at that time
. he did not stand alone in this supposition, because of the
Russian proletarian revolution and because the indignation
of the proletariat in all the other countries was feverishly
! quickened by the war.”

If this aocusation were correct, it would mean that the
foundation of the Il International is rotten to the core. But this
accusation is not correct. Adler "also makes another statement
in this article which interests me most-of all at the present
juncture. It is as follows:

“These were: serious errors on the part of Lenin, the
effects of - which are felt in the Socialist movement even
~.now. But Lenin was just the man who could have overcome
this if his prolonged illness and premature death had not
prevented him.” :

‘-~ Thus Lenin is just the man who could have re-established
the unity of the working class throughout the world and could
have led the proletariat along the right path. Comrades, I think
that the same task is at present before the Communist Inter-
national as a whole. This task devolves on the Comintern by
the ‘right of inhgritance, and we take it upon wus. )

For a considerable period we, the Communist International,
have. had to struggle for the very existence of the Communist
Parties: It was impossible for us not to leave the Social Demo-
cratic Parties. :

Now we have entered upon another stage and we take upon
ourselves the task.of re-establishing the unity of the world
proletariat as ‘a whole. The task is of greater magnitude than
our former task. During the first stage of Comintern activity,
our task consisted in gathering together the best revolutionary
elements, who everywhere constitute a minority in the working
class and in the workers’ parties, and in creating independent
parties even if we had to resort to splitting parties already
existing. Now we have beforeé us a task of a higher order —
the task of re-establishing world proletarian unity. But on what
basis? This ‘is the crux of the matter. 1 think that we are
approaching a period when we will be able, generally speaking,
to re-establish the unity of the world proletariat on our basis, on
the basis of Communism. The United Front is nothing more nor
less than tactics of the re-establishment of real unity in the wor-
King class, of the unification of the entire working class with the
exception of those sections of it which are alien to us, sections
which will march together with the bourgeoisie right up to the
social revolution. United Front tactics are tactics of the re-
establishment of working class unity on the basis of revolu-
tionary struggle against the bourgeoisie.

Workers Delegations in the U. S. S. R.

There has been much talk in our circles lately about so-called
“new phenomena” in the labour movement. It should be said
that what we frequently erroneously call “new phenomena” are
really old recutring “phenomena”. One thing is certain: we must
carefiilly study everything that is new in the labour movement,
- in every comer of Furope, in every corner of the world. The
first effort in this direction was made recently by Comrade
Pepper in his article and also in his report. 1 consider his
effort a very successful one.

We must compare seriously and thoroughly all the new
facts and we must analyse them. However, there must be no
exaggeration in this respect. It is erroneous to imagine that
the new 2-1/, International is on the point of being born, that
the Left Wing of Social Democracy is stronger now than it has
ever been beiore.

.- The .delegations to the U. S. S. R. can be called a new
phenomenon. It is to a certain extent new, It is true that we
had already one delegation with us in 1910 — a British dele-

gation, but after that there was a long interval. Now delegations
are again coming to us. This is new and significant, It is .
significant because on the whole this movement .is developing
over the heads of the Social Democratic leaders.” Already in
August 1925, Jouhaux said at the Congress of the General Con-
federation of Labour in France when the question of sending a
delegation to the U. S. S. R. was raised: “I fully understand the
Russian Revolution, and I forgive it, but I do not think it is
worth while to send delegations to Russia, for. they will inevitably.
come back from this tour with the impression of the complete
impotence of the Soviet Order.” Thus in August 1925, Jouhaux:
had still the cheek “to forgive the Russian Revolution”, and to
point out the futility of delegations which could only get an
impression of impotence of the Soviet Union.

The sitiation has changed since then. This movement is new
and very important. It is as yet in an embryonic state and it is
bound to develop. It is bound to assume new forms. Later on,
peasant delegations will also find their way to the U. S. S. R.
We have news from Germany that even the police want to send
their delegation to Soviet Russia. Our answer to. them was, why
not? But perhaps a little later. The time is not quite opportune
at present. There will also be another possibility — the despatch

- of delegations from the U. S. S .R. to Europe. The article in

“Pravo Lidu” from which I have already quoted contains the
followings statement:

“It would be desirable to supplement somewhat the
system which has come into vogue lately of sending dele-
gations of workers and of representatives of the intelligentzia
trom Europe to Russia. It would be as well for the Socialists
of European countries to invite to Europe delegations from
Russia. Russian comrades, representatives of manual as well
as brain workers should see with their own eyes what
Europe is like at present, how many institutions it has
of the type of which Russia is proud and which are claimed
to be achievements of the revolution, what the position of
the workers is and how they fare with respect to their politi-
cal rights. But above all, the representatives of the Russian
workers should see with their own eyes what the economic
and political situation is like in Europe and throughout
the whole world.” .

There will be no objection on our part, they have.only to

send a proper invitation and we will come. If you please! %Vhy

not? In this article I was also invited persomally. The Czech
Social Democrats write as follows: '

“It would be very acceptable indeed to us if, for instance,

Mr. Zinoview made a tour in Czechoslovakia. Then we could

show him the revolutionary character of his Section. We

could also show him how insignificant counter-revolution

is under our conditions, and likewise what is being done
and what could be done.” .

Thus, you see, comrades, that we have already reached the
stage of personal invitations. But every beginning is difficult.
and I am waiting for new invitations from the Social Democratic
leaders. I think that our proletariat is not at all adverse to
sending its «delegations to Europe, in order to explain there the
meaning and importance of the Russian Revolution. In the same
article, the Czech Social Democrats stand up for the Czech
bourgeois state as their own State. They say: what is the
meaning of delegations to Russia? What will these delegations
derive from their visit? There are in Czechslovakia identical
institutions as in the U. S. S. R., and may be even better ones.
They speak of the bourgeois State as of their own State.

1 think that the movement for the sending of delegations
is as vet in an embryonic state. It wil assume entirely diffe-
rent forms. However, these delegations are already something
new, they are an interesting symptom of the 5

The other new phenomenon is the establishment of the
Anglo-Russian Coinmittee for Trade Umion Unity. This impor-
tant fact is closely conmected with the position of world capi-
talism. If we did mot witness in Great Britain the decline of
imperialism and the decay of the labour aristocracy and con-
sequenfly the revolutionisation of the labour movement, the for-
mation of such a committee would have been inconceivable. We
were right when we said at the XIV Congress of the A.U.C.P.
that the Communist International is now proceeding in its acti-
vity along *wo paths: the old path (formation of Commmunist
nuclei and Communist Parties) and the new math (despatch of
delegations to the U.S.S.R. and formation of the Amglo-Russian,
Comimittee). '
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The Leit Opposition in the 1i, International.

The third phenomenon which is not quite new, but is
looked upon as such, is a sort of crystallisation of the Left
Opposition in the IL. Imnternational. Something of this-kind also
happened before. The new characteristic of the present position
is its predominantly trade unmion character. I am not going to
assert -that the present Left groups are stronger than the late
2!/, International. Politically speaking, the 2!/» Intermational was
_still-born, because there can be mo intermediate organisation
between the Socialist and the Communist Internationals. But just
at first the 21/, International represemted a mass movement. Sui-
fice to remind you of the Independent Socialist Party of Ger-
many with its 500,000 membership and several .million votes
at elections. A similar big movement represented by the
21/ International was also to be found in France. The present
Left groups of the Parties of the II International are comsi-
derably weaker than the late 2!/, International. Ome can hardly
compare these groups with the 2!/» Intermational, and its revi-
val is handly possible. Such geniuses as Balabanova and Stein-
berg will not succeed in concocting it a second time. Such
comedies are mot repeated in history. Therefore, Left opposi-
ticns will assume new forms, they will follow new paths, —
1 think, above all, the trade union path. This is an interesting
and characteristic peculiarity of the present situation. It 'is a
sign that the present opposition is very close to the proletariat,
for the reformist trade umions, in spite of their negative sides,
are after all mass organisations and mouth pieces of some sec-
tions of the proletariat. Taking all this, into consideration, we
come fto the conclusion that we must watch very carefully the
oppositions which are assuming definite form in the respective
Social Democratic Parties.
In connection with this, Otto Bauer’s attitude is parti-
cularly interesting. I assume that all of you know his speech
on the U.S.S.R. It is very characteristic and interesting. On
the whole, the Austrian Social Democracy deserves careful study:
firstly, it is a strong, and secondly, a clever counter-revolutionary
party. In contradistinction to the British reformist leaders, one
“cannot possibly call the leaders of the Austrian Party simple-
tons. They know what they are about. This serious mass party
constitutes the cleverest and the most elastic section of the
1I. International. Otto Bauer is the most prominent figure in the
so-called Left Wing -of the Second International and therefore
his attitude is extremely symptomatic. It is. self-evident that
Otto Bauer’s speeches on the U.S.S.R. are made under the
ressure of hte Austrian Social Democratic workers. This is
felt in every word he says. Bauer’s speech is sugared, it flows
like milk and honey. But we have not yet forgotten that this
leader of the Left carried a resolution at the Marseilles Congress
of the II. International which contains the following statement:

“The Communist International is spreading the illusion
that it will be able to bring freedom to the workers on
the points of the bayonets of the Red Army. The Comintern
is of the opinion that a new world war must be stirred
up if world revolution is to be: victorious. The Communist
International supports the revolutionary movement in Asia
and Africa hoping that with the support of these coumtries
it will be able to deal a deadly blow to capitalism by. the
means of war.”

. What does this mean, comrades? This is actual poison.
What does the bourgeoisie want? War, of course! What is the
meaning of Locarno? Proparations for a new war! What is
the meaning of the League of Nations? Also preparations for
war! What are the toiling masses mostly afraid of? War! What
afe the peasant masses mostly afraid of? War! What is the
working class mostly longing for? Peace! With what does the
worst part.of Social Democracy accuse the Communist Inter-
national? “Red Imperialism”. In what consists the greatest at-
traction of the. Soviet Government? In its peace policy! This is
our strongest point — our struggle against war. We are the
only organisation capable of seriously fighting for the preven-
tion of war!

- -Otto Bauer knows all this perfectly weil, but he is
endeavouring to confuse the workers by subtly poisoning their
minds. This assertion of Bauer is dastardly poisonous and
treacherous. He offers. you milk and honey adding to it at the
same time. a big. enough dose of a very strong poison. Thus,
the best, the most prominent leader of the contemporary -Leit
Social Democrats, a man with a past in the Socialist move-

ment, is, bringing such accusations against us. Scheidemann,
Vandervelde .and Co. have nothing more to lose, the only thing
which can happen to them is to be for a time without the
salaries paid them by ithe bourgeoisie, but they are dome for
in the Socialist movement. It is different with Otto Bauer, he
has still some remnants of socialist prestige. Therefore he para-
des_as a person who has thoroughly understood the Russian
Revolution and who, under certain conditions is prepared o
join.the workers and ‘“even” to come to Russia..Just imagine
how happy Russia will be! There is a rumour that Mr. Lloyd
George is also ready to come to Russia soon. Im reality Otto
Bauer is doing the work of the Right Social Democracy. He
is doing the work of the bourgeoisie, he is adding grist to the
will of “Augur”. At the Marseilles Congress.Otto Bauer did
a great service to the militarists and imperialists. of the worst
type, of -the type of “Augur”. . : C

The “Leit” Wing of the German Social Democracy is now
much weaker than before:. Perhaps just at present the Left Wing
of the French Social Democracy is the strongest. The French
have their Otto Bauer —' Compére-Morel. But mneither must
French Leit tendencies be exaggerated: 1he French are magni-
ficent orators, from their lips everything. sounds much ‘more
impressive than from the Germans. Listening to Compere-Morels
speech one can really imagine that he is within five minutes-of
being a Communist. It was not for nothing that at ‘the Congress
of the French Socialist Party he was told: “Well, go to the Com-
munists”. But what is the objective role of Compere-Morel? Is
he really a champion of radical policy? Nothing of .the kind.
The whole dispute at the Congress was -— in what proportion
Socialist participation ih a bourgeois government is admissible.
By their “Left” phrases, Leit Wingers are only préventing wor-
kers from leaving the Social Democratic Party. They say: our
Party is the opponent of the National Bloc, it favotrs a Socialist
policy, etc. This is their objective role. ‘ -

I do not, of course, mean to say that the very fact of the
formation of a Left Wing of the French Soeialwt Party is of no
importance whatsoever. But what really matters- is not the
astutenes of Monsieur Compéere-Morel or of Otto Bauer, but the
fact that the masses are veering Leftward. The reasons for this
turn to the Left are indicated in the theses, and I think it super-
fluous to repeat them here. s

Relapses of Reformist Illusions.

I think that reformist illusions in the labour movement go
in cycles — to a certain extent like the economic crises- in
capitalist development. I am not going to assert that the sections
of the proletariat who have emancipated themselves to a certain
extent irom the influences of reformism are rid of it for good:
Relapses are possible and inevitable. When we review the historic
past of the Labour. movement we can see.that the 1907—1917
period” was a decade when reformism reached its highest de-
velopment. I mention the year 1007 because it was then that the
Stuttgart Congress of the II International took ptace. At this con-
gress on all main questions the Right Wing was victorious. At
that time we failed to ‘understand this, but inow it is perfectly
clear. The Stuttgart Congress which adopted several Leit resolu-
tions on the colonial question (but only by a slight majority and
thanks to the support of the Japanese) represented-in reality the
complete victory of the Right Wing in the II International. The
period between 1907 and 1917, viz, the period preceding the
Russian Revolution, was a decade of greatest  blocm of open
and hidden Right and Centrist reformism. :

This was followed by a period when reformist illusions
waned in the labour wovement — about 1917—1920. These 3—4
years were times of terrible hardships for the masses, and of
their rebellion against the war. This was a¢ time when the
Russian Revolution had a maximum attraction for the workers,
when everyone was inclined to believe that world victory over
capitalism was on the point of being won.

This was followed by a second-cycle of reformist illusions
in 1921—1925. As you see the duration of the cycle is no -longer
10 but only 4 years. The .infection was now not so great. The
epidemic did not spread to the entire working class, because. we
already had a Communist International, because we already had
the victory of the Russian Revolution. I reiterate, this epidemic
was less destructive this time than in 1917, but nevertheless, the
new cycle of reformist illusions was a fact. . o0 o

o
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.. I.am inclined to think that just at present we are on the
brink of a new decline of reformist illusions. 1 he years 1925 and
1926 signalise the beginning of 4 new cycle in the modern labour
movement. it would be wrong to imagine that the present de-
velopment of the. Leift groups is greater then the 2!/, Inter-
national, but it ‘would be equally wrong to underestimate this
phenomenon. It does not at all mean that even those sections of
society which -have been already captured by us, which vote for
us, are definitely secured for us. This is not sopand I foresee a
new cycle of reformist illusions. It will be perhaps shorter, for
historical experience:is accumulating, for the masses learn from
it on a national as well as international scale. There is no doubt
whatever, that when Germany for the third time will be on the
threshold of a revolutionary situation, the masses who have
learned by experience will not be swayed by reformist illusions
as strongly as before. But a new temporary revival of reformist
Hllusions is more than probable. It will certainly happen in
America and possibly also in Europe,

The Bankruptcy of the Opponents of the United Front. ¥

‘It is with this perspective in view that we must approach
the old. and the new factors of the labour movement. We are
justified 'in ‘saying that the past year has not been in vain, that
our. tactiics in spite of many mistakes were fundamentally right
and contributed to the development of these new factors. They
contributed to the differentiation in the ranks of the opponents
and they also contribiited to our consolidation, although not as
rapidly as it should.

This perspective must also be considered when we approach
the question of united front tactics. I have already said that the
tactics of the united front is not an episode in the process of our
struggle, it is the tactics of a whole epoch right up to our capture
‘of the majority of the proletariat in the most important countries.
I have endeavoured to reconstitute for myself the history of the
wnited fromt on the basis of Comintern documents. In my opinion
it is high time for some comrade to write a book on the history
of united front tactics, pointing out our mistakes and achieve-
ments and enumerating the evidenoce in favour of this campaign.
Is there any one among us who remembers that the question of
the united front was first raised in 1922, and that in the
beginning our tactics met with opposition from the ultra-left as
well as from the Right? This is rather interesting! Who opposed
these tactics in 1922? At first it was Souvarine, but he soon gave
way. Then Frossard became a determined oppomnent of these
tactics. The then C.C. of the French Party criticised the united
front tactics from the Left viewpoint and branded it as treason.
Do you remember how Comrade Roberto opposed these tactics
on behalf of the Italian Party? I do not know where he is now,
it would be as well to learn from the Italian comrades to what
tendency he now adheres and it be is still in the Party.

(A voice in the audience: “He is still in the Party, but does
not adhere to any particular wing!”).

At that time, Comrade Roberto opposed united front tactics
on behalf of the then Bordiga C.C. of the Italian Party,
criticising these tactics from a ‘“Left viewpoint”. Such was the
state of affairs at that time. Was this a chance occurrence? I do
not think it was. Tranmael, who at that time was still.a member
of the Communist International, was also against united front
tactics and the slogan of the workers and peasants government,
and he too oposed these tactics from a “Leit viewpoint”. We all
of us know where Tranmael is now.

What I have been telling you are facts. It would be well
for Bordiga to remember where Tranimael is now.

For a long time “Humanité” fought against united front
tactics, and headed by Frossard endeavoured to represent them
as an attemipted fraternisation with Social Democracy.

Against  the Revision of the V Congress.

In spite -of all difficulties and impediments, united front
tactics have prevailed. But we are not justified in saying that
they have become finally consolidated: even now we have {o
overcome serious difficulties of the same nature. History to a
certain extent is repeating itself.

The III Congress was of exceptional importance. This
Congress signalised the turning point, it intervenes between two
epochs in the history of the Communist International. At that time
up to the III Congress, we were all convinced of the proximity

oi the victory of the proletariat. We thought that it wiil be with
us in a year or two. Lenin also believea that victory was near.
In this respect the 1l Congress represented the turning point.
By that timez we could alreaay see that matters are not moving so.
fast. Lenin probably saw this sooner than the others. o

But it does not follow from this that we must “revise” the
decisions of the IV and V Congresses. Both these Congresses;
just as the III Congress, represent important stages in the history
of the Communist [nternatiomal. A “revision” of their decisions
would be a mistake. If anything in them require amendment, such
amendments would be of a triliing nature. A revision of the
decisions of the IV and C Congresses we designate in our theses
by the name of liquidatorship. And we must insist on this. Many
matters which the IV and V Congresses omitted to settle will
be settled by the VI Congress. But in substance the resolutions
of the V Congress are perfectly correct. :

At times the question arises: Was our appreciation of the
Social Democracy correct? I think it was. Some people are
pleased to make it appear as if the V Congress placed fascism
and Social Democracy on the same level. 1t it had done so, it
would have embarked on a vulgarisation of Bolshevism, but it
did not say so. This is what it said in its resolutions:

“In America a hue and cry is raised in connection with
the formation of a ‘Third Party’ of the bourgeoisie (the
petty bourgeoisie). In Europe Social Democracy has in a
certain sense become the ‘Third’ Party of the bourgeoisie.
This applies particularly to Great Britain where in addition
to the two classical parties ofi the bourgeoisie which for-
merly ruled the country alternately without any friction, the
so-called Labour Party has become a governing factor. In
reality its policy is very close to that of one of the wings
of the bourgeoisie. There is no doubt whatever, that the
opportunist leadérs of the British Labour Party will, for
a number of years, in this or that combination of forces,
do their share in the consolidation of the power of the
British bourgeoisie.

There is also no doubt whatever that in France, in
Great Britain and in a number of other countries the
leaders of the II International are playing the role of bour-
geois ministerialists whilst in reality they are the leaders
of one of the fractions of the ‘Democratic’ bourgeoisie.

Social Democracy has long been going through the
process of conversion from the Right Wing of the Labour
Morement to the Left Wing of the bourgeoisie, and - in
some places into a wing of fascism. That is why it is
historically wrong to speak of the ‘victory of fascism over.
Social Democracy’. Fascism and Social Democracy (in as
far as it is a question of the leading strata of both) are
the right and the left hand of modern capitalism, which -
has reccived its coup de grace from the first immerialist,
war and the workers’ first struggles against capitalism”.

This is quite a different matter. Of course if we were to’
ignore the dialectic method, if the V Congress applied to' the
Social Democracy a term which would be applied only to its
upper stratum, if without any further ado fascism and Social
Democracy were placed on the same level — this would consti- |
tute a very serious mistake. But the V Congress did not commit
such a mistake. Those who attribute to the V Congress this
mistake are vulgarising its resolutions. Both the Right and Left
have sinned in this respect. But in reality everything said by
the Congress was and is absolutely correct: In some places
leaders of Social Democracy support the fascists. Is that not so?
For instance in Bulgaria where the Social Democrats openly
particinate in a coalition together with Tsankov? And are, not
the Social Democrats in Hungary connected with the fascists?
1 ask you: how is one to interpret at present in France .the
Right Wing of the Socialist Party? What is its actual role?
I reiterate, this is perfectly cofrect, the whole of 1925 'is a
confirmation of the viewpoint of the V Congress. o

The greatest change has taken place in Germany. But is
it not true that a section of the leading upper stratum of the
German Social Democratic Party is even now endeavouring
to help the bourgeoisie, even in such an elementary question
as compensation to ex-royalty? This is a question of making
a gift of two milliard marks to the former ruling princes.’

’ Don’t you think, comrades, that any honest bourgeois republican
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would be against: such compensation? In the given case, even
a republican could well support the working class;, and yet
when one deals with the so-called Social Democracy, one must
fight have to persuade it to oppose opemly any paymeat to
ex-royalty. With such an example, can you really say that the
upper stratum of the German Social Democracy is not a- wing
of its bourgeoisie?

I would perhaps understand. the attitude of the Social Demo-
crats if the throne had not been overthrown, if the puppet
were still sitting on it. But as the puppet has been driven away.
as the throne no longer exists, why, even from their point of
view should any compensation be paid to its heirs? Is it really
necessary at a timme of terrible unemployment, to give them a
whole milliard marks only because of “juridical” arguments for
such compensation. What can we cail this? Are we mnot com-
fronted with the worst bourgeois elements in Germany?

. Where are, then, the mistakes and exaggerations of the
V Congress? 1 already dealt with America. These quasi-socialist
leaders declare that they welcome the refusal of the American
government to recognise the U. S. S. R. They are openly opposing
the present labour movement. Are not they the Third Party
-of the bourgeoisie? The appraisal by the V Congress of Social
Democracy was and is correct, and we have no reason whatever
to alter it. At previous congresses Lemin’s characterisation of
Social Democracy was even more harsh.

Today Comrade Pepper gave me a copy of the “Vorwirts” in
‘which there is a description of Stampfer’s speech in the German
Reichstag on the question of fascism. This is what he said:

“It is the hard luck of fascism in all countries that it
is always looking for a leader without being able to find
one. Ii fascism stands in need of a leader it must wait
until some Socialist has gone crazy.”

Precisely. Very witty indeed. However I do not know
which of them is more crazy — Mussolini or the Social Demo-
crats who just now are intent on giving Wilhelm and Co. a
‘milliard marks. Mussolini has not yet deprived himself of “prin-
cely domain”, and is looking after his affairs fairly well. In
this quotation there is much more than Stampfer wanted to
‘say, namely, that two subjects — fascism and the leaders of
the Social Democracy — are not so very far apart. In some
‘places they are phenomena of the same nature.

: If anyone were to say that the fundamental appreciation
-of Social Democracy by the Comintern was not correct, he would
be on the wrong path, and he should be dealt with as a liqui-
dator. The appreciation was and remains correct and we have
flo reason whatever to alter it

V. Errors and Successes in the Application of
United Front Tactics.

Fundamental Errors of the Ultra-Left.

I have already spoken here of the errors involved "in the
-application of united front tactics. These errors are really con-
siderable. Which were the most important among them? We
have tried to enumerate them as follows:

‘ The most serious error is a formalist interpretation of the
tactios as a whole. Some comrades are of the opinion that united
front tactics consist in writing two or three open letters — whether
‘they are good or bad is a secondary consideration. The letter
has been written and there is an end to it. No answer is expected.

The second error is over-exposure. They want to expose the
Social Democratic leaders, but by the way they do it, thev expose
far more their own incapability. We had examples of this parti-
cularly in the German Party under the leadership of Comrade
Rluth. I want only to remind you of the story of the Hindenburg
-elections.

(Scholem: “Hear, hear!”)

: If Comrade Scholem says “Hear, hear!” it must be so. We
were holding an Enlarged Plenum during the Hindenburg
elections. To be fair one must admit that the comrades who were
“here, including Comrade Ruth, very soon recognised the cor-
rectness of our warnings against this error. Thereupon the Com-
rades returned to Germany. Hindenburg was elected. The day

the interpretation of umited front tactics.

after the elections,. the. C. C. of the German Communist Party
wrote an open letter to the Social Democrats, :in which it said:
“We propose this andthat, but we knowthat you will not, do
it, and the working class will then see how reactionary the Social
Democratic leaders .are. In other words we are making these
proposals .with the full conviction that. you.are scoundrels.”
This is the most .classical example of how. one should not ex-
pose. If you are actually convinced of this — and I am also-con-
vinced of it — keep out this subject in your oificial correspon-
dence, Remember ﬂgn)at if. you abuse them.you are giving them a
loophole out of the situation. . ‘

The third error is the proposal of ‘unacceptable ‘conditions,
unacceptable not :for the leaders -— this: weuld. not matter so
much — but ‘for'the progressive ‘section’ of ‘Social Democratic
workers whom we want to draw to ‘our side. In connection with
this we have a:‘number of examples from Franee :and America.

In France a very interesting illustration is the question of
Morocco and Syria. Some of our French comrades came forward
with the statement: “We are against war; we are for: evacuation
and thereiore. the condition for a united front with the Socialist
workers is the demand that they should immediately recognise
our slogans of fraternisation with the Riff troops, etc. We are in
favour of the conversion of the Moroccan. war into civil war.”
The excuse for this was that in the book ,,Against the Stream”
for which 1 am partly responsible, Lenin brings forward in
concrete form in a number of articles: the slogan: *‘Conversion
of the Imperialist War into Civil War.” Hence this must also be
applied to the Moroccan war. They forgot all about the “Iittle”
differences between the present Moroccan war in France and the
World War of 1914—1918. The fraternisation slogan in itself is
correct. One must, of course, call upon armies fighting for some-
body else’s cause to fraternise. But it i a mistake to bring for-
ward this slogan as a condition for the united front with re-
formist workers whose mood is as yet Social-patriotic.

We have also an interesting example in America — the story
of the Trade Union Educational League. I will not say that the
entire blame for 1t must be put at the door of the American com-
rades. In the heat of factional struggle it was said: Fester alone
is to blame. 1 think first of all that all of us bear a share of the
blame and secondly, that the situation was such that pressure of
the majority of the American Party sometimes compelled Foster
and other active workers in the American trade union movement
to go as rapidly as possible to the Left. This was a mistake. I
am not going to investigate who was actually at fault. But it is a
fact that our trade union organisation (the League) which has o
carry out the united front in America now has also officially
the same programme as our Communist Party, namely, the
dictatorship oi the proletariat and support of the Workers
(Communist) Party. This means that one of the conditions of
united front tactics is to a certain extent also recognition. of the
proletarian dictatorship. The only thing lacking are the 21 points.

The fifth variety of errors is an incorrect interpretation of
the question of the Labour Party. This commplaint is deeply
rooted. Already at the Second Congress Comrade Lenin had fo
tight against some of the British- comrades who advocated seve-
rance from the Labour Party. This was in reality a struggle over
The British were
against them. I remember that several comrades supported this
view — Serrati, I believe and Bordiga. Do you think we should
have achieved the successes which we at présent witness in Great
Britain, if the British comrades were- not inside the Labour
Party? Just now we are so firmly establihsed there, that the
Right elements want to expel us from the Labour Party. We
are dangerous to them and there is a struggle over this question.
In' Norway this question takes another form. Those who do
not know how to apply united front tactics in a proper manner
will be against the Labour Party.

On the other hand we meet with deviafions when comrades
imagine that advocacy for the Labour Party is tantamount to
liquidation of the Communist Party. I do not know which of
these two deviations is worse, — probably they are equally
bad. If the Communist Party were to act according to .this second
viewpoint, Communists would become only the Left tail. of the
Labour Party. Both errors are inadmissible and we must fight
against them.. - ; ‘ S

‘There are also some.psychological survivals of former errors.
Here is an example: During the campaign for the expropriation
of royalty, a social' demiocratic worker offered to make ‘coinmon
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cause, but the Commmmists said: “You are a Social Democrat,
and 1.do not want to have anything to do with you” We will
never achieve - the - united front if we .are going to use such
methods as iree fights with Social Democrats, such as took place
in Berlin. Such things are certainly inadmissible.

Frequently it is discussed abstractly in our ‘circles in what

manner united front tactics should be applied — “from above”
or “from below*. Some comrades say: “From below — yes, but
certainly not from above”. All these are the machinations of the
uftra Left, intended to water down and bring to naught the
tactics of the united front. The V World Congress gave a very
clear answer to his question. It said: The united front from below
is always essential except only in the event of armed actions when
sections of workers, befooled by the Social Democrats, fight on
the other side of the barricades. In all other cases, always,
united front from below. Under certain concrete circumstances,
it is perfectly. admissable .to have the united front from below
and at the same time from above. But one should always bear in
siind- that the V.Congress rejected the “united front” carried oanly
from above, namely parliamentary combinations.

Ultra-Left Phraseology and Opportunist Actions.

. Such are the ultra Left errors in connection with united front
#actics. There are also Right errors. A classical example of them
is the Saxon policy in 1923. This is an example of the interpret-
ation of the united front as a direct political alliance with the
Social. Democats. The hard lesson taught by the Saxon
experiment to the German Communist Party and to the entire
German working cdass will guard us from such errors in the
future. We will not tolerate a repetition of such an experiment.

Here is another example from the recent life of the German
Party, — I am speaking of Zeitz — this error must be laid at the
door of a small local organisation. That it was a small and Jocal
organisation is particularly characteristic of the Ulira-Left. It is
dangerous to underestimate small, local organisations — it is
they which sometimes expose very vividly sore spots. When it is
a question - of the upper stratum, that is quite another matter.
There you have trained parliamentarians. They know how to
speak ‘in a manner not to be understood by anyone, and this is
the main thing. But when a little local group makes itself heard,
it will probably show better than anything else what is wrong
with some of = the Ultra-Left tendencies. I think that Zeitz’s
example is very conmvincing. More convincing than some of the
long Ultra-Leit declarations of recent weeks and days. I do not
attach much value fo these declarations. I sincerely wish that the
Ultra-Left complaint should at last be cured — then there will be
no need for declarations. The Comintern does not really need a
Right and an Ultra-Left tendency. This symmetry serves no pur-
pose. - It would be all the better if it were really to disappear. But
{or the time being, the Ultra-Left peril is very great in Germany.
We will struggle against it sharply and to the end.

Thus, the Zeitz example is more interesting than many decla-
rations. The Zeitz organisation, headed by the Ultra-Leit, resol-
ved to have a united front with the Social Democrats and signed
an agreement that Communists and Social Democrats must put
a stop to mutual struggle by words or deeds or in any form
whatever. What does this mean? It is reminiscent of the “Saxon”
method -in 1023. 1 think that this disease must be diagnosed- and
thoroughly liquidated. It is high time to investigate and overcome
Ultra-Left as well as Right errors in connection with the appli-
-cation of the united front tactics.

United Front Successes.

And now I will deal with the successes achieved in connec-
tion with united front tactics. Did we have such successes? We
did, and very considerable ones.

I think that the greatest successes were achieved, first of all,
in Great Britain. What is done by the British Party is really uni-
ted front tactics.

"Also successes in Germany. You all know of the magnificent
demonstrations, of the movement initiated in Germany, for our
permeation of the masses.

) There were also, successes in Belgium, wich together with
*Austria, deserves special attention. In Belgium we have one of the
strongest and most important parties of the II. International, not
because. His Excellency, Mr. Vandervelde, is reigning there,
“hut because nearly all the workers are organised. But our Party,
afthough small, is strongly welded together and has to its credit

considerable achievements on the field of trade union and
political unity. :

There are also successes in - the Scandinavian couniries,
especially in Sweden. We know of the Conference in Gote-
bourg. This is a prelude to a real gathering together of massive
component sections of the proletariat under the banner of
Communism. The Hoglund abscess, which was the cause of the
disease of our Party in Sweden, has been lanced. The Party has
been purged of unhealthy elements and is now on the road to
the capture of the masses. And where is Hoglund now? Comrade
Kilboom told that Hoglund is editing a collection of works —
what do you think, by whom? — by Branting. Hoglund is the
right man for this work. And “Uncle” Strom, (Hoglund’s friend),
as Kilboom says, heads a Bureau for the combatting of Soviet
Russia. Such is the fate of these leaders.

I should like to mention that the policy of the Chinese Party
is another very characteristic and energetic application of United
Front tactics in other than labour circles, in spheres of different
social composition.

And other successes, which must be emphasised again and
again, are the delegations to the U. S. S. R. and the Anglo-
Russian Committee, of which I have already spoken.

I think that our position is such that we need not trouble
ourselves with an endless criticism of errors. We have also con-
siderable successes to our account. This shows that United
Front tactics are correct tactics, all that is needed is to see the
difficulties and obstacles and to overcome them. The path we are
following is the right path. We have with us all the objective
conditions for the further application of united front tactics.

The Struggle for the Masses.

As mentioned in the theses we must, precisely in this period
of relative stabilisation, be able to make ourselves the chief (if
not the only) party of the working class. Is this possible? I think
it i

t is.

In this respect the example of the Czech Party is very
instructive, A year ago there was a crisis in our Czech Party.
Under the influence of this crisis, some of our Czech comrades
thought the present period unpropitious for the application of
united front tactics, that it was utterly impossible, as uncom-
promising Bolsheviks, to continue to be a mass Party. Some
comrades said: Either Bolshevisation, and then we will become a
small Party: or we become a big mass Party and then Bolshe-
visation goes by the board. Many thought that Bolshevisation
was fine in principle but that this was not the season for such
fruit. We brought forward the slogan: Through Bolshevisation
towards the Mass Party, as Bolshevism is alien to ail
Sectarianism. We said: It is just through intelligently conducted
Bolshevisation that we will become the Party of the toiling
masses. Our viewpoint has been fully confirmed by the Czecho-
slovakian example. The Czechoslovakian Party is becoming the
main party of the working class of Czechoslovakia. Why was
this possible? Because the Social Democratic Party is ceasing
more and more to be the Party of the working class. Comrade
Paul Froelich, in his work on the German Social Democracy,
gives very interesting data. *) ’

Of the 844,000 members in March 1925, 1,200 were leading
Party officials, 7,000 trade union officials, 600 members of the
national and local parliaments, 6,600 members of municipal
councils, 30,000 members of municipal administrations, 1,500
town mayors, 2,800 members of juridical bodies, etc. His in-
vestigation has shown that there are over 50,000 Social Demo-
crats in the Government apparatus and in that of labour organi-
sations. In addition to these there are in the Social Democratic
Party 100,000 small tradesmen and housewives (not wives of
working men), 10,000 inn-keepers, 70,000 intermediate and minor
civil servants and 100,000 technical and commercial employees.
According to this computation, there are in the present Social
Denitocratic- Party 350,000 proletarians. But although the prole-
tarian element predominates in the German Social Democratic
Party, the petty bourgeoisie plays a decisive role in the Party
and trade union apparatus.

A few days ago I received interesting material from Com-
rade Varga about Bremen — a full investigation of the Social
Democratic Party in Bremen, which, although only a local or-
ganisation, is one of the best. In it we see the same picture.

*) Paul Froelich, “The Present Role of the Social Democratic:
Party of Germany”, “Die Internationale”, Hefte 10—12, 1925.
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... The statistics refer only to 7,465 members out of 8,643
mamely, 1,178 are entred in a file headed “Occupation unknown”.
- The cﬁief groupings are as follows:

1. Independent artisans; 274
(such as bakers, hairdressers, bootmakers,
tailors, etc.);
Inn-keepers 101
2. Small traders and merchants 65
3. Office workers, free professions 950
Civil Servants 307
Employees in private enferpriees 162
Foremen 92
Shop assistants : 84
Railway employees 83
. Officials in trade union and party organisations 71
Engineers and technicians 46
. House-wives 1,356
. “Other professions” 31
. Skilled workers 3,336
. Unskilled workers

K T

Total - 7,465

Ii we are to count the first five groupe as belonging to the
. petty bourgeoisie, we obtain the following picture:

Petty bourgeois elements 2,862 (35,8%0)

Skilled workers 3,336 (44,6%0)
Unskilled workers 1,447 (19,3%)

We witness the same process also in the other countries:
Social Democracy is becoming the party of the labour aristo-
cracy, merging more and more with the petty bourgeoisie. In
America this process is taking a very vivid form, but in Europe
too we witness the same phenomenon.

With such a state of affairs, when Social Democrats go the
Jength of proposing a gift of a billion marks to their iormer
rulers we have an opportunity, by using united front tactics

cleverly to capture the majority of the working class. We would -

be simpletons were we unable to do this. In a situation when
Social Democracy has already lost 50°, of the workers, and
morally even more than this number, we have excellent chances
for success. They will, of course, still poll a heavy vote at election
time, but we, who have behind us the U. S. S. R. which is
growing and developing, and the Communist International, we
are the only party which is sincere in its endeavour to organise
not the labour aristocracy, but the working class, we should be
able to become a real proletarian mass party.

But this will require proper application of united front
tactics. There has lately been in the most important parties, e. g.
m Germany, a dispute about joint lists of candidates at the Berlin
municipal elections. The tactics of the C. C. were absolutely

correct. The growth of unemployment, wage reductions, the fact
the economic position of the toiling masses is gradually

that
becoming worse, the degeneration and treachery of Social Demo-
cracy, create a situation favourable to the application of united
front tactics. If under such circumstances we are not able to
capture the majority of the working dlass, we must be simipletons
and without initiative, or else we are making such mistakes
which are utterly impermissable. . ) D
The same applies to the question oi the expropriation of ex-
royalty. The ultra-Leit maintained that this is a purely parliamen-

tary question. Who is there now who believes this? Everyone can.

se ‘that this is the road which leads to the masses, and we have
not many such roads as yet, for many of them are barricaded by
the Social Democrats. The roads accessible to us and enabling us
to approach the Social Democratic workers are very.important
and we must make a maximum use of them. ‘

VI. Opposition to Ultra-Left and to Right
Tendencies! .
The Ultra-Left in Germany.

Of recent years there has been in some of the Parties a cer-
tain relapse into Ultra-Leftist tendencies: in Germany, Poland,
partly in Italy and in France, to some extent in Norway. We had
a very vivid example in Germany and Poland where this disease

became very pronounced. I think that it is not by any means a:
chance occurence that ultra-Left errors are: making their
appearance just in this present transition period. It is quite clear
now that 1925 was, to a certain extent, atranmsition year, for

instance with respect to the question of stabilisation, the question
of the development of the Leit Wing of the labour movement, the
question of the degree of the downward curve of reformist illu~
sions. In some countries our influence had begun to spread,
there were signs that stabilisation was after all instable. This was
the very moment . for the Ultra-Left relapse and it made its
appearance in an extremely virulent form. It cannot be said that
the Ultra-Left camp was unprepared and unorganised: In any
case, there was very evidently agreement between ‘the Ultra-
Lettists of Poland and of Germany. Some Polish comrades always
made a ‘“timely” appearance in Berlin in order to defend the
“Polish” Ultra-Lelt point of view. I do not think that the Ultra-
Left campaign against the Comintern policy was spontaneous. It

- was to a certain degree organised. This was particularly evident

in Poland where the Ultra-Leit C. C. of the Party came out in
opposition to the French Party, the German Party and the Bul-
garian Party and to all intents and purposes against the Comin-
tern as a whole. We had to fight against this and we did.

What is going to happen now? There are present in this
hall, representatives of all sorts of Ulra-Left tendencies, and we -
are very glad of this... We have here Bordiga,
Rosenberg, Scholem and Domski. They will have their say and’
we will answer them. .1 will not forestall events. It is -possible
that we shall hear new theories. I followed with-extreme interest
the latest news from Germany about the Ultra-Left. I can gather
from this that the Ultra-Leit are beginning - to split up. We'are
not saying this in a spirit of malevolence,.for they are our
comrades . of the  International, Our policy- is not such as if
we had to deal with a class enemy. Comrades who haye sincerely
recognised their errors will, I think, be able to work under the
guidance of the Central Committee ‘if they are willing to follow
the path and the political line of the Comintern.. But this must
be shown by deeds. and. not merely by. declarations. As to the .
others, — fight to the bitter end. We want to. have  clearness
on this point. Thus this relapse into the Ultra-Left disease was .
one of the most important events in:the life of the Comintern
during the.last year. We had to fight against. it and we .did.

Comrades, as you know, in oitr theses we state that the
Right deviation showed itself in its most virulent form: in France,
the Ultra-Leit deviation in Germany. The path of International
is at present determined by the struggle against the Ulfra-Left
tendency in Germany and against the Right tendency'in' France.:
We must not forget that the siiccess of the united front tactics
can at times foster Right perils. The present leaders of the
German C. P., whom weé support, are fully aware of 'the fact
that in the near future, when we will fully apply the united fromt
tactics, the Right péril is bound to appear. It has ‘made its

ance in.a number of countries. In France it ' is the chief
peril. In Italy some comirades show signs.of it. At the. Party.
Congress ‘'some: of them even defended the:theory according . to
which the State:is above the class. There arel{ight perils in
Norway and in Helland, where such leaders as Wynkoop and
Ravenstein have :taken an inadmissible position.  Ravenstein
has migrated to the bourgeois newspapers and is attacking from
there the Communist Party of Holland. We see-also Right errors
in Roumania where Christescu, one of the prominent leaders of
the Party, is guilty of them. Sl ‘

We must also take these perils into account. We know that
in a country like Germany such tendencies are quite possible.

Thus, cotiirades, our tactics corcerning this quesfion are
the same as before: mo concessions, either to the Right or to
the Ultra-Left. We must take every section separately and we
must ask ourselves: which peril is the greatest in ‘Germany, in
France, in Ttaly, and in accordance with the degree of the peril
we must attack and fully expose it. S

I think that we followed the correct line in the theses of the
Communist Internafional. We could not, of course, enumerate
everything. But we enumerated what was most important: the

" Ultra-Left peril in Germany, the Right peril in France. Some

people will say: You have forgotten the Balkan, you haver’t said
a word about the Y.C.I, about women, too litfle attention
has been paid to Norway, etc. But we:cannot stop at all these -
details, we -can only point out what is most important and
we can lay down the general line. I think that everything goes

Ruth Fischer; - -
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o show that there is a Right peril in France and an Ultra-Lett
penl in Germany. -
The last. days' have brought us - something new. It is said
that Rosenberg and Scholem are beginning to solidarise with
us.. We have Weber’s .statement and that of other comrades that
~Scholem is ‘no longer Ultra-Left. We have not yet become con-
‘vinced of this. 'We must wait and see how work will develop
after the Plenum; but: hitherto the fact has been that the Ultra-
Left peril was. strongest in Germany, and that is frue even
today. It seemed to me of late — and I said so at the session of
the Presidium .of the E. C. C. I. — that there is in Germany
even the danger of the formation of a parallel Ultra-Leit Party.
Perhaps 1 was exaggerating this peril. If so, ali the better.
An Ultra-Leit Party under present conditions would be histori-
" cally doomed to destructlon, but it certainly could do harm to
‘our cause.
There were also other unhealthy symptoms in the German
_Party. All of you: will probably remember Schonlank’s article
and his_expulsion. It is sometimes said that one person doesm’t
matter. But justas with the story of Zeitz, this is not a personal
question. Some comrades say that Schonlank is an honest
“fellow, that- he cannot be bought. No one here ever said so,
but he is a person who understands what it is all about and
- who expressed what other people thought. The C.C. expelled
him and one comrade, Comrade Scholem, abstained from voting
on that occasion. (Scholem: “Because I had no confidence in the
C.C%) 1 .do not know from  what viewpoint there can be
lack of confidence in the C. C. which expells a person who
has openly declared himself a follower of Social Democracy.-
It is strange that just at that tinie Scholem thought it necessary
to express lack of confidence in the C.C. (Scholem: “This was at
the time of the letter of the E.C.C.1.”). The letter of the
E. C. C. 1 is one of the best documents of the Comintern.
(Scholem: “I do not think so”.) If you do not yet acknowledge
this and if you will not become convinced of it in the near
future, then you are hopeless. Do you think that the turther
favourable development of the German Party would be possible
w1thout this letter? 1 do not say that letters make history, but
in this case and under the existing circumstances, we have
achieved a great deal, and the letter has fully justified itself.

The Right Peril in France.

In splte of the laments of the Right Wing about the dis-
integreation and downfall of the French Party, objectively its
position is favourable. The Right fin France is raising a hue and
cry that the C.P.F. is “dying”. They literally repeat what was
already said in 1910 by the Russian liquidators. Our enemies
have shown that they can better estimate the situation.

A very competent and authoritative personmality in the poli-
.tical world who is now in Paris, has given the following appre-
ciation of the Communist Party of France and of its work:

: “Communism has of late achieved visible and indispu-
table successes in Frarce.

s Side by side with street disturbances there have been
visible signs of disintegration in the ranks of the army
and “police forces. All the misfortunes which befall the
country, the Communists endeavour to use for their agitation
to the detriment of France and its prestige.

How has it been possible for the Communists to achieve
such successes?

Because they found in the country a fertile field to foster
discontent. v ]

The difierences between the various groups of the
ruling party, the seriousness of the financial crisis, the
growing dissatisfaction of the middle and lower sections
of the population caused by the imposition of new taxes,
but mainly the prolonged and sanguinary Moroccan adven-
ture which France has been carrying on many months for
the defence of its interests in Aifrica and in the Medi-
terranean, provide prolific material and favourable atmos-
phere for Communist anti-governmental agitation. The war
in Morocco has been used by French Communists and
Italian Communists living in France, for anti-militarist
agitation in the country and in the army. This agitation
has met. which considerable success, There were mani-
festations of enthusiasm in the streets in homnour of the
1ndependence and the leaders of Morocco. Desertion is be-
coming the order of the day in the army and refusals

~ to take an active part in the war or to go to the front have
been frequent.

L A general - protest sirike:" against ~ the war’ ‘was
declared for- August 2nd. :Mass ‘desertion “has assumed: such
proportions as have hitherto. never ‘been witnessed ‘in afy
war. There haven even been cases of whole detachments

- going over to the enemy. Side by -side with this there have
been strikes and mutinies in Brest among crews of 'several
vessels. Bolshevism is beginning to permeate.the ranks of
the political and civil admmxstratlon espec1ally the ranks
of postal servants and bank clerks.” '

This is said by our class enemy who seems to possess a
considerable amount of discernment. It is quite impossible to
suspect him of sympathy for us. The Right Opposition, however,
which is not homogenous, estimates the situation quite differently.
We have already said in the theses that there are three ten-
dencies in:the ranks of the Right Opposition.

The first are the former syndicalists who are going through
a retrogressive “development” from Communism to reformism.
Nothing can be done here. I remember that at the time when
Rosmer declared that he would join the Party, I had a bet with
a comrade, a friend of Rosmer, that he wouldn’t. I was con-
vinced that Rosmer was not gomg to join the Party. I' lost
the bet. Rosmer did join the Party, but 18- months later he left it.
He is too much a syndicalist to become a Communist, We are
going forward and the Right wants us to go backward.

The second tendency is that of Souvarinme. By its nature:
this tendency is so permeated with anti-Communist and reac-
tionary moods that it reminds one in many ways of Bubnikisitt.
I do not mean to say by this that Souvarine in his- outward
appearance resembles Bubnik. Bubnik has sold himself to the
bourgeoisie. I do not say this of Souvarine. But the objective
intent of this group is the same: to disintegrate the Commumst
Party.

The third group (Loriot) represents the retrogressive deve-
lopment towards Social Democracy. A comrade explained to
me the viewpoint of Loriot concerning the Comintern. This view-
point deserves attention. Loriot says: When the Russian Revo-
lution was in peril we foreign revolutionaries had to protect

it at any cost. At that time we Socialists of other countries

adopted the 21 points, the Leninist principles, we recognised
everything, because the Russian Revolution was sacred to us,
and it was in danger. However, now that it has became con-
solidated the time has come to revise everything, to take full
advantage of freedom of criticism.

1 have no documentary evidence to bear out these words.
Perhaps they are not correct. If so, Comrade Loriot can refute
them if he so wishes. But as far as I know Loriot such a con-
ception is quite possible with him. According to Loriot it would
seem that Leninism was right at the time when the Russian
Revolution was in danger, and it is wrong when the peril is
no more. Generally speaking, this represents a retrogression
towards Social Democracy. It goes without saying that every-
thing must be done to bring the Loriot group back into the
fold of the C. L. and to overcome these unhealthy moods within
this group. But if we do not succeed in this, our atiitude must
be that it could not be helped.

Within the French Right there are good workers, dlSSd-
tisfied with the regime of the Party and to some extent hostile
to the C.C. There was too much  mechanical ceniralisation
— and I say it openly — that there was too little democracy
within the Parly. Some of the workers supported the Opposition
only as a protest against such conditions. I am glad to be -able
to say that the C.C. of the French Party acknowledged on its
own accord all these errors at the Conference in December 1925.
The situation in Germany required an open letter from Moscow.
In France, the comrades in the C.C. came of their own accord
to the same conclusion and wrote a letter themselves.. Of course,

‘this is much better. The C.C. realised its errors and‘I think

that this is of utmost importance and that by this means the
best elements of the Opposition will again be won by the
Party.

The Right Principle.

1 will deal now with the principle on which this opposition
is based. First of all, the Right Opposition is fighthing against
the reorganisation-of the Party on the basis of factory nuclei.
You are of course, acquainted with the letter of the Right ‘to

the E.C.C.1L, a letter bearing 250 signatures. 1 will begin. by

dealing - with the: views of the Opposxhon concerning org‘am-
sational questions."
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" They say: “At present nuclei cannot -be the -basis of

the Party in France. To say the contrary means net taking

: - into account the economics of the country and the structure

w» - of the modern capitalist states, means to deceive one’s self

'+ concerning the true correlation of social forces which drive

: . the Party toward a rapid and complete liquidation. But

not only these. causes show the inconsistency of the new

regime of .the:Party. Favouritism finds its way easier into

a -nucleus. Moreover, nuclei meet with internal difficulties

- which can ruin them, we have learned by experience that

+ the existence of a nucleus depends on the capability and
. steadfastness of the secretary. ‘

. However, it is difficult to find in a given locality a
sufficient number of secretaries able to put new political
", life into inactive nuclei. That is why the comrades limit
" ‘themselves entirely to current business, distribution of leaf-
lets and handbills, dealing with questions of interest to
the factory to which they belong. From time to time, they
receive reports from the district delegate and ask him to be
short for everyone is in a hurry to get home, as it frequently
"+, happens that workers live a long distance from their place
of employment. The most important questions receive only
superficial attention. Frequently, the meeting adjourns with-
out making any decisions. Nothing is done towards the
"+ education of Party members as the conditions are not pro-
- pituous for it. It is futile to increase the number of pro-
pagandists as the results will be exactly the same. Nuclei
will continue to disintegrate as there is no one to put life
into their activity. To save the Party it is essential to aban-
don the methods used in the last year. The C.C. proposes
to develop the apparatus and also to form both street

- nuclei and ‘sub-districts’.”

To hell with all these inventions! They only augment the
evil instead of remedying it.

“In this letter we do not pretend to deal fully with

the question of the organisation of the Party. We will limit

" ourselves to the declaration that an immediate return to the
organisational basis of the Party is essential. This can be

done without abolishing factory nudei. On the contrary,

efforts should be made to extend the network of such nuclei.”

You can judge for yourselves the experience in the con-
struction of factory and workshop muclei in our foreign sec-
tions if you study, for instance, the work done by the recent

- Org Conference of the E. C.C.1. Since the Fifth Congress, when
we took up this question in a business like manner, for the
first time we have done much on this field and experience has
shoewn that we are on the right track. We will adhere to this
system with a few necessary corrections, for we find that it is
the correct and proper system. It is interesting that the Ultra-
Leit in Italy as well as the Right in France, are up in arms
against this system. Why? Everyone understands that factories
and workshops and the nuclei within them constitute the basis

for our activity, but the Right and the Ultra-Left contend that
it is not so.

However, what is much more interesting in this Right
declaration is their view of political questions and particularly
of the Moroccan War.

This is what they say: “The C.C. wanted to enforce at
all costs its ideas of evacuation of Morocco and of frater-
nisation which under existing conditions are nothing but

.-words which lead nowhere.

Why not indeed bring up the question of the ewacuation
of Nizza, Savoy and Corsica? Hitherto, the slogan of eva-
cuation has only mitigated against the slogan of the united
front against the war in Morocco, a slogan which approa-
ched realisation.”

. May I be forgiven by the comrades who are signatory to
this “historical” document, but I cannot help describing such
a viewpoint otherwise than as social patriotism. (Voices in the
hall: “Hear! Hear!”)

. If they can speak with such abandon of the annexation of
Nizzi, etc., and about the necessity to adapt one’s self to the
policy . of - the bourgeoisie, they are Social-patriots pure and
simple. For this means: that bourgeois doings are law to us.
In this respect, this group shows its opportunist hoofs, and this
is what makes me so indignant.

In spite of all its errors, our Party is fighting courage-
ously against the war, and just at such a time the Opposition
comes forward in the service of the bourgeoisie by writing a
letter against the Comintern in which it says mockingly and
contemptuously: “Why shouldn’t we indeed demand the eva<
cuation of Nizza, etc.?” This is the language of Social-patriots.

The C.C. of the French Party may have been guilty of all
sorts of errors, but it never made concessions to Sotial-Demo-
cratic principles.

The Anti-Party Policy of the “250”.

1 see that the letter concludes: “The Party is suffocating,
the Party is dying and meanwhile there is a revival of the
Socialist Party thanks to its 100,000 members, it is recap-
turing the iniluence it lost after the split in Tours. Capi-
talism is consolidating and stabilising itself and looks with
confidence into the future.”

Thus it would seem that our party is dying, that the So-
cialist Party .is growing, that capitalism is looking with confi-
dence into the future. I must say that the authoritative person
to whom I referred a little while ago understands the situation
in France better than does Loriot. .

Of course, it is essential to do everything possible to win
over for the Party good comrades and proletarians from thé
opposition ranks, but against this Right tendency one must fight
to the bitter end. If we were to make such concessions, what
would remain of the Communist International except the label?
The Party must learn to carry on practical work, to initiate'a
comprehensive discussion and must at the same time be able to
fight the Right Wing and to raise the question of discipline. We
must realise that a regular mutiny took place in our French
Party. Proclamations with 250 signatures were issued against
the Party, leaflets were published, etc. The decisions of the
central organs were flouted. A number of Party members from
the Opposition collaborated in journals published by Rosmer,
Souvarine and Co., who were expelled from the Party, journals
with a decidedly anti-Party trend. We have with us here ‘a
worker from the Opposition. I ask him how can he defend such
things, allow the publication of such letters, how can he tolerate
collaboration with Souvarine? Some people say they signed
without having read the statement. Quite possible, such things
do happen. : ;

But vead the statement now. What does it mean?
You are being dragged back to Social Democracy. The Party is
criticised, it is said that from the Left attempts are made to
exploit every error and to put the entire life of the Party on the
wrong basis. Just at the time when the Party is really getting
back into touch with the masses, when it is succeeding in this
and is becoming the only mouthpiece of sentiment of the French
proletariat, it is told here that the Party is dying. But this is
an old, old story, also to us Russian Boisheviks. The Menshe-
viks were always saying the same thing and ended by them-
selves dying politically. The people who are now raising a hue
and cry on this subject in France are political corpses and our
Party will make big strides forward in spite of all the errors it
has permitted just as did our German Party.

I do not imply by this that everything is for the best in our
French Party. We will have a commission which will deal fully
with this question. Therefore, I need not do so here. There are
in France also certain signs of an Ultra-Left peril. This was
particularly evident at the last session of the Enlarged C. C., and
these symptoms must be carefully studied. Our most serious con-
sideration is claimed by tendencies which without aigning
themselves with the Ultra-Leit, are in reality committing
mistakes of the Ultra-Leit type. By this I allude especially to
work on the trade union field. We said in the/ theses that our
French Party has not done everything possible for the application
of the united front on the trade union field. What does this mean
objectively? It is a tendency tantamount to failure to understand
united front tactics. It is essential to get rid of the negative
sides of the organisational regime, it is essential to fight against
everything which was bad in the Party, it is essential to take
away the ground from under the feet of the Ultra-Leit on the
field of trade union work. '

But first of all we must fight against the Right Opposition
in France, for if our Party had made any principal concessions
to it, it would not be a Communist Party.
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VII. Conclusion.

The Trade Union Question.

. As to our tasks, they are explained in a special sectxon of
the theses. I am not going to repeat them, since  they have been
already formulated.

I think that there should be more clarity with respect to
the questions of partial demands.

All our sections should be asked to elaborate programmes
of action for a definite period, on the basis of partial demands.
They must be elaborated together with the Executive Comittee.
First of all, we must concentrate our attention on trade umion
work. I is stated in the German resolution that seventy-five
per cent of our attention should be devoted to the trade union
question. This must also be repeated on an international scale,
¢his must become the lever of our united front tactics.

* In connection with this, I should like to say a few words
on the question of whether a separate, affiliation of the Russian
-Trade Unions to the Amsterdam International is permissible.
I sound a note of warning against ralsmg the question of the
possibility of the Russian trade wmions’ affiliation only on a
national ‘scale. This is clearly an international question and
cannot be solved merely from the French, German, British,
American or Russian viewpoint. If there is an international
problem which is international through and through, it is this
goblem. It is quite possible that it would be more convenient

r this or that country and probably for a_ very important
country if the Russian trade umions were to join Amsterdam.
But if the question is treated on an international scale, for
the whole Communist International, it cannot be contemplated
even for a minute that Russian trade unions should affiliate
separately to Amsterdam. We. must confirm what was said on
this question by the C.C. of the A.U.C.P. (and what is
included in our theses).

. The Youth.

A few more words on the question of the Youth. The orga-
msatrons of the Youth are committing the same errors as are
the Parties, and to a certain extent achieve the same successes.
We can record that a successful application of united front
tactics resulted in strengthening the position of the Youth
‘especially owing to the lour Youth delegations which visited
the U.S.S.R, and also to the desertion from the- Social De-
mocratic Party by the Independent Socialist Youth in Vienna, etc.
As to the British Y. C. L. its best recommandation is what
the ”Daily Mail“ hat said about it.

“Members of the Young Communist League, who are
supposed to be specially trained for propaganda among
children, are sent. into the parks, into the streets and chil-
dren’s playgrounds. The are advised to say to the children
when they are a little tired of play: ‘Shall we learn a new
little song?’ At first, the kiddies will be rather suspicious,
they will feel shy, but in the end they will join in the
singing of the ‘Red Flag’, the International, or some such
revolutionary song.”

It our - British . Young Communist Leaguers are really
shGng such activity, we must welcome it as a great success
of the Y. C. L. and we must congratulate our young British
comrades.

~ The Italian Youth was at first following the Ultra-Left
but at present it has adopted the policy of the Comintern.

J" The task of the Y.C.L. now consists in a correct apph-
cation of united front tactics, first of all in trade unions, in
order to .draw into our ranks large sections- of working class
youth.

<. Let our wish for the Y.C.L. be: Fewer theses, closer to
the everyday life and ‘»the e,verydvay interests of the Youth!

. o Party Democracy and Comintern Leadershlp

-1 should like to deal' quite briefly with internal -tasks.
To a certain extent I dealt with this question in my first speech
an-ithe future leadership and the internal regime.
. We have a special thesis on the questions of the internal
regnne of the Party, about the democratisation of the Party.
1 think that this question has been sufficiently elucidated.
Commumst -workers must insist on the realisation of demo-
cracy within the Party.

As to Comintern leadership, I should like to deal with it in
a little more councrete form. You know that at the XIV: Party
Conference of the A.U.C.P. the question was raised. that
the time has come to draw representatwes of the Sections. inte
the practical leadership of the Comintern much. more than
heretofore. 1 think that there was every reason to raise this
question and that it is essential to arrive at a definite decision
on .it. We have previously had decisions calling for the sending
of the best available forces into the leading organs of the
International. But this remained on paper and far irom sending
the best available forces, no one was sent at all. Sometimes,
it happened that people like Katz were sent. I think that the
time has now come no longer to leave our decision on paper.
Leadership of the C.I. must assume a more collective character.
Our tasks are growing, they are enormous and complicated.

They can only be solved on the basis of collective leadership, :

only if the best available forces can remain ‘here for half a
year and not only a few days or weeks. :

More Independence!

One more thing: at the last Plenum we told the Czech Party
that we would help them to find the proper political line for
their activity, but that all the rest they must do for themselves.
The Czech Left had to find the way to the masses without any
assistance from us. Moscow has broad shoulders, but one cannot
be always sheltered behind these shoulders. In this way the
Czech Left, by its own eiforts, took deep root in these masses
and did its best to capturé them. Now is the time ‘to tell
all our Parties: “More independence!!” Nearly every Party has
had its own experience, its achievements and errors. Now is the
time for more independence, and not merely for waiting to
hear what Moscow has to say. When I say this, my words have
nothing in common with the anti-Moscow position which was
taken by some Ultra-Left and Right elements for’” such an
attitude is tantamount to a denial of proletarian dictatorship.
Such moods among the Ultra-Leit and Right are enthusiastically
weloamed by the bourgeoisie and Social Democracy. I realise
that sometimes these moods have their origin in a strong patio-
nalist feeling, and Comrade Lenin has always warned us of this
danger.

We also encounter a trend of thought which - is about
as follows: Russia is a peasant country, a backward , ete.
how can it lead the Comintern? We have already stated  that
as soon as a second victorious proletarian revolution has taken
place in a big country we will considér the desxrablhty of
changing our organisation. But until this happens, the maximum
amount of influence in the Comintern must remain with the

Party of the country of the First Proletarian Dictatorship. It is

essential to fight against such moods, to check them at '
outset. On this question we must be perfectly clear.

But a feeling of self-reliance and independence must gnow
in our Parties. They must themselves choose their leaders. The
Comintern has been frequently obliged, the next day after the
Party Congress, to dissolve some C.C. and to appoint another
in its place. Of course there can be situations when this canmot
be helped. But under more or less normal conditions this should
not be. We must organise our affairs in a ‘manner that the
leading cadres should really be drawn from the Party itself, that
the Party itself should select its best forces for its own leader-
ship. It is essential to create a new generation of leaders. In
this respect every Party must develop a maximum of energy.

. If we had made these proposals three or four years ago
it would have been empty phraseology. Why so? Because at
that time the Parties were too weak, they were still suifering
from infantile disorders. Now the sifuation is utterly different,
the Parties are stronger and have developed, they have overcome
and are overcoming a whole series of crises. Therefore: more
democracy within the Party, more collective work in’' the
leadership of the Comintern and more independence of the
various Parties in choosing their leaders and in deciding their
political policy: But: at the same time the Comintern remmins
a -centralised World Leninist Party without which we canpof
fulfil the tasks before us. This is as clear as day.

. Thus no one should by any means jump at the oomcluswn
that we contemplate a revision of the IV or V Congress, even
though we lay the greatest siress on the importance of e
III. World ‘Congress. Our, slogan, the slogan issued by Lenin, is
— To the Masses! This slogan is hot always rightly urder<
<tood it is frequently interpreted in foo mechamcal a manne&‘

«
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Many comrades imagine that going to the masses means only
telting the workers: “Join the Communist Party.” No, comrades,
the question is not as simple as that. This slogan means that
we. must look for the masses on all the highways and bye-ways
— through the trade unions and cooperatives, through the youth
organisations and non-Party organisations, such as sport
Leagues, educational societies, etc. We must learn to look for
the masses and we must also learn to find them. Comrade
Kilbem said in one of our commissions that some comrades
m Sweden have the peculiar notion — I think a proverb has
already been coined in connection with it — that those who
have not developed into Communists in a couple of days “should
-be, spit upon”. If it is really necessary to use such strong ex-
pressions in this case, I think they should be applied the other
way about. A person who becomes a Communist in a few days
time is very cheap goods.

To the Masses! For Workers’ Unity!

. What we need now is patience and ability to capture the.
‘inasses. We have plenty of time,

' Some comrades think that capturing the masses on the
nighways and bye-ways is tantamount to going to Amsterdam
arid withdrawing our appraisal of Social Democracy. They say
that if this is not done, we will be “at the mercy of Ultra-Leftist
teirdencies”, etc. The theses deal with fundamental stages of the
international proletarian labour movement as they appear to
is. A number of methods for the improvement of our work have
been found, and we have also found formula capable of linking
up 'with the masses. We have been able to put into more concrete
form the fundamental paths pointed out by preceding con-
'ire‘sses, especially those which were under Lenin’s direct
adership.

BEAN

The only real champions of working class unity are we,
our Communist Parties, our Communist International which
has behind it the first workers’ government. It is we alone
who take upon ourselves the task of uniting the international
working class on our basis, on the basis of the Commumnist
International, on the basis of the interests and great tasks of
the working class. :

Just now in some countries Left reformists are beginning to
talk about the amalgamation of the IIL. International with the
II. International. We have received '‘a letter from the British
Independent Labour Party proposing to us such an :amalga-
mation. We will of course not ignore this letter, but: will send

a very full reply to it. We will write a letter which-shoild

have an educational influence on the British working class. To

- the' question itself, as to whether there is a possibility of

amalgamating the II. with the II. Internationals we can say
unhesitatingly: “There is not!” The Communist Party ‘is the
most important weapon of the working class in its struggle for
emancipation. The establishment of indepenident — even tliough
they be small — Communist Parties is of paramount importarce
to the working class. Even if a: Comununist Party is very smalf
and is guilty sometimes of great errors (we will correct these
errors) it is the only historical lever of the liberation struggle
of the working class. Thus our reply concerning the amalgama-
tion of the two Internationals must be an-emphatic “No!”, and
not only on an international scale but also for every separate
country. ‘ i g

In the present situation, we have a dundamental task
before us — to establish the umity of the working class on the
basis of Leninism, of the Communist International, which as yet
has not the majority of the workers behind it, but which will
capture this majority and will free the working class from the
yoke of capitalism. (Long and prolonged applause. Delegates
rise to their feet and cheer.) o :
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v . Discussion
on the Report of Comrade Zinoviev.

The third session of the Enlarged Executive was opened by
the Chairman, Comrade Smeral, at 11 a. m. There stood on
the agenda the discussion of the Report of Comrade Zinoviev.
The -first speaker in the discussion was

Comrade Neurath (Czechoslovakia):

The .Czech delegation declares itself completely in agree-
ment with the Theses on the political situation. It expressly
weloomes the agreement of the Theses with the tactical and
principle decisions of the V. World Congress. It was the de-
cisions of the V. World Congress, their precise formulation,
that first rendered possible the successful fight against the
Right elements in the C.I. This is shown before all by the
experiences: of the C. P. of Czechoslovakia. Without the decisions
of the V. World Congress we should still have the Bubniks
in our Party.

We agree with the estimation of the situation in Franmce
and Germany. We are nevertheless of the opinion that, along
with these special formulations, these Theses on Tactics should
mot fail to call attention to the Right dangers within most of
the Sections of the C.I. The reason for directing the atten-
tion of the C.I. to the Right is — apart of course, from the
momentary conditions in the C.P.G. — in the European si-
tuation and because, precisely as a result of the correct and
successful employment of united front tactics, there again arises
the possibility of Right dangers: With the masses, over whom
our future influence will reach, we are taking over those sections
of the working class who are stili dominated by democratic and
parliamentary prejudices. It is mainly in the struggle against
the Right that we shall overcome the heritage of Social De-
mocratic illusions.

The objective European situation and the situation in
Czechoslovakia is favourable for the revolutionary development.
The crisis of parliamentarism everywhere signalises the
sharpening of the fight of the bourgeoisie against the Com-
munist Parties. This is also shown by the experiences in Czecho-
slovakia. The Czechoslovakian economic crisis is permanent. The
elections to the National Assembly brought a defeat for the
coalition government. The difficult situation of the government
is being taken advantage of by the big agrarians, the banks,
the clergy and the higher state officials. On the other hand
the decisive economic organisations are exercising a strong
pressure on the government in regard to the question of the
recognition of Soviet Russia; this pressure is being reinforced
b%' the mass demonstrations of the working class in favour
of Soviet Russia.

This severe economic and political crisis is causing the
coalition government to bring about an understanding with the
bourgeoisie of the national minorities to grant equal rights
to all nationalities. The results of the economic crisis are being
expressed in the revolutionising of the petty bourgeois and
peasant sections and a great part of the indifferent and social
democratic workers. These masses will, after the fraudulent
national equalisation which the Czech bourgeoisie wishes to
carry through with the bourgeoisie of the national minorities,
recognise that the C.P. of Czechoslovakia is the only party
which continues determinedly to carry on the fight for the
right of seli-determination of the nations. The understanding
of the ruling bourgeoisie with the bourgeoisie of the national
miinorities will have as a result an extraordinary intensification
of the fight of the whole bourgeoisie against the Communist
movement, against the C.P. of Czechoslovakia. In this situation
there is necessary a C.P. with a firm leadership. We have this
leadership. But we must not forget that swe were only able
to bring this about in a decisive fight against the Right, and
after overcoming the influence of the Right elements in the

Party leadership. We must emphasise this because there are
Right elements in Czechoslovakia who conceive the recent great
and serious events in the Russian Party as being some sort
of Right deviation.

We are of the opinion that the estimation of the international
situation as laid down in the tactical theses is perfectly correct,
that it is right and necessary to conduct everywhere a deter-
mined fight against the ultra-Leits. The C.P. of Czechoslovakia
cannot and wiil not overlook the necessity of this struggle, but
we believe we should also say that in this moment, with the
present international situation, the necessity of the fight against
the Right must not only not be overlooked but must be waged
energetically bzcause the greatest dangers threatening the Com-
intern come precisely from the Right. The enemy of the Com-
munist International is. on the right. o

| Comrade Scholem (Gérmanv):

The speech of Comrade Zinoviev has, in our opinion quite
coriectly characterised the development of the C.I. The per-
spectives which Comrade Zinoviev has put forth are also the
perspectives which have been put forth by us in various debates.
within the C.P.G. I admit that many of us did not believe
that the new rise of the revolutionary movement in Germany:
would begin very soon, but that it would be two or three years
before there would commence the dissolution of the Dawes’
illusions. But Comrade Zinoviev declared in his speech that the
leadership of the C.I. had the same opinion. For this reason
there existed the two perspectives: 1. Foreseeing a somewhat
longer development, according to which one must adapt ones
tactics, and 2. the possibility that things would come to a head
much more quickly, which happily has come about, especially
in Germany. Our agreement with the analysis of the inter-
national situation and our agreement with the perspectives of
development is therefore to be especially emphasised, because
the Right elements, who are still to be found in all Sections of
the C.I., undoubtedly have another perspective. When, for
example, Comrade Varga declared only a few days ago in a
description of the future of Europe that the civil war of the pro-
letariat in Europe must end in a speedy victory, as otherwise
there would begin upon the shattered fragments of European
civilisation the building up of a primitive capitalism, we must
say that that is a false perspective. The civil war in Europe
will, according to my firm conviction, by no means end in the .
speedy victory of the proletariat, but will be a long process, a
process which cannot end as a putsch which can be commenced
to-day and be ended to-morrow with the victory of the entire
European proletariat.

-The international task of the Comintern, the formation of a
Left wing of the working class under the leadership of the
Communist International, will not be rejected by the Left groups
within the Comintern. At a discussion of the German question
in the Presidium of the Comintern. Comrade Stalin, in reply
to the question why he sees a special danger in the group in
Germany perscnified in Comrade Rosenberg and myself, is said
to have stated because these comrades did not see and do not
see the new processes in the German labour movement.

Comrades, I siould like to take the opportunity here of
declaring that we saw this new process quite clearly and that -
in no phase of the debate in the German Party did we leave
any doubt regarding this matter.

. Comrade Zinoviev said there now exist the same difficul-
ties as at the time of the IIl. World Congress when right
and left elements endangered the line of the Comintern. I be-

“lieve this comparison is false, for such dangers do not exist, at

least not from that tendency in Germany which we embody.

. _Comrade Zinoviev. has enumerated - various failures and
deviations in the question of united front tactics. He mentioned
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various deviations, firstly that which flatly rejects the united
front tactics. I do not believe that this deviation plays any role
within the Communist International.

Then Comrade Zinoviev mentioned, quite rightly, the de-
viation which is embodied in the method of “over-exposure”
carried on by the Gernman C. C., by Ruth Fischer in the past
year. We rejoice to receive from the mouth of the chairman
of the C.I. a belated justification of the struggle which we
conducted against this frivolous, against this dilettantist method
of Ruth Fischer (laughter).

The Executive of the Comintern forcibly represents us as
being an ultra-left anti-Comintern fraction, and with us thousands
of Left wingers, of honest revolutionary workers without seeing
that the kernel of our criticism was correct, as was afterwards
admitied in the letter of the Executive. This criticism of the
Executive we now have to bring forward in a serious manner.

I do not need to say anything further regarding the third
error of the Brandler bioc theory regarding the deviations of
the united front tactic. Comrade Zinoviev has now declared that
out of the left errors of that time an ultra-left international
fraction developed, conmsisting of Domski, Bordiga, Rosenberg
and Scholem. As a matter of fact no such ultra-leit international
fraction existed. I do not say that because I need be ashamed
that Domski and the C.C. of the Polish Party made the same
criticism of the people’s bloc theory of Ruth Fischer as we
did. That was a very reasonable criticism and the Executive
six months later adopted this criticism. But on the other hand
I do not know where there existed any connection. As regards
the attitude of Bordiga, we declared at the last Party Con-
ference of the C.P. of Germany that there are various questions
in which we can in no way have solidarity with Bordiga. Our
fight against a common incitement against the left elements in
the Comintern is a fight which we — and I hope along with
the Executive — will conduct at all times. We declare that for
the moment such a danger in Italy is passed, and that at
present there therefore only remains of all these things the
fact, that last year we opposed such a policy of splitting. When
in October of the previous year there came the Open Letter
of the Executive to the C.P.G., we declared at the time that
the political line of this letter is correct, but we opposed this
letter because of its inner Party line, because it was the cul-
mination of that line which sought to represent us as an ultra-
left, anti-Comintern fraction and I declare here openly that I
do not regret my attitude for a moment and have not come here
in order to do pemance. But I declare as before: I will sign no
letter in which I am characterised as anti-Communist, anti-
Bolshevik, as a corrupt element bought by the bourgeoisie. We
are not corrupt elements bought by the bourgeoisie, but re-
presentatives of left workers, and do not submit to the Execu-
tive of the Comintern describing us as corrupt elements bought
by the bourgeoisie.

At the sitting of the national conference of the C.P.G,
when the Open Letter was discussed, we clearly and plainly
showed, by indicating the two perspectives, the Bolshevik per-
spective and the perspective of the Right, that we are ready
to identify ourselves with the Bolshevik perspective. Comrade
Zinoviev has clearly and plainly shown in his speech that the
Executive of the Comintern leaves no doubt that is has this
perspective and that it will continue this line. There is thereby
given the possibility that we, in spite of the rejection of the
Open Letter, because it had a false inner Party course against
us, are prepared to begin to work in the Party in a serious
manner.

I must say a few words over the position in the C.P.G.
I have the task here of clearly and openly describing before the
Enlarged Executive Session our attitude as the left opposition in
the C.P.G. We will support the present cemtral committee of
the C.P.QG, if it continues the policy which it has begun in
the question of the referendum against the princes. This is a
case in which, for the first time for a long time, in fact I believe
for the first time since the existence of the C.P.G., a great
mass moveament is being developed and led by the Communist
Party, and that the Communist Party has also succeeded in
retaining the leadership of this mass movement in which, as a
result of the pressure of the masses from below, the leadership
of the Social Democracy has been forced. We are not such
fools as to belittle and not to recognise such successes.

There undoubtedly exist a number of other differences, and
there is no use in concealing these differences and saying,
everything is lovely. That would be wrong. There still exist
various differences, but they cannot be abolished by mutual
declarations of love, falling on the knees and such like things,
but only by common work in the future.

We believe that the Central Committee has made mistakes and
making mistakes in neglecting the ecomomic struggles in Ger-
many. We believe that it would have been necessary to issue
our economic programme as soon as possible. We also believe
that there exists a serious neglect in the handling of the un-
employed movement, of the factory council movement, in con-
necting the economic struggles with the everyday policy of the
C.P.G. These are things which can have very serious results
if one does not give them the greatest attention, and we have
to express this criticism also here at the Enlarged Executive.

We saw at the commencement of the activity in Saxomy in
November 1925, that the Party was falling into the old errors.
We expect and desire and hope that the C.C. of the C.P.G. has
not forgotten the errors of the year 1923. . :

Further, we see cerfain differences in individual questions,
which perhaps appear to be small questions, but which still
exist. Comrade Zinoviev said that one is a real ultra-left when
one opposes an election agreement with the Socialist Party of
Germany. Comrades, we have raised no objection on principle
to having joint lists of candidates or concluding any- election
agreement with the Socialist Party in Germany. But we have
objected to making a principle of concluding election agreements.

At the elections to the Westphalian Diet for example, the
Communist fraction concluded an election alliance not only with
tha Social Democrats, but also with the bourgeois left parties.
On this occasion the Communist Party gave its votes for a
Social Democrat of the name of Mehlich, who, in the Ruhr
district, played a role similar to that of Noske. '

(Interjected by Thédlmann: The central muade a protest
against this.)

All the better. I did not know that before. But it would
have been more useful if the C.C. had made its protest openly.

This policy reminds me of a somewhat similar case. The
Socialist Democrat Hirsch, who was Prussian Prime Minister
at the time when Karl Liebknecht and Rosan Luxemberg were
murdered, and through whose hands the Prussian Government
placed money in the hands of the whitesguardists in order
to murder the Communist and to spy on them, has been elected
in Dortmund as Lord Mayor for ten years with the votes
of the Communist fraction. That is the policy against which
we raise our criticism.

(Interjection: Why do you not say anything about Halle,
as giving another side of the picture?) :

We demand that the inner Party course of repelling and .
driving out all the Left elements and of attracting all right
elements, of whom it is known that they have not abandoned their
intentions, shall cease.

Comrade Zinoviev spoke of the danger existing that im
Germany there could be formed a Left parallel party. I say
bere in full seriousness: this danger did actually exist and
was stronger than the Central Committee believed and still -
believes to-day.

We have seen this danger. It was signalised by the case
of Katz, a group which will have nothing more to do with the
Comintern, which recognises the role of the Party from the
standpoint of the Communist Labour Party, of the Syndicalists.
(Interjection Braun: “Your declaration of solidarity in the
Reichstag!”) Yes, as indicating the difference between us!?
(Interjection: Geschke as a provocation!”). I have very clearly
said that the C.C. with its inner Party course, has supplied
grist to the mill of these elements. I have already said this
on other occasions and will not take it back.

We declare here openly that we have nothing to do with
these elements.

In conclusion, I should like to say: we hope that as a result
of this session of the Enlarged Executive there will be an end
to the fight against us as an ultra-left anti-Bolshevik, anti-
Communist fraction. We are not so childish as to believe that
the differences in the C.P.G. will be liquidated from to-day.
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There will always be a current which emphasises more the
role of the Party and there will always be a right current. These
currents will reveal themselves on various occasions, and will
always struggle with one another.

Comrade Semaoen (Indonesia):

In our Party we have neither right nor left difficulties,
but other difficulties exist. These difficulties are caused by
factors existing outside of our Party.

During the year 1925 our Party was very active in the
struggle against exploitation and oppression by Dutch imper-
ialism and against its reactionary policy in general. That
struggle claimed many victims. According to the latest informa-
tion, about 3000 workers and peasants have been sentenced
fo imprisonment for terms from 3 days to 15 years. 500 Com-
munists have been sentenced for terms from one month to five
years. 50 camarades have been killed, 150 wounded. 50 houses
of Communists ;have been destroyed or burned by government
officials with the aid of hired bandits. One family has been
poisoned and two comrades have been assassinated.

The number of comrades dismissed from the military and
police service, from the factories and plantations is also very
great. During the year 1925 five of our leaders have been
deported to malaria infested places. According to the govern-
ment’s statement these leaders were deported because they are
the principal leaders of our Party, which is under the discipline
of the III. International and uses every means for destroying
the government in order to establish a Soviet regime and an
International Soviet Republic.

The Government pointed to the existence of factory nuclei
in the mining and oil industry, to the strikes demonstrations,
collisions with the police, the connection between our Party and
Moscow, etc. I think we can conclude from the above facts
that our Party is a serious and real Communist Party.

Difficulties exist for us owing to the fact that nationalist
tendencies can exist and develop inside our Party on account
of the action of scme Dutch comrades, both from the right
and the left. Although nationalism in an oppressed nation is a
revolutionary factor, nationalism in our Indonesian Party would
not be good because it would promote the nationalism of some
of our leading Dutch comrades in the revolutionary movement
in Holland. ‘

If you talk with some Dutch comrades about the policy of
our Party in Indonesia they will tell you what some of the
Dutch comrades have done in Indonesia years ago when they
were left wing social democrats, and speak depreciatively of the
“native” leaders of the movement. By so doing these Dutch
comrades “nationalise” the result of the work of our native
comrades. It is true, that many Indonesian Communists are in
prison as the result of the work of Dutch imperialism, but I
make bold to say that the obtaining of wage increases for the
workers in Indonesia lately and development of Communist po-
iicy among the Indonesian masses is really the work of our
Indonesian leaders themselves.

To the comrades in Holland I would like to say: “Do not
iry to interfere in our tactics of leading the national movements
as the Sarekat Islam etc., onto our line, as very great changes
have taken place in the last. few years in Sarekat Islam of
which our Duftch comrades know nothing.”

Another danger we have to face in Indonesia is that of our
Party being isolated from the masses. Until now the govern-
ment has succeeded in isolating our movement from aii other
revolutionary movements in the world, and recently even from

Moscow. But having connection with the working and peasant

masses our Party has been able to progress and tc lead the
national energies of the country in the fight for emancipation.

According to the latest news a new law is being intro-
duced which will render it impossible to publish our organs.
There already exists a prohibition against strikes aund the
holding of meetings. These reactionary measures will promote
the propaganda of the Indonesian anarchists who advocate in-
cendarism against the sugar industry, the oil wells and tobacco
works. For the illiterate masses plunged in misery such pro-
paganda is attractive and it will be difficult for our Party.
driven into illegality, to oppose it with our own methods of
fight. We promise, however, to do our best and at the same
time express our best wishes for the growth and prosperity of
our brother Party in Holland. .

International Press Correspondence

Comrade Semard (France):

The French delegation is in agreement with the main lines
of Comrade Zinoviev’s analysis of the, international situation.
It merely wants to introduce in the discussion certain supple-
mentary facts on the situation in France.

The report indicated for example, that the position of the
French workers is better than that of the workers in the neigh-
bouring countries. °

It must be emphasised that if the position of the French
workers appears favourable as compared with the situation of
the neighbouring countries, it should be borne in mind that
the pre-war wages were notably lower for a large section of
the workers; their wages were below the cost of living standard.

It is evident that in the present situation the French worker
is favoured.

I want to stress why it is that the wages are actually in-
sufficient, although much higher as compared with the level of
neighbouring countries. :

This is first of all confirmed by the great number of strikes
which have taken place during the last 2 months, by the move-
ment among the middle classes, particularty the bank strikes,
the movement among the officials, and the strikes  developing,
particularly in the metal industry (Citroén factory) and the
threatened railway - strike in Alsace Lorraime. - ‘

These facts show that the workers are already entering
into action not only to raise their salaries, but in order to
protect them against the fluctuations in the cost of living, and
partioularly against inflation. )

I also want to emphasise that for some months the cost

-of living has made tremendous leaps upwards. Thus in the

month of January the cost of living increased by 12%.

It should also be pointed out that if a certain stabilisation
of the franc may be foreseen at the time when the settlement
of foreign debts will be made, perhaps in a few months time,
the financial crisis on the contrary will continue to become
more acute.

I have just emphasised that the workers are now com-
mencing to move with respect to wages and the sliding scale.
I also want to emphasise the proposals for the united front
which we have made, for if we have committed errors, we
have also done some good things, in particular our last pro-
posals which were made after our conference on December 2.

We made proposals to the reformist leaders and to the
reformist workers for immediate demands. We had to record
a refusal. But does that mean that the united front is not being
realised? No. In certain parts of the provinces we have realised
the united front from below. :

In the Citroén works, for instance, we have proletarian
unity committees which embrace practically all the workers,
mobilising practically the whole factory against the bosses for
immediate demands. :

We can see perspectives of great struggles. An economic
crisis is threatening and is already breaking out. Albert Thomas,
leader of the International Labour Office, has said that this
crisis is at our doors, it is a crisis due to decreasing produc-
tion, restriction of credits and unemployment.

On the other hand, this situation is still more aggravated
by French imperialism continuing the wars in Morocco and
Syria which everyday make the financial deficit more acute.

Consequently there are perspectives of struggles for the
proletariat in defence of wages. Can we say that these partial
struggles will spread into a more general movement? That is
possible. Fascism is developing of late and has found its poli-
tical and economic basis. It is therefore possible that in the
development of the partial struggles of the workers, we - will
for the first time come into collision with the fascists, or at
least their civilian organisations. .

. Confronted with this situation it is quite evident that we
are in agreement with Comrade Zinoviev. We must develop
the united front and make more agitation for trade union wumity.

And now I want to underline the faults we committed in
the application of the united front so that they may serve as
an example to the brother Parties.

There were certainly Leftist faults at first consisting in a
bad estimation of the fascist movement and in slogans which
were too advanced for the masses, particularly that of the
“revolutionary tribunal”.

There were also faults in the united fromt tactics for the
Morocco war.
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The defeatist slogans were evidently correct, and we intend
maintaining them in our programme against the Right, which
demands their suppression. We will continue defending them
before the wide masses of the workers, but we will not intro-
duce them any more as a condition for the participation of the
workers in the united front. At first the wide masses did not
understand these slogans and our fault was that we did not
explain them before issuing them.

I should say comrades, that these Leit Wing errors have
been corrected and that since our conference of December 2,
we have made some progress. At the present time our basis
. for the united front brings ws still nearer to the Social Demo-
cratic workers and establishes a link between us and the large
non-Party masses.

While we have to formmuilate observations against the atti-
tude of certain leaders of the Right, we should emphasise here
that we have to combat certain Leftist faults which have ten-
dencies to continue in our Party, and we may say that we
will politically beat all those who resist our conference of
December . On this point the International should also with
us condemn the faults of the Left and the comrades who tend
10 continue them. But comrades, comrade Zinoviev is right here
also. Whereas there is a Left tendency matural enough amongst
the whole proletariat, there is nevertheless an even greater
danger from the right.

First of all there is the systematic fractional work with the
“Bulletin Communiste”, with the Souvarine group which is now
being formed, for Souvarine, who is supposed to be disciplined,
is forming a small group to embrace all the oppoments of
Communism.

Side by side with the “Bulletin Comimuniste” there is the
“La Revolution proletarienne”. This small organisation has cer-
tainly much wider ramifications than the “Bulletin Communiste”
among the old Syndicalist cadres which are affected by the
demagogy of Monatte and Rosmer. Consequently, in our Party
the dangers from the Right are much greater than the dangers
from the extreme Left.

The ideology of the Right is revisionmist. It criticises in its
thesis the umited front as defined by the V Congress. It is
against reorganisation on the basis of factory nuclei.

The position of Loriot should be emphasised strongly here,
as we intend beating the Right in France on the question of
nuclei in a big disoussion so that the echoes may be heard
throughout the International.

Comrades, what does Loriot say? He, says: “The formula
of the V Congress is seducive, but it is idiotic in its applica-
tion.” Commencing from this point of view he writes: “To
think that one can separate the leaders from the masses is
pure utopianism, one cannot form the united front over the
heads of the leaders.” He affirms further the necessity for a
coalition: “The wnited front is neither an end nor a trap; if
the Party proposes it, this is done honestly and loyally. Its object
is to unite all the forces of the proletariat into temporary
coalitions for limited objectives.”

Loriot evidently refuses to desire a coalition with the
leaders, but objectively tends towards this aim, when he says
that one cannot separate the masses from the leaders.

On the other hand, what is still more serious is that at
the time when we were faced with important colonial wars,
the Right systematically condemmed our defeatist slogans not
because they could be rejected by the workers, but because
they could be rejected by the leaders.

Loriot’s position on defeatist slogans is a flagrant proof
and also a demonstration of the Social Democratic spirit which
animates the members of the Right, with the exception of prole-
tarian elements which will separate from these few Right Wing
intellectuals.

What did the opposition say on the question of Morocco?
First of all they said the war was a reactionary war: “Abd-el-
Krim is a feudal chief who must only be supported to the
extent to which he is really revolutionary and if he will allow
us to educate and organise in a revolutionary spirit the
peasantry and the large masses exploited in the Rif”. Only on
this condition will we be able to support Abd-el-Krim.

The letter of the 250 candidates stated that “we wanted to
impose at all costs the idea of evacuation of Morocco and of
fraternisation, which in the circumstances were omly super-
fluous demands without any real object”.

- N

Could one really sign a thing when all the opponents
of Communism are saying the same thing? Loriot adds: “The
military evacuation of Morocco is synonymous with revolution,
its meaning is that of the dictatorship of the proletariat.”

I would like to observe that the military evacuation through
defeat followed by wide movements of fraternmisation and of
revolt of the tribes in French Morocco, is not neoessarily a
revolution in France, it would simply mean that imperialism is
in a diffioulty and is obliged to retire.

Comrades, this should be emphasised as this is not being
done, that fraternisation has occurred, and comrades know that
whole battalions have fraternised, have gone over to the side
of the Riifs and Syrians.

What is the nature of the war in Morocco? It is precisely
that similar races are lined up against one another who have
(;uite naturally a tendency to fraternise amongst themselves, and
it eur French Party had had the possibility of conducting suf-
ficient agitation on the front, we are certain that the fratermi-
sation would have been much greater.

I therefore only emphasise that it is not only the intro-
duction of this slogan into the united front which the Right
is combatting, but the slogan itself.

Our comrades are discontented with a certain mechanical
procedure in the reorganisation of the Party. This discontent
is not concerned with political questions, but questions of orga-
nisation.

Leftist faults have also been made in- the trade union move-
ment. Our agitation for unity has for some time vceased to
remain in the forefront. The Unity Left Wing which was
constituted within the reformist unions, was not adequately
organised after the Federal congresses. But I must point out
the difficulties met with. Reference is made to the British Trade
Union and the agitation made in favour of wunity, but the
situation is not the same; the British movement is not split;
in France we have two trade union confederations and the
creation of a unified movement does not take the same form as
it does in the British Trade Unions.

On the other hand, it must also be stated that a certain
spirit of revenge in the rank and file orgamisations animates
the unity comrades, who see the reformist leaders pursuing
their disintegrating work and systematic scissionist policy in
the trade unions and thus hindering our comrades recruiting
for the C.G.T.U.

On the other hand, for some time past, it is certain that
amongst the Communist Party elements there is a certain under-
estimation of trade umion work aznd movement, owing to the
extraordinary political activity which we have been displaying
during these last eight months. Finally, there has been a rather
serious repression on the part of the bosses. The nuclei which
were formed after the repression of the employers, in onrder
to keep police spies from entering have also prevented the
entrance of good working class comrades.

All these questions, comrades, have produced great diffi-
culties in our trade union work and we consider that Comrade
Zinoviev was right in saying the agitation should above all
be conducted on this particular point.

These faults have been corrected since our last conference
and the National Confederal Council of the C.G.T.U. placed
the question of unity in the foregrpund.

I now wish to bring forward the faults we have committed

in the Party reorganisation.
. We have not formed street nuclei at the same time as the
factory nuclei, we have not formed sub-districts for territorial
work; the old branches ought to have disappeared only after
the complete reorganisation. In this manner, we have estranged
from us no small number of artisans, small tradesmen and even
isolated workerss who have become merely sympathisers.

There errors, comrades, have now been overcome and our
reorganisation is being continued. We are forming street nuclei
in some districts. In passing, I should point out that the Right
was also against these nuclei.

In the letter of the 250, it is stated: “At the present time
the nuclei cannot constitute the basis of the Party in France.
Without sunmressing the nuclei we must return to the branches.”
And some of them indicate that we should return to the bran-
ches in order to aoply “democratic centralism”. Thus we find
in a thesis: “Democratic centralism is omly applidable in view
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of -the present circumstances, if the territorial branches once
become the basis of our organisation.”

Our Comrade Engler who is here, can say whether he is
in agreement with this thesis.

in the letter of the 250, it is stated: “Failure has been
practically general.” They state that the Party is going from the
nuclei “towands rapid and complete liquidation.”

We have 60,000 members in 1,500 factory nuclei and 2,500
territorial units, i.e. street and village nuclei and old branches.
Our Party has gained great influence amongst the masses of
workers and peasants, and particularly amongst the middle
classes. We have only just learned that in the last recruiting
campaign 70% -of the new members were peasants, in the
Limousine region, for fimstance. Consequently this shows that
there has nevertheless been some thorough work put in by
our Party. :

Another point is the question of the new tendecy, or rather
new ourrent which is being formed in our Party, a centrist,
confusionist current which helps the right to carry out their
petty manoeuvres. In a motion put forward by Morin, it is
stated that there should be: “Entirely free and permanent tribune
of discussion, no action to be taken against collaborators of
the Bulletin Communiste and the Revolution Proletarienne, who
could write in this free tribune unless they had relapsed from
the Party. Proportional representation to different delegations
and on all organs.”

This is no longer idemocratic centralism that is being de-
manded respecting and applying the decisions of the majority,
but a club of philosophers which is being proposed.

Further, Humberdot wants a marriage of convenience bet-
ween the two cadres, between the old cadres and the young
in order to save the Right wingers. He has written something
of this sort:

“We must ‘Fit in the young generation’ of the Left into
the old generation with Social Democratic traits so that the
one learns ‘politics’ and that the other gain support.

Thus in a few years we will be able to obtain a Party
that is quite harmonious and serious. Such is the alliance
which I propose.” .

Comrades, that is an alliance with Social Democratic idea
the fitting in of the young Left generation into the old organi-
sation so that the latter can teach them politics; that means
a return to the wide united Party where Guesde was to be
found side by side with Jaures. Why not, then, also hawve poli-
tical unity after the fashion of Renaudel?

~ We know, comrades, that the Right, the collaborators of
the Bulletin Communiste and the Revolution Proletarienne are
behind these confusionists.

In conclusion, we will combat this growing confusionist
tendency by applying true democratic centralism, by realising
all the tasks set by our Conference of December 1 and 2, and
by abolishing all our Leitist faults which we acknowledged
before the Internatiorial and which we already corrected. This
is in complete accord with the Comintern of which we intend
remaining the most active and the most disciplined section.

Comrade Braun (Germany):

We have not come. to the Enlarged Execufive in order to
allow certain decisive questions to be smothered up, not even
by good or diplomatic speeches of Scholem. Scholem declares
that precisely at the moment when his group was about to
develop into a Bolshevik group, there came the letter of the
Executive, which has to a certain extent disturbed this process
ol development by representing this group as being wultra-left
and anti-Comintern. What are the actual facts? Whoever does
not recognise that the Open Letter was a necessity, not only
for the German Party, but for the entire International, in order
to make a decisive turn in this epoch of preparation of the
second revolution, has altogether failed to understand the matter.

In. Germany, the position was as follows: after the serioms
opportunist errors of the year 1923, things were going to the
other extreme, and there were tendencies for this line to spread
through the International. i a change has been brought about,
this is to be attributed to the great effect which the letter to
the German Party has had and still has on the whole Inter-
national.

-Scholem says that nobody thinks of disturbing this
approach to the masses which has been introduced by -the Open

Letter. The only disturbers whom he sees are those who wish
to make wuse of this approach to the masses in order to fra-
ternise with the German Social Democracy. He has omitted
to say who these people in the Comintern are, in order that
he can go back to Germany and, on the occasion of every
approach to the masses which the C.C. makes, again be able
demagogically to declare to the workers: look these scroundels
are preparing the way to the Social Democracy. When one
declares that preparations are being made to enter the Social
Democracy, it is obvious that many workers become mistrustiul
and begin to doubt. This spreading of the poison of doubt and
mistrust is the charadteristic feature of this deviation, and is
at the same time the point of contact with the right deviations
of which we shall never lose sight. Scholem says further that
he is completely in agreement with the policy of the C.C. in
the question of the expropriation of the princes. But Comrade
Ruth Fischer recently said at one of the sessions of the Executive
that this is parliamentary cretinism.

(Interjection Ruth Fischer: This is not true!)

Scholem says he is in agreement with this policy, but
what Scholem does mot or will not understand, because he
is still today seeking a platform for future opposition, is that
this policy would not have been at all possible without the
letter of the Executive. And here we see another inconsistency
with Scholem. He says he agreed with the policy in the question

- of the expropriation of the princes, but that errors have been

committeed in regard to the question of unemployment, in the
economic struggles in Saxony. That is how Comrade Scholem
has proceeded in Germany. When any error makes its ap-
pearance that, according to Scholem, is the line of the C.C.
Scholem says that we have not led any economic struggles.

The leadership of economic struggles in the present period
in Germany depends in the first place upon the influence which
the Communist Party has in the trade uniomns. This perhaps
can change in a short time, but in the present period we
cannot conduct such great mass movements of a revolutionary
character against the will of the trade unions. The weakness
of the inflence of the Party is mainly to be attributed to the
fact that Scholem, Ruth Fischer, etc., have carried on a false
pelicy. Scholem says the inner Party course involves the da
of a new Heidelberg, the danger of a new split of the C.P.G.
This danger, he says, was far greater than the members of the
C.C. realised. It is a very serious question if the ultra-lefts
have a certain basis in the Party and this basis has been soli-
dified especially as the result of the false policy of the last 18
months. But we must mow bear in mind that it is precisely
through the change of policy which the Party is carrying out
that this state of affairs will be deprived of its social basis.

We have learnt from the development of the Party and
we will understand how to prevent a second Heidelberg even
on a smaller scale, but we will also not permit our patience
to be taken advantage of by certain elements who mistake this
patience for weakness and believe that they cam, by exerting
pressure against the Party, carry through everything they wish
including every deviation from Bolshevism. And therefore we
say, comrades, Katz was excluded from the Party because he
«personified to a certain extent all the anti-Bolshevik tendencies
which existed in this ultra-left group, and because, on the basis
of this anti-Bolshevik attitude, he proceeded to act against the
Party, which of course, no Party, unless it wishes to be de-
stroyed, can tolerate. We regret that along with Katz, 12
workers had to be excluded. ’

(Interjection of the representative of the district VI of Ber-
lin: Hear, hear!) i

We regret that we were compelled to exclude 12 workers,
but we will emdeavour to win back some of these comrades.
When Scholem delivers such a conciliatory speech here, I must
call to mind (Kilbom can bear witness to this) that Scholem
only a little while ago declared at meetings in Berlin that the
Open Letter means the introduction of the liquidation of the
Communist International. .

(Interjection Scholem: I mever said that!)

Of course you said that. We have only ascertained that your
whole line was: the liquidation of the Comintern is being in-
troduced. These sentiments are no chance phenomena, but are
deeply rooted sentiments and conceptions, and even conscious
conceptions of some people who omly recently stood at the
head of the German Party. .
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Comrades have aftempted to carry on fractional work and
are still continuing to do so ‘today. But these attempts will
fail, because we are strong enough to comvimce the working
class members of ‘the Party. It must be stated that we have
two tendencies in this ultra-left group. There are some com-
rades who perhaps are following the path of Katz; we hope
that there are not mamny of them. But on the other hand, there
are of course comrades — and these form the greater part —
who are honestly open to comviction. In this respect one should
here create a platiorm, not on the basis of diplomacy, but of
clearing up the matter. The Enlarged Executive is a forum
which can and must set up this platform for the next few months.

When Comrade Ruth Fischer had signed the E.C.C.L
letter, she went to Germany and attempted to organise under-
ground a revolt against the C.C. Now, with the continuation
of these attempts, she will be pulverised, that is evident. Should
Scholem and his group mow begin to follow this path, their
fate will be no different. We wish to declare this quite openly,
because wunless this is made clear, we shall not be able to
secure the Party line.

A word regarding the Right dangers. Are there Right
dangers in the German Party? When one places this questign
in the perspective, one must say: of course there exists the
possibility of right dangers. We have not yet any strong deve-
loped Bolshevik cadres, like those which the Russian Party has.
We have had a number of serious deviations in the past which
attemipt partly even today to comsolide themselves in various
directions. Do there exist today in the German Party Right
dangers representing a serious danger against which we must
concentrate our fire? They o not exist to this extent. The
danger today is the ultria-left ideology, of the vacillations as
they are personified in Ruth Fischer, in a profound pessimism
and lack of belief of both groups, which at bottom, spring from

the same roots. Scholem, who makes such a great outery over
the Right dangers, abstained from voting when Schonlank, a
liquidator, was to be expelled, but spoke in the discussion
against the expulsion. In this conmection we again have soli-
darity with liquidatory temdencies from the Right.

In conclusion a few words as to the future development
which can arise in regard to Right dangers, perhaps upon the
basis of greater successes than we have today. A great lesson
has been hammered home into the consciousness of the German
Party, not only of the great masses of the membership, but
also of the majority of those comrades who experienced the
opportunist failures of the yar 1923: whatever steps we take
in the application of the wunited front tactics, we will never

" abandon the principle that at all negotiations, at every tactical

turn, the independence of the line of the Party, the independence
of its tactical methods and measures, must be maintained.

So far as the question of the fight against Right dangers is
concerned, the Party wil not disregard this struggle, but now
the question of the day in Germany is before all, the iight
against ultra-left dangers, and the fight for overcoming the vacil-
lations. After our victory, which we have won, it is our task
to comsolidate it by the first successes, to secure our line, to
consolidate the Party and thereby create the basis for a suocess-
ful policy of the C.P.G., and for a strengthening of the C.I.
and with it the preparation of the German revolution.

The German delegation expects from this Enlarged Exe-
cutive and from the decisions which will be adopted here, the
seouring of this course, the speeding up of the tempo of deve-
lopment also for the Party. We have not such a long time that
we can afford to lose years by a false policy; we must learm
to march more rapidly and to act more rapidly and in order
to march more rapidly we must carry on the fight against
these moods and tendencies right up to the end.

(Fourth Session, February 22, 1926.)

Continuation of the Discussion on the Report
of Comrade Zinoviev.

Comrade Brown (Great Britain):

I do not propose ‘to deal at very great length with many
of the problems which beset the British Party and the British
working class at the present time, but the British delegation
consider it necessary to make one or two observations on the
Political Theses submitted by the Presidium.

With the general political line of the Theses the British
Delegation is in complete agreement. But whilst being in agree-
ment with the general political line, nevertheless there are one
or two points that we desire to make in the discussion, Our first
point relates to the part of the theses dealing with the economic
situation in Britain at the present tiine. We are afraid that a too
gloomy view is taken with regard to the position of British
capitalism. On this "question it would appear that the period
of rapid decline was accentuated almost into a landslide in
Great Britain. We would warn the Plenum against this view
of the report.

Whilst it is true that during and afier the war period
British capitalism has continued on the down grade, it still has
tremendous resources to draw on and these resources and
sources of resistance should be carefully considered. We would
particularly draw your attention to the remewed activitiy of
British imperialism in India and also to the attempts of British
imperialism in the Near East, in Egypt, and the Sudan. But
perhaps the most important fact that will- show you that British
capitalism has great powers of resistance is shown by the
reports of over 1700 commercial and industrial companies. We
find that in 1925, these companies made a profit which was
~ 8,7% above the profit made in the previous year 1924, which
in its turn was above that made the previous year. These are
points which must receive great attention before we pass that
part of the report.

Nevertheless we agree that British capitalism is on
the decline. This is proved by the fact that British capitalism
no longer pursues a policy of granting concessions at the

expense of the exploited peoples of the colonies. Hitherto it has
kept peace in the home country and used the working class of
Britain as allies against the colonial peoples. That period has
passed. The result is that the British working class is driving
to the Left. The whole movement is taking up a Left position.
The British working class can now give pride of place as being
the most reactionary to the American Federation of Labour.

This point is described in the Theses as of world historical
importance. But the Theses fail to mention another point.
British capitalism is dropping its democratic mask. This is
to be seen in the preparation being made by the boss class in
the shape of the organisation officially of the O. M.S. (Organi-
sation for the Mainienance of Supplies)... Arrangements are
being made for men to take their place in the key industries
in the event of a big struggle in May. Then there is the kid-
napping -of Harry Pollitt, when those guilty were let off with
a few words from the judge, the sabotaging of the delivery of
labour papers, the organisation of special police, and before all
the preparations of the government for placing the administration
of the whole country under the control of the Privy Council
in cases of emergency. . .

Further, there is the arrest of the 12 leaders of the Party.
These twelve leaders were arrested because the C.P. has been
able not only to show a lead, but has been able to get the trade
union movement to rally round and follow their lead in the last
crisis. The Governmenf were frightened of a repetition of this
process next May. In view of this we consider it necessary in
the Theses to draw attention to the fact that the British govern-
ment is dropping its mask of democracy and coming out into
the open struggle.

Next there is the question of the British Independent Labour
Party and its suggestion that the IL. and III. Internatiomals
should be united into ome Internatiomal. It is very essential that
we should understand why this has been put-forward by the
I.L.P. There is a revolutionising process going on throughout



#
282

International Press Correspondence

No. 18

the whole British labour movement. The I.L.P. has felt this
and within the rank and file of the L L.P. there is healthy
reaction to it. The C.P. has been striving for a united front

_ with the LL.P. and all working class organisations. Proposals
for joint action have been put to the National Administrative
Council of the LL.P. by the C.P. The rank and file agree
with these proposals and district councils have expressed them-
selves in favour. This process is reflected in the leadership of
the I.L.P. It is faced with the alternative of forming a united
front or placating the membership. The leaders declare that
the C.P. is not its own master and therefore they approach
Moscow and send proposals to Moscow, in order, under
the guise of conducting megotiations with the Communist Inter-
national, to take away the minds of the workers from the united
iront proposals.

We must draw the attention of the I. L. P. to
the fact that they canmot expect a wunited International when
they refuse all agreements to form a umited front. The L. L.P.
must show its willingness to umite its forces for a unmited front
campaign with the Communist Party. The I.L.P.’s main plank
of a living wage should be turned into a first plank in the
united front. The unemployed situation should also be included,
as this is a question which directly affects the I.L.P. both in
regard to the members themselves and in view of the fact that
the I.L.P. has control of many local governing bodies and
that it is the policy of the government to prevent relief and
assistance being given to the workers through these bodies.
This would drive a wedge between the reactionary leaders and
the working class members in the districts. Dawes and Locarno
should also be forwarded as items for the united fromt.

Comrade Engel (Berlin):

Comrades, before I proceed with my speech, I must declare
on behalf of the IIl. District of Berlin that, for the members
of ‘the Wedding District, Comrades Rosenberg and Scholem
do not come in question as their representatives before the
Executive.

I come now to the question of the Open Letter. Comrades,
we, as revolutionaries, who up to now have steadily followed
our line, who have followed the line of the C.P.G. and the
line of the Cominfttern, cannot help being surprised when an
open letter suddenly makes its appearance, in which workers
are abused who represent a certain Bolshevik line. T of course,
do not stand here as an anti-Bolshevik, but claim to be a
Bolshevik, although I am a so-called ultra-left. Therefore, I
protest that the so-called ultra-lefts are abused as being anti-
Communist, anti-Bolshevist and goodness knows what.

Comrades, the tactic of the German Party has not always
been ocorrectly and systematically carried out, because certain
dictatorial measures are employed there towards those functio-
naries who were not always of one mind with the Central.
In this conmection I miust mention comrades Ruth Fischer and
Maslow. I accuse Comrade Ruth Fischer of having destroyed
the Left in Germany.

As regards the present policy 1 must declare that the C.C.
has mot always understood how to rally the masses together.
I will speak of certain cases which have occurred in Germany.
I take the case of Katz. Katz did a stupid thing which was
not in our interests. We must, however, at least take care that
those workers who have been excluded from the Party are
admitted again. When we see how the matter came about, we
must say that the C.C. was partly to blame, that the situation
in Hannover developed as it did. I repeat that the comrades
in question who are honest revolutionaries, must be again
admitted imto the Party, that it must be made dear to them that
they have acted wrongly and that what they did was mot in
the interests of the Party. We are absolutely umafraid of the
future. for if we do not deviate from the line of the Comintern
and if we stand true to the line, nobody will be able to have
anything against us, and we declare that we stand on the basis
of the Comintern.

Comrade Varga:

Comrades, the picture of the world situation was perhaps
never so complicated, both from the economic and the foreign

" political standpoint, as at the present time. We have before us
four great portions of the world. The first portion is the

,ﬁ

Soviet Union, which is already building itself up outside of
the capitalist society and is on an ascending line. We see as
a parallel to this the American Continent which, upon a capita-
list basis, is likewise on the upgrade. The whole world situation
shows more or less a polarisation of forces round these two
centres. All revolutionary forces, in the widest sense of the
word, are concentrating more and more round the Soviet Union.
All the capitalist forces, all the counter-revolutionary forces
are concentrating round the strongest bourgeoisie, round the
bourgeoisie of the United States. As a third portion we see
Asia and the North African Colonial area, which is at present
in a great revolutionary ferment, bearing an outspokenly anti-
imperialist character. As the fourth portion we have Europe,
which is surrounded by these three forces, which is in an
exceedingly difficult position and where the shaking of capita-
lism has made the greatest headway.

A year ago we stated here that a stabilisation of capi-
talism is to be recorded in Europe. The period is mot long
enough in order to be able to form a judgment as to whether
the stabilisation is progressing or whether it is only an inter-
lude. My opinion 1s that the year 1925 was for Furope an
economically unfavourable year, a year of comparative boom
but with a very limited revival of economy, and, as the events
of the last few months show, we are now again in the trough
of a crisis.

But even this temporary improvéement of the position of
capitalism in the year 1925 has been bought by a worsening of
the position of the workers.

We must now raise the question, why is European capi-
talism mot in the position to grant an improvement in the
living conditions of the working class? I believe, comrades,
we can give the following reasons.

1. Europe has lost her leading position as the industrial
workshop of the world.

2. The Colonial surplus profits out of which the European
bourgeoisie had created a labour aristocracy have been greatly
reduced by the revolutionary activitiy of all the Colonial peoples.

3. Europe has lost the possibility of securing, by capital
import, the non-European markets in competition with America.

The development is proceeding along an ever-increasing
isolation of the European bourgeoisie from those sections which
are interested in the maintenance of capitalism. In the last few
years, as a result of the inflation, not only has the bourgeoisie-
minded working class lost its economic basis, but enormous
sections of the petty-bourgeoisie, the great section of small inve-
stors, who were fanatically in favour of the existence of capita-
lism, and, a great portion of the working class have been
pressed down into the proletariat.

With what means is the European bourgeoisie, in spite
of its objectively advancing isolation, defending itself against
the proletarian revolution? It is surrounding itself with a num:
ber of chains of defence which it is setting up between itself
and the revolutuonary proletariat. These chains of defence are:
the innermost chain, the State apparatus of force. The second
chain is the petty-bourgeoisie and the peasantry, which is
gathered round the bourgeoisie, The third chain is the Social
Democraty, which is pushed forward within the working class
in order to form a defensive wall for the bourgeoisie. And
when we really consider our task as a strategic task for which
we fight, then we find we are immediately confronted with
the Social Democracy, against whom at present our attack must
in the first place be directed.

It is not correct to say that the Social Democracy is the
party of the petty-bourgeoisie. Of course, the Social Democracy
is not a workers’ party, the Communist Party alone is the
workers’ Party, but the Social Democratic parties are parties
which have great masses ‘'of workers in their power. They are
parties of the working class.

The second lesson which one can draw from a thorough
observation of Social Democracy is that the tactics of these
parties in defending the bourgeois society are exceedingly clever
and elastic. In every State, in every country we see that the
particular possibility of leading the working class from the
revolution to the bourgeoisie is skilfully carried out. Only if
one penetrates very deeply into the matter will it be possible in
every individual country to take up a successful fight with it.
Should we succeed on our part by a clever tactic in destroying
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this protective wall pushed forward by the bourgeoisie, we shall
soon be in the position to direct our attack immediately against
the State organisation of force which will therefore compsl
the bourgeoisie to throw away the democratic ideology in
order at once to hold down the working class by force. This im-
poses upon us the task of carefully studying the system of white
terror, the terror of the bourgeoisie as it has existed for some
years in a great number of countries in Eastern and Central
Europe. Millions of people have for some years been living
under a system that prevents a legal Communist mass movement.
We must seek means to remedy this.

Comrades, 1 should like in conclusion to imake a remark
against Comrade Scholem. He said that I have an incorrect
perspective. The fact is that I am polemising against the opinion
of the Social Democrats, let us say against the theory of Hilfer-
ding. He says that for Furopean capitalism there is still a period,
a long lasting period of peaceful progress. That is what I have
always denied. In connection with this I have written that theve
exist four possibilities, only not this one. And I believe that in
this respect nobody can dind any kind of deviation from the
correct standpoint if he judges the matter objectively.
~ What I wish to emphasise, and what I have already often
here emphasised is the following: There is no automatic
transference of power to the proletariat. The capturing of power
must proceed by means of long struggles, and "of course the
victory of the proletariat is by no means automatically assured
if we do not know how to carry out the revolution. If, I do not
know for what reason, that is not clear to Comrade Scholem,
I really cannot help it. I helieve it is necessary that we point
out that it requires very severe, big and long drawn out
struggles in onder to vanquish the bourgeoisie, and on the
other hand, to emphasise repeatedly that the perspective of the
Social Democrats which says that now a new period of peace-
ful rise of capitalism will appear is incorrect. Therefore, one
must fight against both perspectives, against the perspective of
peaceful progress, but also against the perspective of an auto-
matic transference of power to the proletariat after the collapse
-of capitalism. I do not believe that Comrade Scholem is right
when he sees in this any Right deviation. (Applause.)

(omrade Semard:
The Presidium proposes the following resolution:

Resolution on the Eighth Anniversary
of the Red Army.

“The Sixth Enlarged Plenum of the E.C.C.I of the Com-
intern sends its warmest Communist greetings to the Red
Army of the Workers and Peasants, which can now look back
upon eight years of existence.

These cight years of life of the Red Army of the Soviet
Union were years of titanic struggles, of magnificent victories,
of persistent and systematic learning. -

The Red Army, which has defeated the counter-revolutio-
nary armies, which has driven back the intervention of the
imperialist powers, has becomre a centre of culture and edu-
cation of millions and millions of youths from the ranks of
the workers and peasants, it has become a school of Communism.

The five years which have passed since the conclusion of
the civil war have clearly shown that Red Army has not lost
anything in the way of strength owing to the fact of its being
a school, but that its power which is directed towards the
defence of the Soviet Republic, has increased still more.

In the ninth year of its existence, theRed Army must not
forget the constant armaments which are being carried out by
the bourgeoisie for the purpose of fresh wars, it must con-
stantly remember that English imperialism is preparing for
war against the U. 8. S. R.

The Communist International, which reflects the sentiment
of millions of class conscious proletarians of the whole world,
expresses the firm conviction that the present temporary period
of peace will not weaken the intermational spirit of the Red
Army of the Soviet Union, that it will not reduce its watch-
fulness and tits readiness at the mnecessary moment to come
forward in the interest of the world revolution.

Long live the Red Army of the Soviet Union!

Long live the proletarian world revolution!”

Comrade Seegers (Holland):

The Dutch Party.is in agreement with the anmalysis given
by Comrade Zinoviev and also with the conclusions drawn
from it. f I wish to make any criticism of the attitude of the
Executive it is that the Right is not combatted sharply enough.
In Holland the Right not only shows serious Right deviations,
but also sabotages the work of the Party. It is evident that the
Dutch Party cannot become a mass Party so long as this
struggle continues and so long as the Right fraction does not
abandon its sabotage.

The Central is in agreement with the present tactic and
with the resolution which the Presidium submitted in December.
It is thoroughly convinced of the fact that the Party must direct
its entire force to work in the reformist trade unmioms. The
main task is the formation of a Left Wing in the reformist
mass trade umions. But the Party must also remain in con-
nection with the revolutionary trade wnion Central and criticise
its mistakes. There are deviations and the present Central has
undertaken to combat them.

1 agrez with Semaoen that the former leadership revea'ed

a Dutch Imperialist tendency and had a bad effect on the
Indonesian movement. But the présent Party leadership has
altered this tactic and is convinced that collaboration on an
equal footing with the Indonesian Party is mecessary, and that
every imperialist tendency must be combatted. Comrade Semaocen
was only in Holland for a short time and this at a time when
the new Central was only just beginning to work. If comrade
Semacen had remained longer, he would have seen that the
present Central in the last few months has carried on a great
campaign for the struggle of the Indonesian workers.

In conclusion, I must protest against the fact that Com-
rade Wynkoop, member of the Executive of the Communist
International, is not present here. The Central invited him, but
he refused to appear. This must not be passed over without
protest for Comrade Wynkoop ought to have appeared here
in order to give an account regarding the sabotage he has
conducted.

The Central js also aware that Left dangers exist, especiaily
in the trade union tactic, with the revolutionary trade unions,
and it will sharply combat these in the future.

Comrade Engler (France):

Semard alluded in his speech to the slogan of fraternisation.
He recognised that this was a tactical error. Since, in spite of
myself, I belong to the Right, I take the liberty of stating that
1 am not sufficiently convinced by this argument and I persist
in saying that even from the specifically Communist point of
view the slogan of fraternisation is not good. I consider that
when one displays the intention of reaching the masses, even
based strictly on the Communist viewpoint, it seems that it is,
above all, indispensable to take account of the degree of the
comprehension of the masses which are being appealed to.

The French opposition (let us change the terms and drop
the Rights) has declared that the best slogan for drawing the
g%rkimg class towards us is that of immediate peace with the

iffs.

Slogans are very nice, but one must also, when issuing
them, know if the moment is appropriate for their application
and it is thus that I am led, in spite of myself, tc speak in
this hall about our 24-hour general strike.

We were alone at Rouen with only a metal factory upom

.which we could reckon. The bosses had for a long time been

wanting to get their own back on us for the gain we had
obtained from them, and I advised the Party that in making
this strike we would be exposing our flank to the employers,
who would use every methods for disorgamising my union
which is the miost powerful on the lower Seine. Unfortunately ~.
my predictions came true.

I think that the leadership of the French Communist Party,
has committed a good few errors, and I also consider that my
c}?mm‘des Loriot and Paz have also committed errors in their
theses.

Comrade Zinoviev also says in his speech that both in
Italy and in France the Right is against nuclei. We are, and
always have been, in favour of factory nuclei, we think they
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have a preponderant role to play, but we are against nuclei
when you consider that they should be the decisive organisation
of the Party.

The nucleus cannot be the decisive organisation of the
Party and I want to try to make you understand in my working
«class language.

We have six in our nucleus and you know that in all the
-other nuclei it is the same thing. .

Comrades, in our nuclei of the lower Seine which are ge-
nerally composed of an average of ten members, there are
-generally five of us who meet. I the live member of the nucleus
is not there, the nucleus meets and does mot discuss anything.
The nuclei are not alive and if you want them to become the
decisive organs of the Party, propose something concrete to us.
Form groups of nuclei, call them what you wish, but at least
let there ‘be an important number of comrades who discuss
things and form an opinion.

Zinoviev has stated that in France the Right has fought
very obstinately.

Comrades, we claim that we have been extremely moderate
in the discussion as compared with the attitude taken by Com-
Tade Zinoviev on August 12th, 1925 in his report on the German
Commission here.

You have made exclusions. We immediately requested you
to reinstate the comrades who were just expelled and who were
expelled for not thinking as you do. ,

(Interruption of Thorez: But Souvarine was exdluded by the
International.)

That is all the same to me. You call counter-revolutionaries
comrades whom we refuse to consider as such. We demand their
immediate re-instatement.

You have compared Souvarine with Frossard. I am not
the advocate of Souvarine, but 1 say that the Communist Party
should take care, for so long as it systematically leaves out-
side the ranks of the Party a man who has demanded to be
reinstated, I assert that this can serve as a point of attraction
for the opposition comrades and for other comrades who have
not the same capacity for resistance as we have, who get
disheartened more quickly and who are excellent fighters but
who resigned from the Party as they find the Opposition is
really too badly treated. ,

As Souvarine has miade a demand for reinstatement, 1 say
the following: “Let us know the conditions, however severe they
may be, for the reinstatement of Souvarine in the French Party,
we will not combat these conditions, we will transmit them te
those interested in a way that they may know when they can be
reinstated in the Party.”
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