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reactionary labor leaders, than by ourselves. We have not yei
fully recognised the necessity of communisis and militantg yin
general, worki within the mass labor 'oxganizalions. It seems
as if we are al..id of becoming confaminated, and of losin
our identily as communisis, if we become “ {00 much “ involv
1 un,on aclivities.

In carrying out this ?olicy which has been defintely laid .
of

NO. n

——

estat’ hing our nuclei, we must realise that we are '

?o merely for the purpose of making them a recru'rtinngo‘g.‘f]@?ﬁ

or our parly. We are @ng' it for the purpase of rlicipa '

with the workers in their daily struggles, and deve oping -I,‘.ﬁ

]s‘:v:”wl_es for ﬂtle ec?nomm necls of ﬁ:e masses into a p. T;
utiomary struggle against capifalism, and { ing 1

pregcut trage unions intgo revohl:ﬁonary' amer % lhe

down by the Cominfern, working within the unions by struogle for commmumiem. netraments of" e
, .
/ \
\
-
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The Program
of the Communist International

Bukharin:

Comrades, you are all aware that we shall not adopt a
final ngra'm at this .Congress, owing to the fact that many of
our Parties have not defined their attitude towards this que-
stion. Even the Russian Party has not had the opportunity to
discuss the draft which I now preseat to you. Therefore, most

- of the delegations are of the “opinion that it will be more expe-

dient not to adopt a fina! program at this Congress, but to
discuss the. program now and bring it up for adoption at the next
Congress. e fact, however, that we have placed so important
and difficult'a question ae that of an International program on
the agenda of the Weorld Congress, is in itself the best evidence
of our mlghty growth. We may express our perfect confidence
that the unist’ International will also solve this problem,

whereas in the camp’ of our adversaries of the Second and Two

and a Half Internationals we observe complete theoretical impo-
tence. (Clara Zetkin: Perfectly true).

Before dealing with the various questions before me I will
first of all take up the fundamental questions of the theory and
program of the Second International before the war. The thesis
which I propound is that the theory upon which the Second Inter-
national was based before the war was responsible for its col-
lapse during the war. Generally we may distinguish three
Phases in the development of the Marxian theory and its ideolo-
Fncal construction: the first phase was the Marxism of Marx and
“ngels themselves, then followed the second phase which was
the Marxism of the Second International, the Marxism of its
founders. At the present time we have the third phase of Mar-
xism: the BolsheviE or Communist Marxism which is to a large
extent reverting back to the original Marxism of Marx and
Engels. The original Marxism of Marx and Engels was the
child of the European revolution of 1848 and therefore possessed
2 highly. revolutionary spirit. .

This revolutionry character of the Marxian theory is ex-
Plained by the fact that the doctrines of Marx and Engels were
&volved at a time when the whole of Europe was in the throes of
Tevolution and the prolefariat as a revolutionary class was en-
fering the arena of world history. Then followed a different
E€rlocl_ and with a different ideological tendency. This entive
istoric development once more demonstrates to us what we ob-
Serve in the history of nearly all ideologies, namely, that .an ideo-

j;?gty which has been born under certain conditions will uader -
differy

ent conditions assume a different expression and develo
Into a different form. This is what occurred with the Marxiug
doctrine, ~Following the revolut epoch of the middle of
last century, 'ahw;‘ﬁrely'diﬁerént epoch in-the develo,

et B o e i
Ment of the’ capitalist ‘system cet in. It 'was ‘the epock of ‘the .

gigantic growth of capitalism. This growth was chiefly bas.

upon the colonial policy of the bourgeoisie, and the stupendous
development of coatinental industry was chiefly stimudated . by
the exploitation of the colonial g)eoples. This rowt¥1 and prosperity
of continental industry cau a varlety og social re-alignments
within the European nations. The position of the working class
wag strengihened in the economic sense of the word. At the
same time capitalist development created a considerable com-
munity of interests between the bourgeoisie and the continenial
working class. This community of interests between the con-
tinental bourgeoisie and the continental proletariat was the basis
for a great psychological and ideological tendency manifesting
itself within the working class, and, ergo, within the Socialist
Parties.

Then came the second phase in the development of Macxism
namely, the phase of Social- ocratic Marxism, the well known
Marxism of the Marxist theoreticians. The struggle between the
orthodox tendency and the reformist tendency, the great struggle
between orthodox social democracy represented by Kautsky on
the one hand against the Revisionists as represented Edouard
Bernstein on the other—ended in the triumph of orthodox
Marxism. However, when we look back on the entire history of
this struggle, the complete surrender of orthodox Marxism te
Revisionist Marxism slands clear before our eyes. [ support
the thesis that in this struggle, which took place a long time
before the war, so-called orihodox Marxism, 1. e., the Marxism
of Karl Kautsky, surrendered to Revisionism in the most
fundamental theoretical questions. This we failed to notice. Now
we see clearly and distinctly, and thoroughly comprehend the
underlying reasons of this phenomenon. Let us for instance
consider the question of the impoverishment theory! You are
all aware that Kautskian Marxism argued this question in a
milder form than that in which it was stated by Marx himself.
It wag asserted that in the h of capitalist development the
working class suffers a relative deterioration of its condition;
that the inherent law of capitalist development consists in that
the condition of the working class improves, but in relation to
the condition of the bourgeoisie, it deteriorates: Thus Kautsky
defended this appareatly Marxian view against the attacks of
Bernstein. I consider this inferpretation of Kautsky incorrect and
contend that this theoretical ‘)':silion is based on an empirical
view of the conditions of the European and the American
working class.” Marx, however, in his theory analyzed an abstract
capitalist development which leads to a deferioration of the
condition of the working class. What did Kautskian Marxism
do? By the term working class it understood exclusively the

-cldss,
The condition of these strata_of the proletariat went on

“improvingy byt iuytskiwn Marxisnt did hiot realize that this improve-

wen .
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ment in the condition of the continental working classes was to overcome the oppressive tendencies of capitalism -
bought at the price of the annihilation and spoilation of the remain in poverty and sink and in the e
colonial peoples.  Marx was speaking of capitalist society as a ) Kautsky further on makes attempis to define hi, |, lica]
whole.  Now, if we wish (0 be somewha{ more concrete than  differences from us, the Communist International, wh,, dis
Marx we should not confine our scope of observation to the rely upon the labour a

American and European countries, but should extend it to world  and this is what he h
economy as a wholje. In that case we would obtain a totally

risiocracy but on the most oppress.. | \”an‘gl
as to say on the question: :

“Thanks to its ignorance and inexperience, . le
different theoretical picture from the ome tha{ has been drawn longing for improved conditions and liberty, it easily 1*«":11::3:
by Kautsky and his !olk)wcrs. Thus, from the theoretical stand- the prey of all demagogues (i. e., the CORINUNISS) Wiy ¢ per
pomt Kautsky’s thesis was not correct. It was an act of surrender deliberately or lighzmind«ﬂ! (this is his  sue) o cal
to the attack of Revisionism. Let us now take up another question, analysis), ‘will coax it by means of tempting prouy;.... e
the theory of collapse aud the rising of the proletariat.  This the fight against the ftrained and well organized elemeny
catastrophic  theory of collapse was much softened down by that are accustomed to choosing their battle ground .y
Kautsky in his controversy with the Revisionists.  With regard take up only such tasks ag they are well prepared an. e
o the {hﬂolunon, the result of the collapse, we notice even in for”, and so forth and so forih.
the more revolutionary of Kautsky's writings, (e g his “The There is a novel by Jack London “The Iron Heel" Tk
Road to Power), a great number of really comical ;{nssages, of London, who is not a particularly good Marxist, under s, it
r“’“"“ﬂ"’““y exaggerated opportunisn. Let us take, 0{( “‘5“’,??‘% well the problem of the modern’ labor movement. He saw gy,
1S varying opinions on the general strike in his boo on ‘“t well that the bourgeoisie not only attempied but actually si. egy
Soaal Revolution”, where Kautsky asserts that if we are ina .o splitting the working class info two parts by COPTUpII1 o
position to make the revolution fhen'we need no general sirike. part, namely the trained and skilled part of the prolelandf b
I not  we do not need one either . What does 1t mean? It means using this {abor aristocracy as a means for suppressiny; .
nothing but pure opportunism, which we did not quite notice

belore, but which we see quite clearly now.

Let us take the third theoretical question, namelyi, the theory g;:p;;gir::}(;{l:ngxeoromt U iew of the workers is not e stog
of the State.  Here | shall have (o speak at somewhat greater ; TP i

length. On the outbreak of the war we thought that Kautskianism jragedy of the working class—its internal division
had suddenly betrayed its own theories. This is what we thought
and wrote at the time. But we were wrong. We can now quite
calmly admit that we were wrong. Quite the contrary happened:
the so-called betrayal by the social-democrats and the Kautskians
was based on the theory which these theoreticians had already
matntained before the outbreak of the war. What were their
i political power
by the prolefariat? They represented the case as though there
n in the hands of one class, wid
This was also

Slatements about the State and the conquest o

were some object which =~ d

later passed into the possession of another class.
the way Kautsky saw it.

et us now take the case of the imperialist war.

the World.
to the forefront.  This idea was thought out to its logi

when Kautsky raised the question of National defence
answered that question in the affirmative.

I'he same with the question of the dictatorshi
lelarat. Fven in debate with the Revisionists Kautsk,

ne . e;
developed this question,  He almost failed to say a single worid
upon this most imporant question and most imnportant prablem
during the whole of that controversy, He said something to (he

effect that this questjon would be solved by fut
Ihat was his way of “stating the problem”.

Comrades, when we examine these me
atiempt to discover in them t
declare that we have here an alleged M
based on the aristocratic position of
tental workers, whose
spotlation of the colonial workers.
basis of Kautskianism ig indeed
the Second International, These fellow
that they no longer need to wear a mask.
the problem Kautsky makes this very
bad m the fact that:

“Indeed the proletariat is no
have already seen (hat it 15 divid
first place are those that are exce
nomic circumstances or by legisY
organized and are in a position {o defend tt
are the superlative p.
capable of successfully resisting the o
of capitalism, because {0 them the strugg
'S not merely a struggle a
power’

This contradistinction between tlie struggle against poverty
and the struggle for power is also a ‘‘very Marxjan” figure of
speech!  He goes on {o say!

o y the side of these well disci
efficient (i. e, licking the boots of enerals) froops there
stands the great army of those (mar ou, he cannot deny
this) that are plaogd in such unfavourabf; circumstances that
they are not yet in a position to organize themselves and

plined, trained and

I we now
cunsider the State as a homogeneous instrument which changed

hands in passing from one e;)och to another, e, as almos{ a
neutral thing, then it is per ectly conceivable that we should
Em!ect this instrument on the outbreak of war when the proletariat
as the prospect of conquering the State in this manner. Durin
\{'ar the question of protecting the State was brought

cal con-
clusions, and it was quite a logical consgquence of this theory

p of the pro-

ure genera'ions

ntal excursions and
he sociological equivalent, we must
arxian ideology that was
these strata of the con-
mproved condition was secured by the

This Thesis on the socialogica!l
admitted by the theoreticians of
3 have become so arrogant
In his treatise on
liognosis and sees nothing

t quite homogeneous. We
ed into two strata: Ip the
tionally favoured by eco-
ation, who are strongly
1€ir interests; (hege
art of the proletariat, ifs ‘‘aristocracy”
pressive tendencies

e against capitalism
gainst poverty but a struggle for

very
upheaval of the working class. What Jack Loundon -, abily

the Second Infernational. They expli e

=10 supprt
urgeois society. This constitites the function of \lll‘m
ocracy, Now, after many years of war and revolutio, these
fellows are shamelesg enough to rake wp this muck and . e
it a theoretical basis. The sociological basis of this Kauiskiag
arxism is 8o clear that one wou think that it could 5.,
any clearer. Yet, on considerin this problem once more |, the
form that it had been presenteg in the theories of the - cond
International, we obtain an even clearer picture. On tedding
their new publications, especially the latest book of Kaulsh, we
do not find a single word about the all-important probicin of
the theory of impoverishment. 1t is absolutely inconceivat:., that
at a fime when the tendency of c&pihliarp slands out

! be

m all

witnesg the discarding of all masgks, that Kautsky should g
have a word to say on the most important robém Bur u
i iti rom the boik of
C to the solution of this oysiery of
silence.  There is a book in Germany that has been speciall
written for the young; by a certain Herr Abraham, This :wl
has been widely spread among the young people and I believe
translated into other languages. This genfleman states his ihesig
uite arrogantly and cynically: ”Jﬁarxism wag  saved
evisionism|” Zle tells us that we need no Marxist theory, for
the revisionism of Bernstein has sgved for the working lass
the frue elements of Marxism. This is his main thesis |}
gentleman goes on to analyse the position of the working | luss,
and attempts to sa something about our conununist asscilion
and he advances the following two Theses (1) “the cas: was
not so previously, the conditions were always improving” il
ignores the colonial peoples and the coelies. His second ' -5
is even more striking:  “The present situation, with the cv.
rency chaos, with the real impoverishment of some strafa, is wh
that it cannot be analysed from the standpaint of any sociol .
laws”.  Thus, we are not in a position to analyse these 1l .
If we should consider this as a serious statement, we . d
say: (ive us a mysfical explanation, made up both of m. s
and mist (laughter). The faciical senge is that these fe'' s
seek to evade the argument before the working class by ihe
silly assertion that we are not in a position {o explain the pr. -t
situation, that the situation is 80 complex that we cuiiot
understand anything. The real reason why they cannot under-!ind
is because we are now in the period when the theory of coili se
is working out in actual practice.

They are unable to analyse the revolution, they canuot
produce an analysis that would furnish the basis for practual
revolutionary decisions They are evasive when they say: 11 re
19 no logic in the events of our fime. bas

Let us take for instance the theory of the crigis. Wit
regard ta this theory, Kautsky asserts “that in our  prescit
theoretical consideration of the development of the capifalist
sgstem, we should admit quite frankly that the theory of criscs
should assume “more modest dimensions” in our argument. Wlat
does it mean? It means that Kautsky asserts that the capitalist
world has € more harmonious in recent times. |his
assertion is naturally the embodiment of pure stupidity. The facts
prove the contrary. We now {find complete vindication of the
theses and the theory of crises has been proven up to the hilt.
We can even maintain now that the war itself was a specific form
of economic crisis, and i is this specific form that we should
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tically conceive and theorelically analyse. And wheu these
tbeore A

i Thi i i iod of political
into the other. This has its corresponding per .
discu olution, a real flesh and blood pro- transition, when the State can ble ltoph:xlg else but the revolu
ssm?(he r:: .u %nﬁis is not a true revolution; tionary dictatorship of the proletariat.
na_xlll rucy:?t‘utflt;.:’ real” revolution. There are bourgeois Sy said Marx.
we Wi

; him
i ienc these Kausky, what has he (o say? Let me quote :
leaps in nature and science, gl!hough ¢ Aund Kausky, _ jiaie o
scholars, yh(') f(::llz. '"E:B. when Kautsky says: ‘“The revolution literally:  ““This sentence we should now(. )mmf(”{)o‘z}::rnnfsnt ol
are empirica been achieved, but it is not a prowetarian, not a " 0 experiences, and on the question
in Fussm rhel:lsolution." We are in the midst of the collapse, the g 1. say:
real, true

i in hi B t see (he crisis
st cri owu in history, yet he does no ‘
g ggssrasr;l:] ‘“In our lheorellycal m)lns,4e1‘3t101| of the (hu,)fy
o h.e‘ we ought to be more modest.” These are simply .r:e
ol g f opportunists gone mad, who have completely lost 1he
s realities, who pretend to discuss the logic of hlnstory
gense lor own brain i8 Kzrelt thereof. Omne of these gent t:met:l, ment.” |
b ustan B s A ool This 1s indeed not a form of transition from Marxism {o
b rong .go;::m L Tkt P i Sl “lheorchclal Revisiomsm, but it is even worse than the purest Rt'VlblOlllSI;:i

ol hlw"gﬁl o . ol o Bl iRy KB GG ¢ deal th a number of betrayals. Marx cou
w e Ol et : or | [lere we have to deal wi X )
e ourgeo o Iy B R e C i t the other end of the transition period. l\auts' y
e Coomoenic & : . capitalist world. Not ste comununism a . e . ure capitalist
&edurlfuugd the economic wealax]wlss of “‘Lh;::é";al;;'ci;ogennaat, e comunnisi af the usdnf lrax;sftu))lrlmfel'(;r:l.a(l]hegJvuemntmllI i
| Ueaita, ik Neverloelom, v iah government to a pure democratic y A i o
one of them . al to tell us that capitalisin . is : m?  He provides no room f
beet Kias, who. cliios. & ong i where does communism come f I h
b en e ' ' Ihe Wa. _JHIN SoRmcs Aol i id > may judge for ourselves as to what 18
e SiTEMgUeIEd B o ! itali ‘ome communism. Besides, we may ju i o i
e a0 i ! i M g hi bstituting of coalition for dictatorship.
il oo i, favour ol now. w i i . the real purport of this subs ‘ : L5
arong CXhorla R e el e i > 1 re not at all surprising when some bourgeol
onger in consequence of a war, T in all serious- It is therefore i i . : ng Dounfels
sl:')‘r’lt.%" This comical standpoint is now uum!ame;l n a . theoreticians declare yuite sensibly }h.nﬂt 1h(r”ef lt?nc"&cm’fd L4,
ﬁ)ss Vhy BRIkt o 8 nd ]nlerna;:onba(.l This theory Marxism in the minds of the theoreticiang
f State 18 :
> to the theory of the State. S wtiogal | - )
t lsz;':sh::v;o‘:o;;i tansioymes by all the tl)é_:orttlcnlansk()): There 18, for instance, in CGermaay a cerlain, wise, but
get\l‘:»mnd International, without exception, into a direct plea

” > pr @ I
3 ic 3 Hans Delbrueck, who, after a persua
very cynical professor 1o A perensl
. . s ot [ the Second International, in :
i Not a single attempt has been de of various writings o
a bourgeois republic.

il i : « lear literall
understanding anything, oot a single idea, i 's":):tgawe::el?'l:: in unlel of the issues of the “ Prussian Year Book " wrote literally
3 . . use argui v . , : .
for [h~e bourgemsbsore “1d7Qh°Il’:f’¢l;inﬁ'ey ouly know one thm%: s follows * The difference between us !x)ur%e})ls soml! I::‘]:L‘L‘::
poople; they are absol lic. In this respect there is absolutely thinkers and them (meaning Kautsky etc.) 18 only
fo plead for a bourgeois re brlcéoi: liberal sfcholars and the social d)e];ri‘ﬂ ’ A few mwre steps along this rlt)ad, gentlemen, and
no difference between the pourg itings of Cunow, for instance, the communist mist will have dispersed. ‘
il PR re‘?dll}?gmhig;ri;l?)%d“ssorsy like' Franz O pea- K}l:is is a very good quotation. A bourgeois [’“"fﬁ*”vd‘"
we find that some of the bou lovitz school, are L " Wilhelm, tells the theoreticians o pseudo-

: hose of the Gumplov S adherent of Kaiser Wilhelm, E o revolutionar
heimer and others '“Ombiy.‘ ition than he. Cunow in his Marxism, of a pseudo ‘‘international” and of “ revoluti 1acy
much nearer to the Marxian position 1 welfare institution, e acy that there is no difference between bourgeois

i t of universal welfare in social democracy tha : no ' hich tlrows
book «laims the State to be a sor { the working class cia ' caiitsbiy and 156, THi& 18 3 quovesios wiiidh th
children, whether of the g thinkers and Kautsky ( E theory  thece
a good father to all its tands. 1 once said that v ' n the whole sifuation. LFven in
bou i So the matier stands. : h a clear light upo . o & corresponds
or of the rgeo. SK‘; was represenled by the Babylonian lgmg seems 1o be an clg_menl of tactics dll‘d strategy, which k(l}‘;(l 1"]‘]’153.
this is a theor lhﬂ_ e ﬂlep tical leve! of the represenlatives to th tual political tactics and strategy. On the soc
Hamurabi. And this is the theorelica jonal it i classes, parties, groups, and sub-groups,
P d International. board with its different classes, | he as the
and principal sages of the Secon . more wit thacks and the greatest of them, was
I retical ls which are even we susfained many se : N f the political
But e are theo wiriaih i I Kautsky solites f the proletariat in consequence 0 I
i ini 1 refer to the conception o S splitting up o proiclarial in 4 sthe  leaders
gqlghra:-)etg:nrdd :%n?::m;;:zwiu Fevoistion ank Jo H:‘ ‘I: ltll',l’; Beioapal ot de“he nmalidt;;lki:}:d“{:rmpaxg;l?&:ll:)l\lx( a  bloc ol

1 i ose 1 u ) , .

overnment. To wrile such stqﬁ one has mdeet:oro instance, (,'[ neof r?he clements of the labor movenkui‘ “.m ‘ the

st vestige of theoretical consuous:ness.Do Tak?m o hat s B rb)ome e On a lise il ihis prosess we witoesked, %0 &

’ lution. ou know ! ourgeoisie. ; and the bourgeois
Kauts ’s theory amt‘llltistbeugvﬁ?):?‘ i Thcy rgeois revolution .05 bloc between the psgudwrzzxvxvstgeha(;;d mllhe e
g B il iole %- The proletarian revolution, precisely philosophers. Such is the situation w I and in practice it is
beuhas o vwhl':t::'rim revolu;:rim must not employ violence, ¢y "Senng Intern?tmnaLﬁ Bgt]h”:;t t::;;gsmm e Ty Tevelies
use it is a pro , 2 A ia always = mist hnternatior : y ey
these geatlemen has said, violence is . only the (unm\' C nunist Infernational
or, as another of . *ngels itten about ion dpoint, and consequently the Comr

g ; know what En has wrift tionary standpoin Marxism
8 reactionary force. We W titled “Dell Autorita”. He ,ont Fepresans the real theory of Marxism. . o the
the revolution, in an Italian article en itative thing in the turn to another question. Having disposed

p . jon i mos thoritative thing I now : ! h to say a few
wrote “The revqlqbon 18 ﬂitm hits“:rl;c event, when one part theoreticians of the Second lntemauonal',el w}l::a wi(t)h payrncular
o the iomeEOIUQM“W o e e Piuch wag  Words on the new anal S has not been 2 yet fully clucidated,
of the population 1 ifles”. Such was ference to a point whi 1as not | [ i is it

means bayonets, ns and ri . refe Hie stion: From what point of view

population by bt Msrxjsm_ And now we hear o of a1l | will put the que f capitalism as a whole?
the conception of revoluti : “Bayonets, guns dvisable to examine the development of capitalism s
; has to tell us: yonels, most advisab b heoretical pivot in the consi
what the miserable Herr Kau Hoonreuots HEOANE €Y There must indeed be some kind of a theor p! b Nt ot
i 5, L PIvor
ixd ther oans: MY vinices axe o bmgby the bourgeoisie.  jeration of the entire process of capitalist developmen e
been i ‘hose from. We

have not invented by the proletariat, but | In thi one hoose! We naturaly have several fo chose
: : tution.” In this way shall we choose . king class as beiug the

The tarricade is & pure bourgeois inslitut ht, for insiance, say: ... dither regard the position of the worki :

i il iy " capital, or we can
could argue almost '“!y‘hmgilt l::lllll i ‘;‘_‘gcot"wqum"’ this is'a  Gefinite crystallisation of the aoncmtralw;:]td%of«zatine il
iy thes _rgeo:;s)é. It would follow then thai we m consiruct our program from ‘heotslt:il: Patures of capitalist deve-
gu}srczl‘!d l;‘i]ur' eo: nl;erlups Pty dit,’cardfzdodaui‘de“ nO\; ?ew elemaBﬂst ol’ :}?iﬁ:t{hg: :l?émcnpitalis( development as ;d wl;g)le
idi it 4 ek o e oL Dk int of the expanded reprodaction

thevild e reslly i caiioas o Adopk- stk 4 s o1 e dered from standpoint of the ¢xpa :
: ere W€  ghould bé considered fro ot tandpoint that

Now we f all u:o J;zo%mog{ ?{a::ht;k; Ku::n’:-sky believes  of capitalist wnqux‘(iiledwgfe' ;x:gcgs is o:rocn;;x@l;]si s!s de\?eok)pmeﬂt
reach the apex of all the ; odox Marxism. Marx we ought to oconsider elo t when capitalism
bimself to be the mg?;’ﬁl::u(gﬁgghconsisted in the doctrine We have now reached a St:xgt:n ?{w‘iﬂalreg?i‘;n consider capitalist

Maintained that the spirit hip. There is a passage in Marx jg breaking up. To some but this does not prevent us from
Pk i T Sy vt i B ot B o 2 B e el
which reads: class e jedge that considering a : he steady and constan
Eem‘lle . but{ p ':fausmd""ﬁ?}“?f:iuum ;h?ok:‘he dictatorshi t:: the l>l'°gcg°3h‘:'t f;ﬁaﬂ‘:t sconh%gfgilgttioﬁi. th’l(zhe wa{ is the.expr\?-,

cvelopment of capita M himself conceiv reproduction o AR inh t in capitalist competition. We

Ge Prolcierial.- This was fhe way of the Marxian docirine. gjon of the contradictions in em:f ar solely as the expanded
joeoty. This in fiie S and submiauce of the SARCESE CORPHI ought fo explain the meaning of w italist society. 1f this
- . tsky writes: “In his { 8 ug g structure of capitalis .

G Cilckom of voria demotoale program, Marx wrole: ey B o e rotradictions has_ already led (o fhe impos.
the citicism of i ety accentuation of the conts Halist wociely, this stand:
Between italist and the communist soc ibili ued existence of capitalist s \

“ the capitalist ition from one sibility of contm
L intervenes the revolutionary stage of transi

“Between the time of the pure bourgeois and the time
of the pure proletarian democratic State, Al‘herc 18 a period
of transition from one into the other. This has (1[3 cor-
responding period of political transition, when the Covern-
ment a8 a rule should take the form of a coalition govern-
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point can also serve the purpose of elucidating all the other
uestions, such as the grouping of the working class, the social
ﬂivisions of society, the position of the working class and .the
structure of modern society. e ) )
The second question to my mind is the question of im-
perialism. 1 am not going into a comﬁlele analysis of the entire
epoch of imperialism, because the theoretical answer to this
Question is quile obvious to us as communists. I only wish to
emphasise a point which I consider of importance, namely, ‘ How
are the specilic forms of the s)olicy of violence of financial capital
to be explained? Many explanations have been given. It was
explained by the monopolist character of capitalism and by other
things. Yet 1 think there is sfill another very important factor
in the answer to this question. Political economy in the past,
including also the Marxian 1heor{, treated the sub{ec‘t of capitalist
contradiction as something peculiar to industria capitalism. It
was an epoch of competition between the variaus industrialists
whose methods consisted of lowering the price of commodities.
This is almost the only sort of competition mentioned by Marx.
But wn the epoch of imperialist capitalism we find many other
forms of competition wherein the method of reducing prices is
of no significance. When a coal syndicate, for instance, fghts
an iron syndicate for surplus value, it is to be assumed that
these syndicates will not resort to the method of reducmﬁ prices.
It would be preposterous to assume that they would fight ex-
clusively by means of some violent method like the boycott, etc.
The main groups of the bourgeoisie are now in the nature of
trustified groups within the framework of the State. They are
nothing else but combined enterprises.
. It is quite conceivable that such a form of enterprise, such
a construction_of compeling groups, should resort chiefly to
violent methods of competition. The international sub-division of
labour, the existence of agrarian and industrial countries, the
various combinations of industrial branches within the same
imperialist Sfate, bring about a sifuation where no other policy
can be adopted. The policy of low prices is almost an impos-
sibility. Thus arise the new forms oF competition which lead to
military attack by the State.

' { would now like to touch upon a third point that ought
to be mentioned in the vrogram, namely, the emphasizino of the
réle of the State in general, and the role of the State at the
present moment in parficular. We should admit quite frankly
that the Marxian theory, and even orthodox Marxism, did not
investigate the question of the State quite thoroughly. We kiow
that some of our past leaders have fackled this question and
solved it in a treacherous manner. But we should ask ourselves
whether there have been any revolutionary Marxisis who have
made a thorough study of the question. \Jhal does it mean? It
means that the Marxist theory was evolved during a period
strongly tinged with Manchester hues. Free competition reigned
supreme, This situation had its roots in the specific conditions
of the epoch. But this should not safisfy us. The role of the
State is very important from all points og view, from the stand-
point of the bourgeoisie as well as from the standpoint of the
proletariat. On the one hand we are fo destroy an organisation,
and it is therefore important for us to know the situation as it
existed previously so {hat we may create something of economic
relations. All these circumstances should urge upon us the neces-
sity of emphasising the question of the State and giving it
prominent place in our program.

I would further urge that we include in our program
something about the monopoly of education by the ruling class.
We used to ignore this question in discussing our programs in
the ?ast, but now, when the proletariat is striving for power
and for the reorganization of society, such questions as the train-
ing of our officials and adminis(rators, the standard of education
of our leaders before and after the conquest of power, must play
an important part. AH these questions are of great imporfance,
yet they were never-discussed before, because they did not a pear
to‘us to be practical questions. Now they have become abso utely
practical questions, and for this reason we should give more
place to this question than we have given before,

I think that in our program we should touch upon the
question of the specific symptoms of the maturing of socialism
within the capitalist society. It is a classical passage in the
Marxian doctrine, that the germs of the new society are generated
in the womb of the old. Bui this theory has caused go much con-
fusion in the ranks of the Second Internationa) that we should
state the question more concretely than we did before. I cannot.
touch upon the question in its entirety, but this much | would
like fo say: We all know that the proletarian revolution imposes-
many demands'u n us, that the proletarian revolution is at
tires accompani by deterioration of productive forces. This is

an inherent law of proletarian revolution. But our opponents

want to fell us that this is due {0 the fact that capitalism is not
yet ripe for soeialism. This is their mdin ,lh&eore‘:‘ictzl .thesis in

“will appear as Asiatic

which they confuse the maturing. of ca italism within (. ;.
system with the maturing of mcnjglism mp;thid the capitalisﬁ(,(],t ','fj‘”
ut. we want to emphasise the di ce of principle u.(,. "
the two phenomena. At all events, we should lay down (., "
ditions of the construction of sociakist society  [|-
difference between the {wo lypes of mafturing cop,. ¢
that capitalism has grown out of the feudal syste,),
A {o Z.- The whole apparaius of society from the worke;. .
ruling bourgeoisie - had grown to maturity within {h,
system. Socialism could never, even under the most fa,.,
conditions, grow eul of capitafism in such a manner, |, i
possible for the working class {o gain coptrol of productio, ., oy
the capitalist society. It is nonsense; it is a flagrant contray .,
Far this reason the special features of the maturing of s.. |
within the capitalist society are totall different in |,
from the m2turing of capitalism within the feudal system. [ .y,
how is the proletariat, without economic, political and . Vil
preparation, without its own engineers etc, to run the new -,
if obtained, without Freviously having established the diciy:, . ), ,
of the proletariat? 1t is only after ﬁle revolution that the (..
tariat breaks open the doors of {he higher institutions of lc. .,
We must admit that at present the proletariat is relativ.|
trained, ignorant and backward, as compared withi tl. ey
geoisie. It means that the proletariat cannot become the Mty
organiser of society within capitalism. The proletaria:
become the leader of society as a whole, the real creative gening
of sociely, only after the Dictatorship. It cannot be in an: iler
way. This is the cardinal difference befween the matur., i
capitalism and the development of socialism that we ougl:
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emphasise. Our opponents entertain the foolish idea thar .
could mature within the bourgeois society just as capitalisin ;
out of feudalism. Unfortunately, this is net the case, and we

should ‘always bear in mind the specific difference betwecn .
two situations. e

I would further like to touch upon one more point wi;
has not been sufficiently analysed, even in our literature, namel,
the problem of growing into the socialist state. The Revisionsis
have spoken much about this problem of growing -into the soci!i.
state. The vevisionist conception was {hat the capitalist -1ate
would I¥radually evolve into socialism. It cannot be gainsaud 1hat
we will not accomplish our aims by means of decrees .lu.
that it will be a lengthy process of organization before we 1.lly
establish our, socialist state. But the difference between us and
the Revisioni8ts is on- the point of time when this evoluion
begins. The revisionists, who do not want the revolution, ..
tain that this process begins within the capitalist state. W .uv
that it begins only - after the proletariat has established .1
dictatorship. The proletariat should first of all destroy the I
bourgeois ~ State and seize wer, and by this e
change the economic relations. Here we have a long process
devegpmem when the socialist forms of production and dist it
tion grow continuously, displacing all the remnants of capitlst
economy, until the tofal transformation of ihe capitalist ~iire
into the-socialist State is accomplished. There is yet ano
point which has direct bearing on the receding quesfion, namlv
the question of the national types oF sociglism, as a form of
production, of course. Before the revolution we discussed metlio. s
of systematic production, collective economy, etc., without haviy
any concrete idea. Now, particularly after:the experiences of i
Russian Revolution, we see that we have before us a long per
of various national types of socialist production. Let us, ! r
mstance,vcom[:are French capitalism with American capitali~m
French capitalism has its special features that distinguish it from
American Capitalism. Let us compare the nature of the usuricus
capitalism as compared with the refined financial capitalism of
America, or the history of the syndicates and trusts in Germu
and England. These are different ways and different methos
All this, of course, becomes obliterated - in the course of fim-
along with the development of world economy. But sociali-n
can grow exclusively upon that which is already in existence, a1 |
therefore it may be assuméd that the various socialist forme w. |
In a certain sense be the continuation of the previous capitai -’
forms, but under ‘a different aspect: which means that the specifi
features of capitalism of the different countries will find the::
expression in the specific forms of socialist production in thos
countries. Later on, of eourse, these differences will be obliterate:!
by the onward march of proletarian rule. The initial stage «'
development.in  all countries, even after the conquest of poﬁlic.‘.‘
power by the cﬁroletarui, will still have its various forms o
sacialist production, We may frankly state thaf Russian socialisn
In comparison with the others. The back

wardness of our industry amd agriculture and our refarde
econamic development , wiil surely find {heir expression in {he
backward forms of .our socialism. If we fake -all this ‘into con
sideration, we may then pass to the di ussioil of other
questions, such .as thé question of th¢ new' economic

: }-‘roeeed‘ -rish_t_away- with the organization of the American :,‘l B Dot 15 it it oh peimcime
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x,]icy.' This is the eighth 'poiat upon which 1 intended QGermany. Do you belie\(e that the victorious proletariat would
i’l, say a few words here. This new economic policy may be at once be able to organize on a commnunist basis all the bour-
viewed from the totally different standpoints, from the stand- geois economies, parficularly in Bavana? Of course nof! Do
int of revolutionary tactics or from the standpoint - of  you know what the peasant will tell you when you will demand
economic  rationalism. These are two slandpoints  which  of him the surrender of his grain. He will tell yoa 1that he
do not always a r to be identical. From the tactical stand- wants to be free to sell it ag he sees fit. For tlnsv ragson this
pont we have already heard the views of several comrades, in-  problem ought to be constantly kepi it mind also in German(,
cluding Comrades Lenin and Trotzky. | would like to examine  giving due consideration to the question, to what extent should
this question from the standpoint of economic rationalism, economy be socialised, and to what extent should it be allowed
I maintain that the proletariat of every individual country, freedom.‘ Such is the scope of the new economic policy. But this
alter gaining political power, will be confronted by the irﬁportant probl_em is also conuected, with yet a different proll)lem.‘ It happens
d—ublem of economic organization, the problem of proportion that in a revolution the principle of economic rativnalism clashes
Elween the forms of production, which the proletariat should With another principle, that is of equal importance to the prole-
rganize upon a rational plan. This is the most important 'ariat, namely the principle of the pure political cxpediency. Of
:\)u';nomic oblem with which the proletariat will be confronfed. this 1 have frequently quoted examples. For instance, 1f for
1f the profertariat fails 1o fix this propertion aright, if it under- 'he purpose of erecting barricades you saw down telegraph
fakes too much, it will eventually ge confronted by the situation ~ POSts, it stands to reason ,ﬂ’at you are not thereby increasing
in which the productive forces will not be developed, but rather the ?rqdudlv:e forces (Laughter). The sam. thing happens in a
hampered. TEe proletariat is not in a position {o orgamize T€VO ution. For mstance, if the capn'lalns.t bourgeoisie lets loose
everything. The proletariat cannot carry oat plans for the for- 2l its forces against you and has its agents among the petty
able dis qﬂmmem of small peasants and the individual traders. bou_rgeotsue‘who directly cariy out the Sr'd.?” o ‘{“’ big bour-
Ihe proletariat, by arbitrarily removing these strata can really ~ geoisie, what should the proietariat do? The pro etariat must
;ain no material cempensation. It would only mean a blocking ! all costs destroy these petty bourgeois alliances with the big
t}?“the channels of circulation and the further shrinking of the bourgeoxsle.' As the stru gle develops, it is bound to remave afso
productive forces, which would mean the continued dilapidation the economic basis .Of s’ petly h‘{"rQQQ‘S‘“~ Here we get the
i the economic life of the country. irrational thing, which is economically inexpedient, bul which
v There is yet another drawback in the proletariat under- irom the staan(_mt of the political struggle and the {riumph
taking great schemes without due appreciation of the rational i the civil war is quite a means fo an end. These two stand-
facts of economics. If the proletariat should (ry to control too POIN's, economic rationalism and polilical exnediency, are uot at
much, it would require a gigantic administrative machine, with  2ll identical, frequently they come into collision. The prime con-
too many afficials and functionaries to take the place of these Sideration, however, should '?"] POll“g‘ﬂl.lCXP(‘dlﬂlf]'l_lf ""[?'hfo';
small producers, small peasants, etc., in their economic functions, the reason that It is impossible to build up socia ism wit out
This attempt of substituting petty officialdom for (hese petty .prevnous]y‘ establishing the prolefarian State. ut we must always
roducers would eventually produce a {remendous bureaucratic 'S¢ our discretion and refrain from doing anything superfluous,
rl:m'hine which will be maore costly than profitable. We would anything that is inexpedient from the standroint of the political
eventually have a form of administration where the entire Struggle and irrational _from ‘lhe econontic standpoint. l'caunlot
economic machinery of the proletarian State does not mean the naturally go on developing these ideas, but the problem is quite
development of the productive forces, but the hampering of the obvious, ‘and it can be examined in the light of the different
development of the productive forces; in other words, %he very ~Classes, sirata, and groups of the body politic. - Here again we
o ite of what it ought to be. Such a bureaucratic machine have to consider our attitude to the middle class, to the so-called
m have to be stopped either through a counter-revolution intelligentzia, i. e., to the iew middle class, then again our attitude
:; the smalf peasantry, or by the Party s!gp ing in and reorganiz- '© the various sections of the peasantry. All his, we have (o
ing the who{:ﬂn’ng, as has been the case L)ere in Russia. If the Provide for in our prog.am. At the same fime we maturally
proletariat does not perform the necessary operation it will be
done by other forces. TFhis should be fully realized by all our
Comrades.
I therefore say the new economic policy is on the one hand I now come (o the fourth sub-section, which I designate

a specific. Russian phenomenon, yet on the other hand it is also  ag (he new universal taclical problems. So far, | was examining
a universal phenomenon. It is not exclusively a slra-  various problems of a purely theoretical nature, now [ wish to
tegic refreat, but it is also the solution of a great problem of  discuss also some problems which are of a universal taclical
social organization, namely the proportion between the various character, and which in a sense should be desigmted as program-
branches of ‘production which we should rationalize, and the matical. g

branches of production which we are not able to ra.honallge. Firstly, quite briefly, on the quesiion of the colonies. For
Comrades, let us be frank. We have made the altemrt of organiz- this question we must devole more space im our program
ing W“ythi,'l{ﬁ here, even the peasants and the millions of small .0 Ve have done hitherto. (Quite right). We are now making
producers. e result was that we had a gigantic bureaucratic . attempt to write an Inlernational program. The aristo-
machine which incurred tremendous administrative expenditures,  ovic flavor of the books of Kautsky and Co. has to be blotted
reached a political crisis, and finally we were compelled, in order 4 We inust understand that in (he process of world revolution
o save ourselves, as Comrade Lenin has stated quite frankly, " we have our reserves in the colonial countries which are of the
order to save the cause of the whole proletariat to introduce this , reatest importance. We must therefore deal with this question
new economtic policy. ﬂl]1is is by }?0 means, a? son;‘e m';“la‘;‘?s ar¢  Tar more exhaustively than has been the case hither{o.

iuclined to think, something in the nature of a shameful disease N ' . : )
that should be concealed. gn is not merely a concession to the I'he second tactical problem is that of National Defence.

want to get the full value of fhe experiences of the Russian
Revolution, for it were folly if we failed 0 make good use of the
experience of the greatest revolution.

" vpponent who is fighting us with all his forces, it is also the This problem was to us, communisis, quite clear [ron] the outbreak

: i izati i a flat rejection of the
0 roblem of social organization. Frankl of ?he war, and our attiflude was almost a f €j '
;;artreedditso;‘rlr:zmﬂ:ftoa tgis. When under t'hegold economic polic; national defence, but now we see something “'thlhed and‘_ ”‘0‘_:
i, el of i Red Ml o Moscon Sapsrung  complr. The il oty Tacr, s ascios
nma i d, etc., it was from the standpoint e lac . ; ; : v
tslf";;t?(}gar;c.moz!:)n?;!h:gngge}?buse.cAnd \:ﬂen this was prog:rly and the existence of a proletarian State changes :;"“:fialla::efli)’ ,“l:i
understood, the madhouse had to be transformed into something whole situation. Above all, we as Mémshtes ﬂ_‘ ',’ e lc*;iu
better, Some comrades are inclined o think that it was a sin sheuld take fulf.SIOd‘ of Svlﬁlh changes in t vi;hl:?i(;?un-r oppo-
irom the standpoint of orthodox Marxism. It was fnot ouxl’) &i:l, g'l:gnq;g:elyo;ev:r:imgﬁiel‘e m:ue;ln“iﬁami to;'fd o n)ll( i
but it was the necessary corrective on the part of our Party 1 ; h s
ot mistakes which we coﬁr;niﬂed in our first proletarian revolution —moment of any bourgeois Stale advaucing us money to aid our

. . . : P i ivi ld have been sheer folly to expect
ow o our inexperience and i nce. This is our view on the revolutionary activity. It wou g
qtlelshon.' And ¥ [;y: the prolilﬁm of the new economic™policy it. The moment we obtained money from any hostile power,

iati i ifi i 2 1d have been discredited. The Inter-
is of Interiational i tance. The specific Russian aspect con= the whole of our cause wou | ! -
sHis&, o|; cr;:rse, in ?hgorproporﬁon tha';ec we could rationalise and xtﬁmgo?;gaﬂsﬁlm;%: wh;gg‘lt? atiltlgn ppi;gb:;mnﬁglr“etr e;;‘r:g.
t} t. 3 ‘ . . - .

N ql"‘e'«h‘:evea:u?r;? many peasants, small producers, etc. But us as the :ftnls‘d German l!llpiel_'laHS\%;3 :l"erlﬁa:llwl:yesbl;ﬂm :j
o e ke Yoo st derapel ind&xrialogun o l;a‘y (()embuhbl{ :ﬂies .ga;?lt we tz:vf; ?oc:nlhoengnur%?l?:‘e&idu of receiving enemy aid
or America, do you think that problem - would “nof lis, we | ¢ rraliall-Sig, P g
up even .there? Indeed, it-would at once. Could we; for instance, of any htl:gn gut nowd\!:xc:no‘ lu phrg l: ria e avsint bt

. . : Wy I am quoting this
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trat arise from the moment that a proletarian State comes into
existence, . .

It 18 the same with the questionr of national defence. It
is quite clear what is meant by a proletarian country, i. e., the
proletarian State (for in all these questions the word nation is

nonymous with the word State, with the respective class
‘gamcterislic). When the bourgeoisie speaks . of national
defence, it means the defence of the bourgeois State; and when
we speak of national defence we mean the defence of the Prole-
farian State. It ought therefore to be stated clearly in our pro-
gram that the proletarian State should and must be Eroteded
not only by the proletariat of this country, but also by the prole-
fariat of all countries. This is the new situation of the guesiion
where it differs from the situation at the outbreak of the war.
The second question is: should the proletarian States, for reasons
of the strategy of the proletariat as a whole, conclude any military
allances Wiﬁl the bourgeois States? Here there is no difference
in principle between a loan and a military alliance. And ‘1
maintain that we have already grown so big that we are in a
ition to conclude a military alliance with a bourgeois State
Effme purpose of destroying some ohter bourgeois State with the
belp of the bourgeois ally. What would happen laiey on, under
a certain re-ad|ustment of forces, you can easily imagine _Ior
yourselves. This is a quesiion of purely strategical and tactical
expediency. In this manner it should be stated in our program.

Under this form of national defence, i. e, the military
alhiance with bourgeois States, it is the duty of the comrades in
every country fo aid this alliance to victory. If in its subsequent
&I;ase of development, the bourgeoisie of such a country should

overthrown, then other questions arise (Laughter) which .t
is not my duty to outline here, but which you will readily
conceive.

Next we should make mention of a technical point, of the
right of Red Intervention. This is to my mind the touch stone
for.all communist parties. There is a widespread outcry about
Red Militarism. We should make it rlain in our program that
every proletarian Stale has the right ol Red intervention. (Radek,
interposes: You are the Honorary Chief of a regiment, and that
is why you taik like this! Laughter). In the Communist Manifesto
we were told that the proletariat should conquer the whole world.
Now this could not be done with our bare hands (Laughter) this
has to be done with bayonets and rifles. For this reason (he
.spread of the system on which the Red Army is based is also the
gpread of socralsm, of the Proletarian might, of the Revolution.
This gives the basis to the right of Red intervention under special
circumstances which make the technical realisation of it possible.

Now 1 have done with the various problems, and 1 will
Bow pass to a general survey of our problem, particularly the
construction of the problem, and here & can aflord to be quile
brief. | mean (o say that the program of the national parties
should consist at least of two parts:

1.-a general part which is suitable to all parties The general

Ea:n of the program should be prinfed in the membership
wk of every member in every country. 2. A nafional part,

sctting oul the specific demands of the abor movement of the
respective countries. And possibly also. 3. but this is really not
a part of the program -a program of action which sfylould
deal with purely tactical questions, and which might be altered
once every fortnight (laughter). Some comrades want us {0 define
I our program also the taclical questions, such as the capital
levy in Germany, the tactics of the United Front, or even the
question of the workers' government. Comrade (’arga said it
would be mental cowardice 1o protest against it (Radek inferposes,
qutg right!) Nevertheless | maintain that the desire o seitle these
questions ig nothing but the outcome of the opportunist proclivities
of the respective comrades (Laughter). Such questions and
slogans like the umited front or the worker’s Government, for
instance, or the ca[iilal levy, are slogans that are based on very
shifting ground. This basis consisis of a certain depression
within the labour movement. These comrades want o make this
defensive position of the proletariat a plank on the program,
which would make it impossible (o assume (he offensive. Against
such a proposition I will fight with all means at my disposal.
We will never allow the adoption of such planks iu our pro-
glrla:ra éeli?de]k, mlerp(;sirhgzcoho is the ,we”?) We, that is
a e elemenls of the Commrwunist In
poi dlégrs). st International (Laughter
. mrades, | think that in the theoretical part we 8
jnclude the following sub-sections. First a geuel::l aua]yel::uclg
capitalism, which would be of particular importance to the
:Io’dor:;lal goun(‘ne?. Thg;lwe sholtlxdld lfluave an analysis of imperialism

e decay of capitalism, and, further '
epoch lof Itlille social lz-evoluh"cm. o, 18 wiinlysi. of ke

0 the second part of the program. we ought
a sketch of the future commamnist so'c)ietg. I toke it fﬁat ak;)ig:n‘r,:
of the communist society in the program would be necessary

—_—

in order to show what Communism really means and {1, dif
remce between communism and {he various transifory stage, B,

.. The third should coatain the overthrow of the
geoisie and the struggle of the proletariat for power. ue
_ The fourth part should be devoted to general gsiiappy,
quughganq, not t:pch ques;;ong as the u‘w:n’keu’ goveramiey, fl,ct

8 sic questions as, for instance, attitude towards ..,
democracy und the trade unions. s soul

Because these two questions are not of a Huclualing iy, e
the strategical and fechnical questions can be laid down ., -
PP With ‘regard to the national f th

Hh regard to the nationa rt o € program,
not my task to touch upon these probﬁn: for a spgcia invest, :
tion will have to be made according o the country aud
progranune.

Comrades, at this junclure | would like to offer 4 few
more critical remarks regarding the expressions of opinion Sulle
of them were made in wriling—and articles by various COIL ey,

From the discussion on these questions we haye the
following documenis and statemenis:

1. The Report of the firet discussion of the Progranume
Commission, received by all the parties.

2. The answer of the MHalian Central Commitice 1., thig
report.

e

Some articles by comrade Varga.

AAH arlicle gy comrade Rudas. P
n article comrade Ra rt.

A draft by the German Ph?g:po

A draft by the Bulgarian Party, and.

My draft,

.. With regard {o the first diecussion by the programue .o
mission, two siandpoints were represented there. The differcnceg
were about the question whether we ought to include in our
programue such {aclical problems as Workers’ Goven.
ment eic. or not. Oue of the standpoints I am representing here,

) The lalian Central Committee gave ifs answer tu the
discussion of the Programme Comumission in a letter in whih
they agreed to my view but for rather dpecuhu reasons. |y
said that these things could not be laid down in the prograinme
because one could not force the credo out of the national parlies,
Thus the reason for our not being able to put these things
our programume is not that {hey are rtunistic but bec.use
the International cannot force the national Parties into a confessio
of faith. If that is so, we shall have to alter our programme
every forthnight.

1 am ver{v grateful to the Hahlan comrades for agreeiny '0
my views, but | cannot tender them the elightest thanks for ilic:r
peculiar reasons for supporting me.

) Now as to the articles by comrade Varga. Comrrade Varga
1 a very brave fellow, and he therefore says that all those who
refuse to accept his standpoint on this question are cowards. 1 liave
already said that his bravery is of an opportunistic nature, and
our cowardice consists of reiusing to be opportunisfs. We weie
afraia of being turned into opportunists. Varga on his prart
18 no coward and he therfore enterfains no sug fear. That -
tbe real difference between him and ourselves. e

Varga further wants us fo include a description of the
fypes of the various countries during the period of the collapse
of capitalism. On the whole, he would have, instead of a jiu-
gramiue, an enc ol_c(?)aedia of all the social sciences with all he
supplements, esides, I would oconsider it dangerous 1
mcorporate a description of the {ypes of all the countries up
our programme. The evenis may change very rapidly within the
various couniries. For instance, in the eveni of victorious 1ev-
lution in Germany we would have immediately and compleicy
fo readjust our conception of the wofld situation as a who.c.
I therefore think it inexpedient to include a coucrete descript.on
of the types of different countries Besides the reason {hat !
would be inexpedient on account of possible political chanyes,
this would also make our programme far {00 long a:d
cumbersome for any worker to read.

.. With regard to the article by comrade Smeral, 1 cun
dislinguish two distinct lines of direction in which he expresses
his wishes. On the one hand he wantg us to make full use of
the experiences of the Russian Revolution and he justly wans
us fo include the question of the relation between the differcnt
branches of industry and the different soclal strata. Yet on :he
other hand, together with Varga and Radek he wants us to fix
on the programme such questions as the Workers’ Governmer,
the open letler elc.

. With the article of comrade Rudas I em on the whole,
i8 egreement,

With regard fo the article

©NO oS W

comrade. Rappaport, 1 havé

tried in vain fo find any tangible idea in it.

— - _
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With regard to the programme by the German Pa.ty,
§ would say t;g in 1:'1] opinion it possesses the following defects.

Lltis iC.

;. It is drawn in {00 concrete detail.

For instance, it contains a long ssage about various
concrete thines like the Peace of Versailles elc., etc.,, which in
my opinion do not at all belong to the programme. This
descriptive and oconcrete hisioricai side of the German drait
accounts also for its great length. It is not a programme, but
g very exlemsive universal manilesto. lhis is the impression
| pained from the draft. Many passages are written in bri' "~ 1t
style and are quite good m:orencallé.

“ 3. The draft is altogether too European - the German com-
ra  + admitted that themselves—and to uly mind also somewhat
{oo German i. e., based too much on the standpoint of Central
Urope.

B }4. The final defect of the German programme consisis in
that it summarises all the other programunes, which makes it
wnuly long. It does not contain a general analysis of capital,
which is impostant; it does mot contain a general descripiion
of communism, which is also necessary; and above all it is too
long, far too long.

With regard to the Bulgarian programunc, | have the
folowing to say; it conlains soine passages which are likewise
foo concretely drawn, and far too long for the purposes of a
programmme: they could only serve as commentaries.

Then the construction of the programune is not quite a
hapov one, for it contains a certain mixture of Bulgarian and

neral quesiions. | have a material remark {o make wiih regard
g a certain passage, in which the Bulgarian comrades speak of
the role of 11113: Party. In the concluding words of that passage
thev speak even of armed insurrection. 1hey gpeak of mass aclions
and strikes leading to armed revolt; (his is very revolutionary.
But in speaking of the role of the party generally, this prograntme,
in my opinion, lays too much stress on Farliamemary activily. The
proportion between the activily out of narhament a..d within is
not quite a hapny one, evea if you would only take into considera-
tion the corresponding dimensious oi the paper devoted to them.
I think it will be much better if we correct somewhat this part
of the programme:
ne other remark in oconclusion. If the demands of the
Party as elaboralely oullined in {he Bulgarian programme, are
intended for all parties affiliated with the International, then it
is 100 much. 1f they are intended only for the Balkan countries,
then they lack those demands which would be proper for the
International. Also in this respect 1 think some correction would
be necessary.

Of course | do not e you to accept my oifer (Laughter
and applause). Nevertheless I would ask the comrades to discuss
these questions, and Panicuhry, after the Congress, to elaborate
theoretically and in larger scope the many component parts of
the programme.

I conclude my lengthy report with the hope that we will
emerge from the Fifth Conmress with an effective, truly revolu-
tionary orthodox Marxian programme.

Thalheimer:

Comrades, you have four programmes before you: that of
contrade Bukharin, a Bulgar'an programme, a German programme,
and finally the programme of action of the Italian Parly. I have
not come here {0 praise the German programmg above all others.
It is only a first draft which has to be im;')mved and enlarged both
in form and content. But this is true for all programmes: the
German ?rogramme is no exception. As they stand now, all
these dralis are only a basis for a final programme and for
infernational discussion. The final programme I believe can only
be the product of the collective work of all. 1 agree completely
with Comrade Bukharin that the final programme may be decided
upon only at the next Congress. Today we can only prepare and
introduce the work, therefore, it is necessary to bring out clearl
the differences which exist between the various programmes: this
will constitute the main part of m¥ speech. I do not wish to
repeat Comrade Bukharin’s exceflent speech to prove the
theoretical of the Second and Second and a Half
Internationals; I only wish to bring out a few typical examples.

First of all I would like to poimrt out that in his programme.
KaubkLlrejects even the fundamentals of the Marxian conception
of capitalist economics. For instance one of our basic conceptions
is that the regulating law of capitalism is the production of surplus
value. Suddenly, Kautsky discovers that capitalism is based uvon
the needs of consumption. ’l‘bu-‘;oodd be no more absolute, no

Rare M'.&N&hon capitalist- economics than this.
I would also uytkwplsnxﬁonthenro

to
the reformists which Kautsky regards as a wa
regime, Connude&lclnrinwuquileriglstwh{nheuidm
Wwe did not disagree with Kauisky only on the

tempo of trarc’ormation from cavifalism to socialism, but that
our basic difference is this: we believe that this transformatios
lirs. begins anter the conques. of power by the proletariat while
he says that this takes place before and without the conquest of
political power.

. Today, Kautsky tolally agrees with Bernstein on all these
points. He accepted all Bernsicins reformistic proposals and
declares them to be the trué Marxism. I will not discuss these
things any longer theoretically, but practically. What is the
purpose ol these proposals. They go along the well known paths
of unicipahsation, and secondly of Guild Socialism, a new,
umporation. 1o prove his new theories a la Bernstein, Kautsky
who is usually a very sober thinker writes the most fantastic
nonscnse. For insiance, take Guild Socialism. | he Guild Socialisis
believe that, witbout the conquest of poluical power, the Trade
Unions niay miroduce Socialism step by step, so to s, ;:ak behind
the back of capitalism. One need only look at the T'rade Unions
and realise their financial situation in the disruption of capitilism
lo see that this 1s a pure Fhaniasy. At a time when the Trade
Unions had (he greatest difficulty in gathering strike funds, who
can expect them to introduce socialist economy behind the back
of capitlism.

Another favorite hobby horse ol the reformusts 1s Municivak
Socialism, Muuicipalisation.  Anyone, who has any knowledge
of the situation in the West knows that tne most striking
characteristic of the Western countries is the bankruptcy not only
of the State, but also of the municipalities; and that this is the
problem of to-day for the mumcipalities: not the transformation
to Socialsm, but the defence against the atlacks of capitalism
who wish to gain control of the mumcipal industries.

A third roint. To render the transformation more easy it
has been proposed fo take over capitalist property, and pay
compensation. You all know that Karl Marx hag said that
eveniually the English Landowners would be bought out. But
he did not mean this, in the sense that this could take place before
the conquest of Power., but only after the proletariat had captured

olitical power. What is the situation in the greater part of

urone. Let us suppose that we have captured political power,
that the question before us is the expropration of the capitalists,
Evervone knows that the first requisite for the recoustruction of
the Socialist Society is the liquidation of the tremendous weight
of deb's which weighs upon industry 1his mild method of
buying out the capifalists is just as much a Utopia as Kautsky’s
idea of G.uld Socialism or Municipalisation,

I would like to point®out another beautiful point of
Kaulsky's theories, wamicly the problem of the State bureacracy
and that of State capitalism or State Socialism. According to
Kautsky there are ouly two States in which the bureacracy plays
a great role. The first is France, the “ Republic without re-
publicans ".  The second, says Kautsky, is Soviet Russia.
Apparently, democmC{’ has been introduced in Ciermany to the
exlent that the State bureacracy has disappeared. As a result,
in Germany and in the other bourgeois democratic States, the
Social Democrats have nothing to do with the Democratic
bureacracy. But we know that the whole questiion of social
democratic politics is limited {o introducing Social Democratic
officials in place of bourgeois officials.

ln his treatise on State Socialism and State Capitalism,
Kautsky suddenly discovers that the State bureacracy still exis
and, what is more, is quite incapable of managing the ca(l)italis
enferprises. The bureacracy is conservative, and is rigid, only
the capifalists themselves can manage these industries.

What does this mean in Germany today? It means the
direct coalition, the cooperation with Stinnes and his like, who
will be charged with socialisation. Kautsky has already
given his theoretical blessing to, and justification of the Second
and the .Two and a Half Internationals, of the U.S.P. and
S.P.D. in Germany. Should a Stinnes Government be now
creafed in Germany with the cooperation of (he social-democrats,
a Stinnes Government, which will seek o place in capitalist hands
those industries which are still socialised, it would have
Kautsky’s blessing.

"1 only wish to speak of these points because it character-
istically shows the theorefical capitulation of the Second and
Two and a Half Internatioals. _

I would also like o add something to what Comrade
Bukharin said on the Marxist decadence and its disruption.

This is what I would like to say in this conneciion: Our
conflict with the Marxist decadence in Germany and other circles
.of the Second International already began after the first Russiam
Revolution. The first conflict was over the general strike; since
then this conflict has widened. The main conflict was the
theoretical debate on the causes of inigeriahsm, and in oon-
nection with “lk:abe politic question of Disarmament. The first
theqretical bat in were fought around this point;
and here wae laid the of the division into the Marxias
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centre, including the U.S.P.D. and now the V-S.P.D. on ihe one
side nnd the K.P.D. on {he other. !

A few more remarks fo bring out more clearly what
Bukharin said on the theorefical capitulation especially as it
appeared in the programs of the Second and Two and a Half
Internationals, and the Gorlitzer programme:. All “that Bu-
kharin has emphasised and argued here as if he were lecturing
o a class of goys, the dismissal of the impoverisation theory,
of the crisis theory etc. all this has appeared clearly in the

cularies on the Gorlitze gramime,

Kampimeier, Bernstem, Stampfer, have shown clearly this
capHulation

Now with regard to debatable questions, I will deal with
the Lollowing:

I The basic secron, the theorefical explanation of im-
pera i i comy (ltoni with ke thecory of accumulation.

2. Ve questions ol temporary measures, of partial demands
belore the conquest of power, wtich 1 cons,aer as the main
ti:lt':nl().l for the preparation of 2 geneval programme. as well ag
the programmes of the ndiv-dia! parties.

3. A few vriel remarks ou cconomic measures after rhe
conquest of power, war communism, and N.F.P.

4. The form and construction of the programme.

I will speak at on e on the first point, the theoretical ex-
planation of imperialism. I do not wish to in here a theoreti-
cal debate. All I wish to do js to present the question clearly
as an introduction to the theoretical discussion which I believe
necessary. It 1s clear fhal we can reach a decision in such
questions onl\{/ after a through discussion in our press and in our
Eamph!e!s. hat 1 wish fo do is to make the question clear, and

ring out its importance for our theories and our program.
I have already said that the differences in theory and factics in
the old social democracy of German originated from this theoreti-
cal consideration of Imperalism. There were two main questions
which entered here: first, the more important: is Imperialism an
inevitable phase of capitalist develepment? The second is a
theoretical explanation of this inevita ility of imperalist develop-
ment. In Germany, this was the main question which separated
the Left from the Centre Marxists, he main point around
which the whole debate {urned is this: Imperialism is an economic
problem of accumulation, of capital growth or enlarged produc-
tion. This en!arged production, this capital growth, this spread
of capifal growth, this sprea i
territories is an historical fact, which does not commence with the
appearance of capitalism. From the beginning _af Capitalism,
he&m also Colonial - .rs, colonial conquest,.tragc wars, efc.

hen we say imperialism, we do_not mean only this colonial

expansion of the capitalist Siates, bu{ the special form of expan-

sion under the present. infperialist conditions. Comrade Luxem-

burg formulated this special form of expansion, the special con-
ditions of capitalist expansion in the period of imperialism as
follows:

"In the Imperialist era, we are confranted with a struggle for
the rest of the non-capitalist territory, for ils new division, and
finally, in connectionp with this, with the expansion of the capi-
talist and political basis of power”.

These facts have been known for a long time and cannot be
contradicted. The question is an ex lanation of these facts: Is
the imperialist era with its cataslrop[:es and crises an historical
accident or a necessily? Here comes in the political question:
Is it possible to go back from this imperialist era, to the Man-
chesfer period, into the period of libera) capitalism, free Trade,
peace, pacitism, or is there only one way out, namely the revolu.
tionarey conquest of the imperialist era; is Social{sm the only
way out? On the solution of this question depends also our
political tactics.

H we assume that imperialism represents the interesfs of only
a section of the bourgeoisie, that the inferests of the wholepf
the bourgeoisie are represented by the Manchester method, what
follows t erefrom for our factics® There follows theé poséibility
that we might unite with one part of the boyrgedisie against the
other. Here is laid the theoretical foundation for the coalition
policy. The opposite view naturally would lead fo ap opposite
pelicy. .

rheoretxcall{l the questien presents itself in the following
manner: —Is the unlimited expansion of capitalist acCumulation,
{).ossd;le within the bounds of capitalism, or does (hig accumula.
ion find other limits than capitatism itself? That, simply formu-
lated, is: Can capitalism expand without limit, or are there cer-
tain necessar theoretical Bounds to this growth? Some people
have object to this theory of accumulation that it is a sort of

fatalign, according to which capitalism reaches a point when
it breaks down mechanically, This point at which capitalism fo
lquer frpda any field Jor expansion and must break, down 'mecha-
uically, is an absiract limit, a limit in the mathematieal gense,
What' it actually means jg something different. It means tha

of capital info aon-capitalist

—

capitatism is forced into an imperialist phase which shar iy 1}
class antégonism, ihat it is foreed imto "the moehtlahevexe l;;::',. ,"cl
and social catastrophes. 1t follows -therefrom that it i8 not y, .
pmit which will determine the end of - capitalism, buf .. "
¢r 8c3 info which imperialism leads it. _ s

She then states furrther: .

In proportion as capital, assisted by militarism, exten. .,
Fower abroad doing away at the same time with noncapn..sh-'*
strata and lowering the living condifions of the toiling my..,.. ‘,\[
home, in that proportion does the dail hislory of capitaliy; ., |
mulation become the history of po]itioa{economic crises, ren., ,,.'
eventually impossible all further accumulation, and bri ing o
the smFe of world history the rebellion of the dnternationy) .,
king class against the rule of capilal as a historical nece . ).
this process setting in long before capitalist accumulafii, |
reached its own natural limits,

'his is one side of the question. And now, Comrades, |- ,,
examie fcr a moment the opposite position occupied 1, e
staunchest opponents ofsthis theory. Hilferding dealing wi; |,
Marxion theory in his book *“ Finance Capital” ‘says .,
capitalism has in it the l{)ossibililies of unlimited expansion, \s
to Bauer—not to miss {he Austrian head of the g - he oty
advanced a remarkable theory, namely, that capitalist develo;. .,
1s conditioned and regulated by the increase of the populai .y,
namely of the working class population. This means (u,,, Iy
upside down the Marxian theory of population, which 3
exactly the opposite, . '

Let me now give you some illustration of the political .. e
quences of such a conception. In, this connection it shoul |
stated, that there are many who though denying the accunily.
tion theory, have not reached these po%iticnl conclusions frop,
This does not prove their argument but merely shows thei Lk
of ' cons:istency.

N1 order to prove this I find it necessary to uote the renu|
of Comrade Luxemberg, The following isy frorg her work uu«:
ted against the criticisms of the accumulation theory.-

”Accumulation is impdssible in & urely “cipitalist mi.,
This is why from the first beginuings of capitalist dev. P
mem, il exhibits the -followi lendencies: expansion of ...
Pital {o- non-capitalist §trata and countries, the ruin of ..
zans and | asdutry, the proletarianisation of -the m.l.j.
clasg, - colonial policy, capitalist pentration and the export of

- capital. The existence and further developmerit of capitalism

is possible only. by continual expansion of capital to new
domains of production and new countries. But this ex)un.
sion, i the course of jts world-wide: development, leads
necessarily fo a conflict between capitalistic and pre-cip-
(ahshc.fom]s of society, This gives rise fo violence, war,
rquluhqn,_m short, 40" continual chaos, which has been the
distinguishing feature of capitalism from beginning 1o en”

Comrade Luxemburg then goes on to inquire whether i
objective limits of capitalism must necessarily be reached, und
whether capitalism can actually reach that point, and her answ.r
18 as follows:

"This is, after all, only a theoretical fiction, for accumula.
tion. of capital is not merely an economic but also a political
pracess. .

Imperialism is. 2“81 as much a historical factor, necessa v
fo the exsstence of capital, as it is the most certain means of
securing a final end to it by the shortest route.
d_'lhns does not mean that this end will be reached accir-

in Edir
in this dxrectn_on expresses itself in such forms as lend to e
period of capifalism a catastrophic character”,
' he accumulation of Capital, P. 425)
f Fxrsltgltg alillthf&areo;h; “ﬁwgof Kautsky in his writiu,s
rom unt ril 26th, ites
the “Neue Zeit”, P = ATy writes

”(,ompctmoq I armaments rests upon economic causes, bt
not on economic necessity”.—A particularly fine piece of scholasiic
z?g’,ms‘,{y—”and_ﬂs cessation is by no means an economic impos-

ibility”, s

There you have the theorefical key to the position assumed Iv
the Independents and’ by Kautsky 5urin th’;oWai'.

Bernstein spoke in a similar strain at the Party National Con-
tvl:zntwr: at Chem_r:xtz u'xh 19)2& It i?; very interesting.{o find that

ese two o ite poles met on thi ‘ as
oy two :’;th‘i): saig: 8_point alteady as early

"l could say much in ‘answer to the charge that what we
demand here, namely, disarmament, is utopian and reactionary.
It is not so.. The world*deve_lormmf has often taken a false
path”. This reminds me of the iftle -anecdofe abont the officer
Who saw a dove ‘flying and said: *L.ook, that dove is flying”.
We wish to know-for certain all fhat is meant by, “Peace on earth
and good will to all men”, In this good.will dea; Kaufghy and
Bernstein -found themselves in accor ‘already in 1912, -

ty
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And here We have a small quolation from an .article which -
Hilfere iwrok in November-December, 1016 entitled "The
Catastrophy Theory; Reciprocity and Dominion as Methods of
Commercial Policy”,

"While ‘capifalism would remain possible even when the whole
world was almost equally developegocapitalis(ically, Imperialism
?,—es,upposea the existence of many economic variations” And

rthersy .

o Fhe working class can advocate oaly the policy of commer-
cial reciprocjfy ol =

| hen ‘again: o ) o ) _

"Iree trade b{ its opposition to imperialistie commercial polncz
and, consequently, to imperialism generally, is a weapon whic
the working ciass cannot afford to neglect”.

And still further:

“From this standpoint capitalist colonial policy loses its impor-
tance It is" of no consequence then to whom the colonies politi-
cally belong. The development of the British colonial Empire
has been economically beneficial to all other peoples having
spared them the burden of acquisition and development”,

What ig behind all this? It is the idea of which we have previ-
ously spoken, the idea that it is possible to direct imperialism
backwards to free trade and its theoretical conseqiences. The
loiling masses must not struggle forward towards socialism, but
backward, allying themselves with the corresponding sections of
the bourgeoisie ﬁ)llowiu the same course. The fullest fruition
of this theory was reached in an article by Hilferdin , in the
beginning.of 1922, in which he claims that the period of imperia-
listic antagenisms have come to an end, and that now the era of
imperialisic harmony was beginning. This is in accord with the

, view point advanced by Hilferding already in 1912,

In the article just referred to:

"Capitalist economy has two methods of increasing profits:
competition and ce-operation. At ever forward ste of
Capitalism, co-operation takes the place o competition. This
also applies to the International olicies of capitalist States...

The last war has left behind two principal centres of power.
It has also shown how destructive the war was. In order
fo be 8uccessful, therefore, a change in capitalist methods
is necessary, namely, cooperation imstead of competition”.

So that cooperation on the part of the capitalists is the advice
which Hilferding, on the grounds of his analysis, offered in
1922, . ) ’

Comrades, this theoretical analysis of imperialism has been
advgnced ‘not only in Germany but ulso Jn Russia. 1 wish
especially to draw "the attention of our Russian comrades to this.
It was the so-called legal Marxism of Tugan-Baranowsky, Struvo
and Bulgakoff which advocated the theory of the unlimited ex-
pansion of capitalism. 1 wish fo deal briefly with the founda-
tion of this theory. It was the concern of the newly introduced*

- Marxism in Russia to prove in opposition to the Narodniki, that

capitalist devélopment in Russia was both possible and necessgrr.
Now, these Marxians did prove this, but they proved it a little
too much. - (Interruption: Lenin too!) Yes, Lenin too. They
proved that capital was limitless and eternal, and incidentl they

- introduced the theoretical implication that socialism was mpos-

sible  This, comrades, is analogous with the case of Germany.
Tugan Baranowsky, Struve and Bulgakov all landed in the camp
of the bourgeoisic. There are similar insfances but, as I have
said, they rest upon theoretical inconsistency.

| have dealt with this question so thoroughly because it is not
a2 matter of incidental importance, but concerns our main theory.
his criticism of the theory which was advanced in Germany,
and also has been, in my opinion, disproved; and those comrades
who are apposed to this theory—and this refers also fo a large
number ofp Russian comrades—have the subject cleared up in

. their own' mipds,

I now come to the point relating to the general program and
the programs of the individual %arties upon which I stand in
sharpest’ opposition fo Comrade >
of the demands of the minimum program. Comrade Bukharin
takes-the position that one must separate the transitory or-imme
diate demands from the ogram gropetﬁ. He assigns them to
1 separaté room, on the door of w lich he affixes the inscription
"program’ of ‘Action”. Here, one may commit all = kinds of
nquities,

ree admission is all right. Then

there. - @nterruption: What do you consider admissible things?)

. That is just the point. We Had ‘opposition in Germany to the '
Inclusion” of the transitional demand ‘for the conquest of power
In the program. In this, some have seen, as Comrade Bukharin:

has g Wrgﬁn da

b Carefully examire

ager of opportunjsm.  We i
. examire the quéstion as to how fa 0
$eparate’the factical principles fromi our general prineiples and

ukharin, namely, the question -

(Bukharin, interru ingi:' ut admission is free!)
et us open the door and see
What fhings prgframmaﬁcall admissible we are going to find -

e must toerefore very
far it is -possible-fo-

2ims. 1 am of the opinion that those who see any guarantee in
this division of tactics, principles and aims, are in reat error,
and are exposing us {o just those dangers which they seek (o
avoid (Hear! hear!). e need only look at the history of

‘the Second Internafional and ifs decay fo realise that it was

precisely this division of the factical clauses of the
program from the ultimate aim which accelerated its deterio-
ration info opporiunism. How did this process start in Ger--
many?  With the Bernstein-Kautsky debates on tactics. The
final %oal remained.  And te-day when we wish (o emphasise
the difference between communists and social reformisis we say:
We differ in our final aims; we want socialism and communism,
while ‘they do not want it. How do we rove this staternént?
By pointing to {he tactics, the road whlcﬁ these - people follow
and which are quite different from ours. That is the principal
point. I claim therefore that specific difference between us and
the reformist socialists lies mot in the fact that we keep our
immediate aims jn a separate compartment, apart from our
program but in the fact that we bring our immediate aims and
preliminary demands into the closest relationship with our
princigles and final aims.

This relationship does not of course, of itseH, insure that
¢ have found the right path when | have the right map. 1 do
not even know how to read the map. And it seems to me that
what Comrade Lenin said in regard fo Russia- Russia must
concern itself mainly with the elementary task of reading and
writing—is also true in another sense for the Communist Parties
of the West. They imust learn to read the truth, Therefore,
the danger of opportunism lies directly upon the opposite side,
our starting point forward to socialism and the dictatorship of
the proletariat.

By leaving long stretches of this path in the dark many errors
mig%t be committed. 1 was particulary interested in what Buk-
harin said about the written statements of the Itahan Com-
munist Party in which that Party expresses opposttion fo tran-
sition demands, because one must not make a credo of them.

There is a number of such transition demands and neasures
which most become a credo, and which we must insist on our
various parties accepting.

Comrades,- the question of these transitiou demands and the
minimum program is not new. This question was alread
fought out once even on Russian ground, and | think that it
will be of interest to read the documents hearing on it. It was
in the autumn of 1917 that the question of the Russian Party
rogram was discussed. The quéstion arose then, should the
tussian Party, which was on the eve of assuming power retain
ouly the maximum program and “elimitate the rmnimum pro-
gram. I belfeve that it will be as well to quote comrade Lenin's
statement in this connection. Comrade Lenin said then— you
will excuse me if the question is rather long: "Our entire pro-
gran. would be nothing but a scrap of paper if it were not to
secve us in ali evenluaﬁ(ies and in all the phases of the struggle
by its application, and not by its nmon-application. If our pro-
gram is the formulation of the historic evelopment of society
Irom capitalism {o socialism, it must naturally also formulate

all the {ransition phases of this development, and must be able

(o explain to the proletariat at any time the process of the tran-
sition tewards socialism. Hence, it follows that the proletariat
must not be pu! in such a position where it would be forced even
for a single moment to abandon its program or be itself abando-
ned by it.

This firds its practical expression in the fact that there is
not a single moment in which the proletariat havin by force of
ccunistances assumed the power should not be obli ed to take
sume nieasures for the reahsation of its. program, which would
be in the nature of fransition measures of a socialist nature.
Behind the assertion that the socialist program may, du
some phase of the political domination of the proletariat, fai
to give any directions for its realisation, colours uncoasciously
the other assertion; that the socialist program in general can
ucver be realiseq.

From the general or fundamental part of the program, we
shall nov go over to the program.

Here we find at once the outwardly "very radical” and per-
fectly. unsatisfactory proposal of Comrades Bukharin and Smir-
nov fo do away entirely with the minimum program as

‘“‘obsolete”” and unnecessary, as it was a question
of the transition measures towards socialism.

Such js the proposal of both these comrades who, however,

for some reason or oiher, could mot make up their minds to

b forward a_ suifabie m, (although the tasks and the -
'i;;'h‘ex;dq ‘of the” li,élt'? : ;u(_ym ference wﬁich provide for the
‘revision of the party cgrogrgm made it incumbent on these com.
ndeooav dnw up such a proposal).

'
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It i3 just pcssible that the authors of the seemingly 'radical”
proposa{ itself have vecome somewhat undecided... Be it as
1t may, their pomt of view must be examined

Owing to the war and the economic deterioration, all the
countries are compelled 10 go over from monopolist capitalism
to moncpolist State capitalism  Such is the situation. But
monopolist State capitailsm in a revolutionary epoch develops
directly intc socizlism Oue cannot go forward in a revolution
without marching toward sccialism. Such is the objective situa
tion created by the war and by the revolution. Our April Con-
ference confirmed this by issuing the watchwords of the dic-
tatorship ol the proletariat) and of the nationalisation of the
banks and trusts as tne fundamental measures for the transition
to sociahsm  Up to this poini all the Bolsheviks are agreed.
However, Comrades V. Smirnov and N. Bukharin want to go
further by rejecting the nvnbmumn program.  This would |
tantamoun- to acting confrary to the wise counsel of the wise
proverb which says: “Do not boast when you go into battle, but
wait till you return from bettle.” (Brandler: Hear, hear,
laugheer). )

We are geing into the battle, 1e, we are struggling for the
conquest of the pohitical powar by mcans of our Party. This
power would pe a dictatorship ¢ the proletariat ainél of the poor
peasantry. When we assune this power, we are not only not
afraid to go beycnd the lunits of the bourgeois order, but we
deciate, on the contrary, guite vpenly and precxsel{ that we will
go beyona these hmits, that we will march fearlessly towards
sccialism and that our way towarde it leads via the Soviet
Republic, the nationalisation ot the banks and trusts, workers'
control, obligatory labour, the nationalisation of the land,
canfiscation of the big esiates, etc, etc. It is in this sense
that we formulated a program -of transition measures towards
socialism

But we must not drag while going to battle. We must
not elhminate the mintmum program, for this would be tanta-
mount to bragging. We do not want “‘to demand anything from
the bourgeoisie, but we must create everything ourselves, and
our work must not bhe a tinkering within the limits of the
bourgeos order”.

Such an attitude would be nothing but empty bragging,
jor first all, one must conquer power, and we have not yet done
that. In the first instance we must put the transition measures
towards socialism into practice and we must lead our revolution
to the final victory of the international socialist revolution.
1t 1s only “when the battle is won” thai one can put aside the
minimum program as useless.

Can we vouch for it that it i1s not very necessary now?
Of ccourse not, for the simple reason that we have not yet con-
quered power, not introduced sociahsm; we have not yet even
reached the beginning ol the sociahist world revolution.

We must march towards this aim boldly and without any
hesitatron, but it 1s ridiculous to declare that we have already
reached it, as everyone knows that we have not yet done so. The
elimination of the minimum program is tantamount to a declara-
tion, an announcement (or rather a boasi) ‘““that we have already
conquered”. No, dear comrades, we have noi yet conquered.

I shall now give you yet another quotation which will be
useful for our further discussion of the program. Comrade
Lenin continues:

“We do not know if we will be victorious tomorrow or
a little later. I, personally am inclined to think that it will be
tomorrow, (I am writing this in October 5, 1017), and that we
might be too late in taking over the power. However, tomorrow
is tomorrow, and not to-day. We do not know how soon after
our victor{ the revolution will come in the West. We do not
know if after our victory there will not be periods of reaction
and of counler-revolutionary victories. There is nothing
impossible in that. Therefore, we shall after our victory construct
“a triple line of trenches” against such an eventualify.

“As yet we do not know and we cannot know anything
about this. No one can know it, and therefore it is ridiculous
to throw out the minimum program, which is very much needed
as long as we have not destroyed this order, have not laid the
foundation for the transition to socialism, have noi beaten the
bourgeoisie and having beaten it, have not totally destroyed it.
‘All this will come and will probably come much sooner than
some of us expect. 1 am myself of the opinion that it will begin
tomorrow, but tomorrow is not yet with us.

) “Let us deal with the minimum program op the political
field. It is intended for the bourgeois lic. We add that
we do not confine ourselves to ifs limits, but that we begin at
once to struggle for the higher type—the Soviet Republic. We
must do this. We must march fowards the new republic with
boldness and determination, and I am convinced that we will
go so. However, the minimum program must not be thrownm

————

out on any account, for the Soviet Republic is'not yet with
Moreover, the possibility of “attempts at restoration” are 5,
excluded and we must go igh it and remove it. It is 4)g
Possible that during the transi from the old to the pey
‘combined types” of government will make their appearance
as pointed out in the “Rabochi Put” a few days ago; for insta..
the Soviet Republic as well as the constituent Assembly. A
this must be outlived and then there will be ample time {0 throy
out the mimimum program.”

And in conclusion, there is the following statement:

“Ihe same is the case on the economic field. We are 4
agreed that the fear to march towards socialism is tantamouy
to ignominious betrayal of the interests of the proletariat. We
are aiso all ot us agreed that the first steps m this direct gy
must be measures such as the nationalisation of banks and trus;,
Let us first of all bring into being these and similar measupes,
and then we can consider further steps, for experience will hiye
broadesed our outlook. Practical experience is worth a nulliog
times more that the best programs. It it quite possible and
even probable that even here we shall not be able to do withoyt
“combined types” for the tramsition period. For instance, we
cannot at once nationalise the small industrial concerns, emply,.
mmg a few workers, neither can we put them under a rea
workers’ control. These concerns may be tied hand and fiot
through the nationalisation of the banks and trusts, but there 3
no reason for throwing out the m‘mimum(rrog'nm, as long as
there are even small relics of bourgeois conditions. As Marxists,
who enter boldly into the greatest world revolution and yet take
a sane view of facts, we have no right to throw out the minimum
program.

“It were to throw it out now, we should only prove ihat
we have lost our heads even before we could achieve victory.
But we must not lose our heads, neither before nor during nor
after the victory, for if we lose our heads, we shall lose all "

Comrades, thus wrote Lenin on October 6th 1917 af a time
when he could say: ‘“the proletarian dictatorship, our victory,
is a thing of tomorrow, but we are not yet there, it is -l
to-day with us.” Comrades, looking at it on a world scale, we
are certainly justified in saying that the victory of the wo:id
revolution is not a matter of to-day. Perhaps, it is8 not evena
matter of tomorrow, at least not in the sense as this was suid
in 1917. H we consider things on a world scale, we are obliged
to say that the interval between the present state and the rcal.
sation of the proletarian dictatorship on a world scale must be
measured by years, and pertu\ﬁs even by decades, at least if
we include in addition fo the big capitalist countries also the
colonial and semi-colomial countries. For the enormous field
which lies before us we must lay out exact land marks and [
am asking myself what kind of land marks and fundamental
rules we should have. Comrade Bukharin’s chief objection
consisted in the assertion that we cannot include concrete
everyday demands in the oeneral program, because the latter
are only temporary and micht change every month or every weck
He also said that these concrete everday demands vary in the
various countries, and tiat we cannot therefore bring them
under one heading. My answer (o this is: we need not bring
into the general program nor into any national programs the
concrete everyday demands in all their details, but we must give
the fundamental factical rules, the tactical principles and e
methods (if yoa will allow me to say so) from which all these
concrete separate demands may be unmistakably drawn.

And, comrades, there are not only such problems of the
transition period which are different in the digrcnt countries
and which may change from week to week and from month to
month, but there is also a number of questica of great signifi-
cance for the transition period which must absolutely be put
in the Communist ram. And I wish to say that a gencral
program of the munist International, which would be a
blank on these questions, would be of very little practical worth
for the Parties of Wesatern Europe (German delegates: Hear,
hear!). It is just at this juncture lhatlgrcat imi:or ance should
be atiached to the transition period. would like to mention
certain questions which arise in this connection, and which,
my opinion, must beyond all doubt be included in a Commuuist
Program. There is the question of the contral of production, of
State capitalism and of a general outline of taxation and financial

licy for the various Parties (Hear, hear!). The Parties may
E: confronted with these questions almost any day. Their
concrete forms change (Bukharin: that’s it). Yes, but one must
have a Eeneral outline from which to draw practical conclusions.
Let us take the Erfurt Program for example. It contained the
groundwork of a taxation policz which, of course, is mow out
of date.. You will certainly nof deny, Comrade Bukharin, that
the financial situation in various countries including Oermanyi
ag very different at different periods; yet such a genera
suiding principle is most useful and important.
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Comrades, a secound important matfer relating o the
transition period is our relation to bourgeois democracy. | find
in the program submitted by Comrade Bukharin an admirable
critical analysis of bourFeons democracy, but do you regard the
Communist International as a solid whole, so ihat it suffices
for all its Parties, let us say from India to Soviet Russia:
(Bukharin: No} Not by a long way!) First we must have a guide
as to the relations of the Communists to the democrats in those
countries where bourgeois democracy has not yet been established
that is to say where the struggle must still be against absolutist
and feudal forms of the State. Secondly, we must have some
direction for the policy of the communists in such a situation as
that in Oerman(vz u connection with the defence of the republic
against monarchist attacks. And, thirdly, we must have some
uidance for the communis{s in a situation similar to that which
prevailed in Germany in November 1918, when there was an

portunity of breaking up the democracy and establishing a
dicatorship. [ repeat that all these transitional phases must be
dealt with in their general fundamentals, not in detail. And
that this is quite possible, is proven by the Communist Manifesio
of 1848. Take, for example the last chapter which deals with
the relation of communists to other parties, to bourgeois demo-
cracy, to the petty-bourgeoisie, etc. In a few pithy sentences
the path is indicated. The same thing must be done in our
rogram. A program—and here I make use of a remark of
Eumrade Luxemburg which seems to be most appropriate must
furnish a handle which may be grasped at in any essential
transitional phase. A program which leaves us in the lurch
during such phases, or which we can apply in some cases and
cannot be applied in others has but little political value. 1 also
find that Comrade Bukharin has not been quite counsistent. If
he really wishes to follow up in all consistency his denial of
the transitional demands, he should oppose with afl vehemence the
Bulgarian program as well as the Gcerman program. It is
quite obvious that he must do this.

I now leave this ques(ion and turn to that of the transitio-
nal demands, war-communism, and the new economic policv in
their relationship to the peoples of Western Furope. Here 1
wish to agree with all that Comrade Bukharin has said, but
would like to add a few explanations.

It has been quite rightly said here that war communism,
28 also the new economic policy are not the products of a definte
scheme, but were produced by iron necessity. These necessities
were due to causes which are not of a specifically Russian but
of a general mature. The question is how shall we apply these
things to Western Europe. .

Comrade Trotzky has well pointed out as has also Com-
rade Bukharin ~that the necessities of civil war are frequently in
contradiction to economic necessities. War communism 1s mainly
a produte of civil war. We in Western Europe will also have
to go through a period of civil war, after the conquest of
power, although it may be foretold that this period will be much
shorter than in Russia, and so war communism many not play
such an impor(ant role with us. We cannot, of course, foresee
these things in detail. But we may be sure that, during the civil
war, we shall have {o subordinate economic necessity {o war

ueoessig.
ow, with regard fo the Nep in the West. The needs of
the small peasantry exist in the West also, even if not to such
a great degree. Many say that in Russia these conditions
necessitated a special economic policy; while in Germany they
will also produce a different economic palicy. One forgels that
in the period when this question will confront us Germans, we
shall not have to deal with an isolated Germany, but probably
with a German-Russian economic alliance. What would this
mean? It would mean that these great masses_of the Russian
small  bourgeoisie will inject their interes(s into the German
economic {ield, and that there will be' a strengthening of the
industrial factor in Russian economic life.

So far as we can see, this policy signifies a forward step
for Russia, but it is probably a step backward for the West.

Comrades, the great imporiance of the economic policy
for the Parties of the West depends upon the definition in our
program of our relationship to the muddle sections of society,
the small peasants, the small tradesmen and craftsmen, etc.
I dot not mean that we should now construct a fixed policy, as
there is no immediate economic necessity. We should, however,
include in the program that considerations of indul ency with
regard to these classes will have to be swept aside by the
hecessities of civil war.

And now a few remarks with regard {o the Bulgarian
program,

In our program and in the Bulgarian program we have
rlaeed the demand about the formation of cooperatives of small
radesmen and petty manufacturers after the seizure of power.

! would like to point out that in industry these cooperatives will
play a differenfo . e

role from that of the agriculturall Let us

imagie a country like Germany with a developed industry.
Here the time will soou come when we will wisli 10 absorh these
small industrial euterprises in our large scale industr,. [lere the
fg:pce(::hve t!nelh(()lds wi}ll have (o extend for a lunger time and
ratives themsely i feretit clinsstene
* ind:::ﬁ-ial cooperalive:? will be of a difterent cliaiucier from
now come finally to the comstruction o
I would like {o remark fiere that on the whole fmtnlf'ctl‘:og.lmrTé
with Comrade Bukhari's projosals, We have ceas . .Imhgin
the capitalist system i our program.  We hay. l‘ Ui (%
analyse its uiperialist stage. \Ec [Fmve come to the xfx:"lxsmn
that this analysis is necessary and must be underiakse
) I believe that it will be necessary to considet i t
tion  of Comrade Varga, aud perzcc our p:l:;rl:n‘x:‘ml?
‘a;nhonanallgs:s uf' the pre-capitalistic ethod. o explot-
- sh.dll hav:: ‘r[)eadi)y‘h\az;;fll an mternational communist program,
Aud now finally the form of the program Ui
Bukharin complained of the leng h of the ;irugkram Lt.i:l‘:’l;:g:
we also are not Fleascd with this length, but we are 1 the same
position as the French Bishop who wrote to his friend: 1 am
wrn':‘ng\&ou a long letter because I' bave no time to write a shoct
ane. e have had no time to discuss a short program. It is
absolutely necessary that the program should be short, perhapg
even shorter than that of Comrade Bukharin. 1 recall in this
connection what Engels said on the program question: He said
that a program must be as shori as issible, and must leave
much to verbal elaboration. It ghoul alsv, of cours:, be as
simple as possible. And we also admit that the Germay program
needs improvement. '

Comrades, in conclusion | wish 1o emphasise that we must
make our Communist program invuinerable. But we cannot
hope for this if we leave a long stretch of our revolutionary
path unilluminated, or, to use another terin, 1f we omit a
substantial portion of our road from our chart

Comrade Bukharin and several other comrades, fear that,
if they dwell upon this part of the road, we shall be unable
to leap over it. Now comrades, 1 would draw your attention fo
the example of our Russian comwades who, on October 0, 1017,
formulated their minimum program but were able to take this
leap very quickly, I am convinced that it does not depend upon
the omission of these demands whether we should have a pro-
gram which would lead us to victory

Kabaktchiev:

Comrades, the Communist International is faced with the
important task of creating its program and the program of the
more imporiant national sections. What circumsfances have forced
this task upon the Comintern?

The Necessity for a Communist Program

The Second Infernational as bankrupt.  The period of

peaceful development and growing prosperity of capitalism 1wrom
1871 to the beginning of the mperialist era, that 1s 10 the
begmning ot the 20th cenfury, created and strengthenca the
opporfunist tendencies of the Second International and lcit its
impress ou the program of the social democratic parties. | he

chief characteristics of the soctal demkscratic parties are the
adaptation of the working class to capuialism, ifs acceptance of
the capifalist sysiem and the postpomement ol socialism for an
indefinite time.

This is why the social democratic parties have given so
much attenfion fo a minimum program, i. e, to demands
realisable within the limits and on the basis of capitalist society;
they have lost sight of the final aims: the conquest ol polnicai
power by the proletarian revolution and the dictatorship oi the
proletariat.

The New Revolutionary FEra.

But the birth of imperialism and the impenalist wars
which, beginning at the periphery of the capitalist world, finally
drew all the large capitalist powers into world war, and the
Russian Revolution of 1905, followed by the revolutions in
Turkey, China, Persia, etc., have brought this peaceful period
of capitalism to an end and ushered in the new period of wars
and revolutions. During this period the whole capitalist world
is affected by a genmeral economic and political crisis. The
revolutionary movement of the prolefariat has gained in strength
and scope. Imperialism, the war, and the crisis, have sharpened
the class antagonism and given life to the class war. )

The conscious and revolutionary elements of the proletariat
have left the social democratic party and have recreated the inter-
national solidarity of the revolutionary proletariat by their fight
against opportunism and their rupture with bourgeois nationalism.

- .
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Thus were created the conditions for the birth of the Com-
munist Injernational which was finally created in 1919 in Moscow.
The revolutionary communist movement of the working
class is characterised by the new methods of struggle; it is the
struggle for the conquest of political power by mass actions, by

eneral strikes, by armed insurrection. The minimum progranm

ceased to be the centre of the proletarian struggle: the
r::olulionnry struggle for the establisment of the proletarian

dictatorship is now the goal.
The Experience of the Russian Revolution.

Naturally, the Communist Parties cannot make use of the
old program of the social democratic parties. The Paris Com-
mune, the first attempt of the proletariat to conguer political
power, gave Marx his basis to enounce clearly the aims and
means o% the proletarian revolution, or the Dictatorship of the
Proletariat. Russian Revolution, which put political power
into the hands of the proletariat of the largest country in the
world, and which exists already for five years, is of much greater
historical importance; it has” shown to the proletariat of the
world the forms and means of the proletarian dictatorship. The
Russian Revolution must therefore serve the International and its
affiliated sections as the most important example by which to
determine the forms and aims of the Dictatorship of the Proletariat
as well as the means to con power. We must therefore go
back to the Russian Revolution for our source from which to
elaborate the program of the Communist International and of its
national sections. ) ; o

At its first Congress the Comintern stated its principles;

at its Second Congress, it enounced the basis of its organization; -

at the Third Coagress it settled the general policy the Com-
munist International; in the preseat period it is therefore time
to elaborate the program of he Communist Iniernational and its
sections. If the Fourth Congress canmnot accomplish this task,
it must at least announce the basis upon which the sections of the
Comintern must work during the coming year to attain the final
program at the next Congress.

The Program of the Communist Party of Bulgaria,

The draft which the Communist Party of Bugaria presenied

to the Congress is constructed on the following lines: the program
e(f into two parts, the first contains a general
stetement of principles, the theoretical foundation for the program;
the second enumerates our concrete aims and demands for which
our party is fighting, i. e., the program proper. The theoretical
part is sub-divided into four parts: - i .

1. A brief exposition of the revolutionary crisis
brought on by the imperialist war and of the condifions
under which the Communist Party was created.

2. An analysis of capitalist production and the develo
ment of modérn capitalist society, the formation of the
working class, the creation of conditions for the social
revolution within capitalist seciety. )

3. The analysis of the imperialist era of capitalism of
the imperialist war, its consequences, the sharpening of class
antagonism, the civil war, the Russian Revolution as the
beginning of the world proletarian revolution. ) )

4. The influence of imperialism and the imperialist
war on the development of the Balkans and Bulgaria, the new
conditions for the struggle of the party, its aims in this
period.

The second part of the program, the program proper
begins by a statement of the final alms of the Party, and then
suggests the demands for which the party will fight during the
period of soctal revolution and the dictatorship of the proletariat,
1. e, the transition period from capitalism to communism.

We have given a considerable place in our program to the

eneral conditions of the Balkans, to the conditions under which
ﬁw Balkan Communist Parties must fight and prepare for
revolution. In this way we believe that we can create a program
which may serve as a model for the other Communist Parties in
the Balkans. At the same time our program states the tasks of the
Balkan Communist Federation as a necessary organization i
prepare for the final victory of the revolution in the Balkans.

The Maximum Program of the Communist Party.

We are faced with the question whether the Commumist
Party should have a maximum and minimum program for the
period of ftransition. 1ne Communist Party cannot accept
a minimum program such as that of the social-democratic parties
before the war, because the Communist Party bases itself on the
conceplion that capitalism has entered a severe crisis which
inevitably and rapidly will cause ifs final disruption, its downiall,
and that the duty of the proletariat to-day is not adaptation—for

this was the sense of the old minimum program—but to accelerate

the dowafall of capitalism and the victory of the revolution.

Furthermore, political demands in the misimum progtan
cannot be realised 8o long as the bourgeoisie maintains its e,
by a clasg dictatorship, even the minimum prégram cann, y,
be realised either, because of the economic crisis, the high .
of living and the destruction of capitalism. - - .

The Communist Party believes that capitalism has ciicy
the revolutionary crisis and that we are witnessing the begin:ig
of the proletarian world revolution. ‘ ‘

This is why the main task of the proletariat and .1
Communist Party is the conquest of pelitical power any .
realization of the maximum program.

Can the Communist Parfy bhave a Minimum Progran’

This is the question before us in the period beforc the
conquest of &wer—whifzh now ' sg¢ms longer than in 1918 anq
1919—may the Communist Party renounce all demands wiy,
the limits of capitalism?. Of course not. But these demands |.aye
not the same significance nor the same i rtance as in the old
minimum program; they are oply transitory demands from w hich
the working class will rise to the larger demands’of the maxiium
program, %o-day, these are a step in the .growth fnd_ intensi.

cation of the proletarian struggle. '

Among these demands some are of a more temporary nature
and depend upon the momentary condition of the struggle; they
must be put up as slogans (demands of the hour).

The athers are more durable, coutain the more
important demands for which the Communist Party will iyhf
un{ﬁ) the conquest of power; they have a place in program.
But being o? a {emporary nature they do not determrine the
maximum demands and the conditions of the struggle; ou the
other hand, since the struggle for their realization always brin
us imevitably to the question of the conquest of power, and the
realization of maximum demands, we cannot give these major
minimum demands an independent place in the program. Ihey
must be added to the maximum program and come at the cnd
of the maximum demands.

The Program of the Russian Communist Party.

To determine the maximum demands of the program we
must make use of the experience of the Russian Revolution and the
program of the Russian Communist Party. o

The program of the Communist Party of Russia contained
that which the old Social Democratic Parties lacked, which wa
the principal defect of those previous programs; the Russian
program states concrelely the task of the proletariat during the
social revolution for the conquest of power and the Dictatorship
of the Proletariat, for the destruction of the capitalist state and
the old regime, for the construction of the new State and socialist
society.

The principal aim'of the Communist program is to bring
out these principal tasks of the revolutionary profetariat. In this
matter one cannot ignore the experience of the Eussum Proletanian
Revolution which is of world historical importance.

The Communist International and its national sections
must make ugse of the great experience of the Russian revolution
which has given the true content of the proletarian program for
the whole world, which has shown com y what the demands
and the means of struggle during the proletarian revolution
should be.

Natually, this does not mean that we must copy the Russ:an
program; it means merely that we must use it as a guide m
carelully studying the true conditions of each country .nd
determine the program of each party by taking into account s
special conditions,

The Tactics and Program -of the Communist Party.

The question presents itself: must the program answei il
uestions on tactics which may be asked of the Communist 1Y
guring the present period? In the program we must give 'he
general lines of our {lactics, taking into congideration the
principles of the Communist Party and the conditions of i
present historical epoch, but we cannot now designate the spe 1l
application of these outlines at any given moment.

‘Should the Program of the Eommunial Party be a Program of

ction?

The question has been raised: Should the program of the
Communist (l’arty be a program of action, or not? e prog! !
of the Communist Party should be a program of action, bu! !
should also be something more: A am of -principle. 1ha!
is to say that the Communist program
with the temporary demands of the moment, but a theorcti
exposition of our histori-al -conception; and at the same nn:;
the program should include those principal -demands for whic

| parliamentary factics adopled by that body. 1t is in
. with the ihy

ould. not be a platiorm |
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the revelutionary prolefariat will struggle during the transitor
period “leading up fo the eonquest ol power, and during the
proletarian dictatorship.

The Tactics of the Communist Party of Bulgaria in the Parlia-
' mentary Struggle.

Now I must reply fo certain criticisms which have been
made regarding our proposals for a program. Comrade Buk-
harin hds said that we have given too much place to parlia-
mentarism and not enough place to the methods of the revolu-
tionary struggle. This reproach is mnot well-founded. The
Bulgarian. Communist Party immediately alter the first Congress
of the Communist International, and at the same time as it
affiliated with the Communist International, adopted a “Declara-
flon program” (in the Party Congress of May 1919) which
contained the principles and factics of the Communist Inter-
mational.  This “program declaration” made use of ({he
experience of the Russian revolution and states that the followin
are the principal fasks of the Party: The conquest of politica
power through the struggle of the toiling masses and the poor

asants, a struggle which must develop to the point of armed
msurrection and the establishment of the proletarian dictatorship
exercised by the workers’ and peasants’ Soviet. But at the same
time the Bulgarian Communist Party did not abandon
participation in the electoral struggle, both for parliament " and
municipalities, This is different from certain Communist Parties
who after the victory of the Soviets in Russia, ceased to
participate in parliamentary struggles.  The Bulgarian Com-
munist . Party has continued with ever more ener and
ncreasing success, to take part in these campaigus. In the
parliamentary elec{lons it has succeeded in rallying to its flag
more than a quarter of the voters of the country, and it has
aptured a whole series of rural and urban administrative bodies.
The Party achieved these parliamentary successes through propa-
ganda and a struggle based upon revolutionary demands, The
struggle of the Party withini parliament -and the municipalities is
indissoluably bound ‘up with the struggle of the preat masses of
the workers and sants, with the mass action of the Party, and
with the continual growth of the membership of the Party and of
its influence over the masses.

The Party fights for the overthrow of the capifalist State
and all its organs—irom parliament to the police and the army—

t and for the establishment of the soviet republic. Thus the tactics
| of the Bulfnrin Communist Party do not contradict those of the

Communist International but are, in fact, in oonformitr with the
u

: 1 Ko o 1l accord
esis on parliamentarism pass the Second
Congrgss of the Communist Infernationa , and the parligmentary
lactics adopted by that body.

_In our program proposals no greater importance is
attributed to' parliamentary action than it deserves. It would

. perhaps be better to place this passage of the Krogram in chapter

one, concerning the soviet republic, in which bourgeois demo-

| cracy is characlerised as follows: “Urnider the mask of demo-

cracy, the capitalist State supports the power and privileges of
& minority composing the capitalist class, at the expense of the
g:’)eat majority of the disinherited and exploited. Today the

urgeoisie maintains its rule through persecution and blood-
thirsty terror and even when it establishes the democratic republic,
It maintaing its domination by means of a dictatorship exer-
tided thro the Bolme, the army and the whole apparatus of
the capifalist State.

Parliament and the Constitutional parliamentary regime
are but instruments of dictatorship of the bourgeoisie.

Revolutionary Methods of Struggle.

Our program has enumerated the various methods (o b
used in the revolutionary struggle for the - political
Dower & Tt Y gg ‘ conquest of- political

. “The proletariat will accomg)lish the social revolution by
seizing pphle&l power and establishing its class dicatorship ?
And again: “The imperialist war has brought in the epoc.h‘ of
social revolution, During this period the maximum program of
the Communist Party attaing immediate and practical importance
in the struggle of the internatianal proletariat, :

“ The experience of the Russian Revolutio 1
revolutionary movemnt in other countries, has cle:rI;lﬁuiLi)(fatg:ie
not only the demands of the proletariat, but the means of their
realization: notably the organization of the workers, and the
struggle of the working masses for their immediate ends, leading
up to the political general strike :nd armed insurrection.

“The revolutionary classes (the workers and r peasants
must seize the political power of the State by arme[xd?oiolr:g?dllilr':;
will crush the Opposition of the bourgeois and the counter-
revolution, and in this manner they will ensure their domination
and the complete victory of the revolution, etc.”

Thus, the most important methods of the reyol
’ P s . 9 l ‘
struggle are indicated in our proposed program.L HEEET

The Revolutionary Demands of the Communist Party,

The objection that the maximum demands in our program
é.lre'f_urmulate(_i I too concrete and detailed a manner, is not
justified. Tt is true that our program has not confined itself
to general and vague formulas, and that it has attempted to give
an exact and clear definition Roth of the maximum and mini-
mum denfands of the CommunRt Party, but the program docs
not go indo superfluous details which might hamper our work on
the morrow o our-conquest of power.

‘ We repeat the fact that the proletariat must prepare
itself for the conquest of power and for the proletarian dﬁcta(or
ship. The date of the revolution cannot be decided at present,
but the general economic and polifical crisis in the capitalist
world mxght cause it to break out. in the very near future, for
example in Central Europe or in the Balkans. With this prospect
before  us, which we should always keep in view,- the Communist
Parties, the vanguard of the working class revolutionary move-
ment, must have a clear and precise program for {he accomplish-
ment of their task the day after their rise to power. Besides
this, a concrete and clear maximum program, without being too
detailed, is a powerful means of communist propaganda and
education, and the rallying point for, the masses to  the Com-
munist Party.

n cqnclusion, it is true that no programs are worth
anything without a real revolutionary movement of the prole-
tariat. On the other hand, it is also true that ever prolefarian
movement, which has no substantial theoretical {;asis and a
clear revolutionary aim, is condemned {o impotence, and to be a
tool in the hands of the capitalists.

In -the actual period of social revolution, through which
we are living, when the importance of the Communist Inter-
natianal and of the Communist Parties increases every day, when
the social patriots, with the working masses who are under
their influence, serve as the principal support for the domination
of the bourgeoisie—in this moment, the Communist International
and its” affiliated .parties should have a program founded upon
our basic theory, the Marxian theory, and a preoram which
expresses in the clearest manner the demands of the revolutiow
mary proletariat. '
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Report of the Credentials Committee
(By Comrade Eberlein)

Comrades, after the World Congress had been decided upon,
the Presidium sent fo the various sections of the Communist
Inernational a distribution plan 2. cording to which the delegatcs
to the World Congress were to be elected. According to this

lan, 350 delegates from 61 countries were invited to the
Eongress of the Communist International.  According fo a de-
cision of the Presidium a sub-committee, which wa‘s.appom_ted
on November 16, 1922, consisting of comrades Trilliser, Piat-
nitsky and Eberlein, was entrusted with the preliminary exami-
nation of the credentials. Subsequently the Enlarged Executive
appointed a final Commission for the examination of the creden-
tials, and comrades Thalheimer (German 2, Kabakchiev (Bul-

aria), Soheffie (Norway), and Gramsci (Italy), were added to
tghe three other comrades.

This Commission examined the credentials of the comrades
who had arrived, and found them to be on the whole correct.
The Presidium had —feviouslly issued instructions ..at every
delegate was to provide himself with a special credential signed
and stamped by the Central Committee of his respective Party.
These instructions were in most cases strictly adhered to.

I shall now report to you on the number of delegates wlo
have already arrived, and the number of credentials which have
been found correct, and will ask you at the conclusion to endorse
the work of the credentials commission. At the same time I
will try to give you. as far as this is possible, the number of
membcers of the respective parties. I should like to draw your
attention to the fact that not all the parties werg able to state
the exact number of their members, as a considerable number of
parties have been forced to carry on an x_llegal existence, and are
therefore unable to produce definite statistics.

Moreover, I should like also to draw your attention fo the
fact that the number of the invitations was based not merelv on
the actual membership of the parties. The distribution of creden-

“tials also took into account the political importance of the res-

tive parties in the present stage of the revolutionary slrugg!e,
{):: special political and economic situation of the riven country,
and linally, the degree of illegality of the Parfv and the extent
of ils suppressionegy the ‘enemy.

Twenty comrades were invited from the German Part
which has at present a membership of 226,200, out of whi
102,400 paid their membership dues re%;larly during the last
quarter (according to the lists of contributions). Twenty-three
comrades have arrived. The Credentials Commissions seated
the twenty-three comrades with a decisive vote. Their credentials
were found to be in proper condition.

The French Party declared its membership to be 78
Twenty comrades were invited, and twenty-four have arrived.
Twenty-three delegates were recognized as entitled to a decisive
vote, and one was granted deliberative vote.

The Italian Party stated its mrembership fo be 24,638.
Twenty comrades were’ invited, and 21 comrades have arrived,
all of whom were recognised as entitled to a decisive vote.

The Russian Party stated its membership to be 324,522 in

Russia pr\oner. There is a separate membership list for the
Ukraine, White Russia, and the Near and Far tﬂst. Seventy-
five comrades were invited, all of whom have arrived and were
given a decisive vote.
The Czecho-Slovakian Party stated its membership
170.000. 125,000 members having
last quarter. Twenty comrades were invited, and 17 have arrived
and were given a decisive vote.

In addition to these big parties, the Young Communist
League with a membership of 760,000, and the Profintern were
allotted 20 decisive votes each. Each of these organisations has
sent 20 delegates. Their credentials were found correct.

The British Party stated its membership to be 5,116, only
2,300 havin Eaid their membership fees, according to informa-
tion receiv y us. Twenty delegates were invited, and 7 have
arrived. Their credentials were recognized as correct. |,

to be
paid their fees during the

The American Communist Party sfated its membership
fo be 8,000. Ten delegates were invited, 9 have arrived. The
Workers Party of America has also sent representatives. It liag
a_membership of 20,0C). 'l hree delegates have arrived and were
given deliberative vote. Two representatives of the Negro Or-

anization, with a membership of about 500, have also arrived
rom America, and were admitted to the Congress with a delibera-
tive vote.

The Polish Party stated its membership to be 10,000
7000 having paid their membership fees. It should be sfated
that the Polish party is carrying on an illegal existence. Tea
comrades were invited, 20 have arrived and were admitted to the
Congress with a decisive vote.

The Ukrainian Communist Party stated its membership
to be 80,000, ten comrades were invited, fifteen comrades have
arried, out of whom 10 were given a decisive and 5 a delibera.
tive vote.

The Norwegian Party stated its memher::&r to be 60,0.),
six comrades were invited, of whom 5 have ved and were
admitted with a decisive vote.

The Communist Party of Yugoslavia claims a member-
ship of 80,000. Six comrades were mvited. Considerable diffe.
rence of opinion has arisen in connection with the distribution of
the credentials among these delegates. The Central had alloted
6 credentials, but only 4 of the apoointed comrades have arrived,
In their stead, 2 other members have arrived on invitation by
the Presidium owing to the fact the Party differences were to
be settled here at tﬁe ress. A Commission for the Yugo-
Slavian question was also appointed here. The two comrades,
who in their capacity, of visitors were admitted fo the Congress
with a deliberate vote, protest _i!_ﬁamst this, demandine to be
admitted with a decisive yote. e credentials Commission re
fused to comply with their demand. But the comrades claim that
at the election by the Central Committee, one of the comrades
who has arrived; was rejected by 4:4 votes, and the other by
3:5 votes. The credentials Commission, after careful examina.
tion of the credentials, has come to the conclusion that the com.
rades e not elected. However, as this question is of rcat
importme to the Yugo-Slavian Party, and as the P diffes
rences are very acute, the credentials Commissions the decis
sion of the question to the Presidium. The Presidium decided to
give a decisive vote to both of these comrades, with the clear
understanding that this decision has no heunnﬁchon the Party
differences within the Yugo-Slavian Party, w are fot be
settled by the Political Commission. The comrades were informed
of this matter in a special resolution. For the foregoing reasons
we agk, therefore, that this comrade’s mandate should like-wise
be recognized.

The Bulgarian Party has 40,000 members. It was invited
to send six delegates, and that number has come.

The Finnish Party has 25,000 members on the books; of
these 20,000 are full paying members, six delegates were asked
for, seven have come. eir credentials have been ratified.

The C. P. of Spain has about 5000 members. Three dele-

ates were invited, four have come. Three have been given man-
ﬁates with the right to vote, one has been given a consultative
voice.

The C.P. of Roumania has about 2000 members. Four
delegates were invited, three have come. These three have becn
admitted to the Congress with the right to vote.

The C. P. of Sweden has 12,143 members on the books.

During the last quarter, 7,843 members paid full dues: Six dele

ates were invile% and six have come. All have been admitted to
he Congress with the right to vote.

The C. P. of Latvia has 1500 members. Six delegates were
invited, eight have come. Six have been admitted with the rigit
to vote, and two with a consulfative voice.
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The C. P. of Switzerland has 5,200 members. Three dele-
ates were invited, three have come, and have been admitted to
Congress with the right to vote.

The Austrian Party has about 16,000 members. Three
delegates were invited, six came, Four delegates were admiited
with the right to vote and two with a consultative voice.

The C.P. of Holland has 2500 members. One delegate
was invited, four have come. One received the right to vote, three
admitted with consultative voice.

The C. P. of Belgium has 517 members. One delegate was
invilo;d, one has come, and has been admitted with the right
to vote.

. The C, P. of China has 300 members, of whom 180 are full
Eymg members. Three delegates were invited, one came, and
s deen admitted with the right to vote.

The C. P. of India cannot represent a definite membership,
since ils work is entirely illegal. Four delegates were invited,
ene has come, and has ,admitted to the Congress with the
right to vote.

The C. P. of Ireland. Three delegates were invited, four
have come. Three admitted with the right to vote, and one with
a consultative voice.

The C. P. Azerbaijan. Two delegates were invited, three

have come. . Two admitted with the right to vote, one with a con-
sultative voice.

The C. P. of Georgia has 18,811 members. Two delegates
were invited, lhrpe have come. Two delegates have been ad-
mitted with the right to vote, and one with a consultative voice.

. The C. P. of Lithuania has 1000 members on the books, 500
being full pa{mg members. One delegate was invited, two have
come. Both have been admitted with the right to vote.

_The C. P. of Esthonia has 2,800 members. Two delegates
Lv’en: invited, three have come. Two were admitted with the right

vote, and one with a consuliative voice.

The C, P. of Denmark has 1,200 members on the books, of
whom 780 are full paying members. Two delegates were invited,

three have come. e admitted with the right to vote, two with
tonsultative voice.

The C. P. of Persia has 1000 members, 500 of these being

full paying members. Two delegafes were invited, with the right -

to vote, one with a consultative voice.

In Turkey there are now two Parties, that of Consianti-
nople and that of Angora. The Angora Party has about 300
members; two delegates were invited, six have come; two have
been admitted with the right to vote, two were given visitors’
cardg, and two were refused admission. The membership of the
Constantinople Party cannot be stated; two delegates were invited,
three came; two were admitted with the right to vote, and one
With a consultative voice.

The C. P. of Australia has 900 members, of whom 750 are
full paying members. Two delegates were invited, four have
come, Two were admitied with the right to vote, and two with a
consultative voice.

The C. P. of Ar%_en(ina has about 3,500 members.
delegatés were invited,
with the right to vote.

The C. P. of Africa has 200 members on the books, 100 of
these being full paying members. One delegate was invited, two
ave come. One has been admitted with the right to vote, and
one with a consulfative voice.

The C. P. of Java. The exact membership cannot be iven,
but the Party has probably about 1,300 members. One de egate
was invited, one came and has been admitted with the right
to vote.
. The C. P. of Canada Qas. 4,810 members. One delegate
Was inyited, three have come. One delegate was admitied with
the right to vote, and two with a consultafive voice.

The C. P. of Portugal has 2,900 members on the books,
1,702 being full paying members. One delegate was invited, two
have come. One was admitted with the right {o vote, and one
With a consultative voice.

The C. P. of Chili has about 2,000 members. One delegate
Wwag invited. This tomrade did not arrive until yesterday ‘evening,
and his credentals have not yet been examined.

The C. P. of Uruguay has about 1,000 members.

Two
wo have come and have been admitted

One
delegate was invited, one came, and has been admitied with the

right to vote,
C. P. of Brazil has about 500 members. One delegate

The
zlaoi‘l:li(ed, one has come, and has been admitted with the right

v
. - L 8

/

The C. P. of Mexico has about 1,500 members. One dele

gate has been invited, one has co i i
priyedlesy R me, and was adniitted wilh the

The C. P. of Armenia. One delegate was invited, two h
e has been given a cousult:%ive voice. o have

The C. P. of Khiva. invi
ol el Aorrd iva. One delegate was invited, but has

The C. P. of Bukhara. One delegate was invited
came, and has been admitted with the rigght to va:tefnw - One

The.C..P. of Mongolia has about 1,500 members. One dele-
gate was invited, one has come. He was admitted with a con-

:;gl:;gv(e;vi)-lce only, for the Mongolian Party has not yet affiliated

The Communist Party of Korea. One delegate was invited,
four have come, Since, however, there are fierce arty struggles
among the Communists in Korea, it is difficult io d}:lermine which
of these delegates represenis a genuine Communist Party. In these

circumstances two of the delegates were admitied as visitor d
two were refused admission.eg S

The Communist Party of Iceland has about 4,000 members,
but the Party as a whole is still Menshevist in outlook. There
i, however, a fraction comprising 450 communists, and this frac-
tion has been admitted to the C.I. One delegate was invited,

?ne c(ame, and his credentials were recognized, with the right
o vote. .

The Communist of Fiume has about 150 members on the
books. qu dele%a(e is on the way to Moscow, and on arrival
will be admitted fo the Congress with the right to vote.

.. The Communist Party of Palestine. One delegate was
invited, and is now on the way to Mescow.

The C.P. of Greece. One delegate was invited, but has
not yet come.

The C.P. of Hungary. Three delegates were invited
seven delegates were appointed by the Presitﬁum of the C.I. amd
were admitted by the mandate commission with the right to
vote, seeing that the C.P. is illegal in Hungary and has not yet
been able {o become established in that country.

One deleﬁate was iuvited from Turkestan.
and has been admitted with a consultative voice.

The Uigurian Section of the C.P. of Turkestan sent th -e
delegates. One was admitted with a consultative veice; the
other two have been given visitors’ carda.

The C.P. of Crimea has sent one delegate, who has heen
admitied with a consuliative voice.

The Mountain Republic has semt one delegate who has
been admitied with a consultative voice.

The ptian Party has also sent one delegate, who has
been admitted with a consultative voice.

There have also been admiited with a consultative voice:
one representative -of the Women’s International; one represen-
tative of the Famine Reliel.

This completes the list of the C.P.’s that were invited to
send delegales to the Congress and that have done so.

In all, 350 delegates were invited to the Congress, and
394 have come. Of these 340 have been given the right to vote,
and 48 have been given a consullative voice, while 5 delegales
have been given visitors’ cards.

In addition, a special invitation was sent by the Presidium
of the congress to the lalian Socialist Party, as ing for 5 dele-
gales. Five were sent, and have been admitted with a consul-
tative voice.

The opposition in Czecho-Slovakia was invited {o send
3 comrades. They have come, and have been admitted with a
consultative voice. -

Two comrades were invited to the sessions of the Program
Comission and were admitfed with a consultative voice.

Two comrades, Frossard and Cachin, were invited from
France. They have not yet arrived, but according o the latest
telegrams they are on the way.

A comrade has also been inviled from Norway, but has
not yet arrived.

Of these specially inviled comrades, 10 have arrived up
fo now, and have all been admitted with a consultative voice.

There has also come a represtative from the US.A. to the
::Erarian Commission, and he has been admitted with a con.

tative voice,

. -Now let me say a few words regarding certain cases in
which' the Mandate Comission found if necessary fo refuse
credentials. . :

come.

He has come,
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i ! ) of the Easiern Division; re {
Two delegates- were sent by the Foreign Bureau af the, The ‘womea’s Secﬁqn: . Easiern | i & nted
: hi i Comintern more by their leader Kasparova, agked for a mandate with the rigy
C.P. of Persia. This F.B. was dissolved by the ‘g il appﬁuh’o‘n ;"” e A g

than 6 months ago. Apparently, however, it conﬁnum o exist,
since it has sentgt?vo delegates fo Moscow. The Mandate Com-
mission thought it necessary o refuse credentials. .

The recogaition of the mandates of the C.P. of Ausfria
emailed difficulies. Three comrades came from Austria ‘with
credentials given in Vienna on October 17 and 19. One of them
left Vienna ag early as October 19. On October 22 we received
a telegram from the Executive Commnittee of the Austrian Party
cancelling three credentials, and consolidating all the credentials
upon the Austrian representative on the executive, comrade Griin.
The telegram stated that the Austrian Parly could not afford to
defray the travelling expenses of {he thrée delegales to Moscow.
Notwithstanding this ie'?ram, the three delegates arrived. Thus,
we had, on the one hand, Comrade Griin with three credenm
and on the other hand the three delegates with what they rega
as valid credentials from the Ausirian Executive Conynitiee. The
Mandate Comission decided, on the proposal of the four Austrian
comrades, fo recaogmise the credentials of the {hree who had
specially come from Vienna, and also to give the t to vote
{0 the fourth comrade. Thus the Austrian Party has 4 duly
accredited representatives. : ,

Speaking' Fencrally the distri of mandates convey iy
the right to vole and of mandates giving a comsultative voce
merely (when there were numerous delegates ‘with valid cre
dentials) has been effected on the following principlés. As a 1y,
those comrades who -have come from their respective countiies
direct o the congress have bees,given the right to vote, whercag
these comrades who had beea for oomq&me resident in Mos. ow
and were no longer in direct touch with their respective count: .
have been given a ‘consultative voice only.

’ Furthermore, upon the instructions of the Presidium 1. ¢
were admitted to the Congress of the Cominfern with a (.
sultative voice all the delegates 1o the Profintern congress, a4
those delegates to the Young Comimunists Congress who 1
already arrived iu Moscow were given 'visitors .cards for e
Comintern Congress. Admission with a _consultative voice . s
also granted l:o two of ﬂ:e{ deiega'e% fo the Cgoperplwc Cony: i’
seeing. that the question ¢ ation is under discussiop a1 ‘I
Eombtern Congress 204 (hesk tea somtades hag, thercton.
work upon the comumission.” -~ '
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Open

Letter

To the Second International and the Vienna Working Union.

To the Trade Unions of All Countries, and the Hague International Conference of Trade Unions
. and Cooperatives!

The Slogan of the 1V. Congress: United Front!

The 1V. Congress of the Communist International, comprising
| 02 parties of Europe, America, Asia, and Australia, has con-
firmed that which the Enlarged Executive of the Communist
International has already twice resolved: that it is the duty
of all communist parties to devote all their energies towards
organizing the working class into a solid united front, in order
to resist the attack mow- being made by world capital on every
position of the working class. Thus the highest tribunal of the
communist parties has cenfirmed that which has been the aim
-and object of our last year’s work, and has sounded as the
slogan for our coming work: The struggle for the united front
of the world proletariat, the struggle jor unity, for the common
defense of all proletarians, regardless of their political tendency
and attitude,

As early as last spring the Communist International already
tpplied o the Second International, and to the Vienna Working
Union, with the request that they participate in a Workers’

orld Congress for the purpose of organizing this common
fight for saving the eight hour day, against wage reductions,
against the loss of .everything which has been gained by the

ade unions, against the renewed armaments, and against the
da{lger of new wars. At the Berlin Conference of the represen-
fatives of the three executives, the representatives of the
Commqnist International made this proposal. The parties of
the Second .International rejected it. As a first condition for
theicon*genﬁon of a world workers’ congress, the Second Inter-
ational demanded that the Soviet Government abandon its

'OPposition {o those parties attempting to induce the Russian
Proletariat to renotince the most important conquests of the

‘the proletariat

revolution, to give up the possession of the factories and fo
replace the power in the hands of the bourgemsie; as a second
condition the demand was made that the Communists ccase

propagafing their views within the trade unions, and give up
combatting those trade union heads who are in favor of weaken-
ing the struggle of the working class against the bourgeose,
although the intensification of this struggle is an  obvious
necessity. The Communist International was obliged to decline
these proposals, for their acceptance would have been tantamount
to the abandonment of the whole aim and object of the United
Front. We are working for the united front with the aim of
increasing, not lessening, the fighting and defensive powers of
the proletariat against the international bourgeoisie.

Six Months of Capitalist Offensive.

Another hall year has passed since the failure of our proposal
to form a united proletarian front for the organization of the
proletarian defensive struggle. This half year saw the uninter-
rupted advance of the bourgeorsie in all countries.

In England the reactionary elements of the bourgeoisie have
gained the upper hand. They have put an end to Lloyd
George’s attempts to conceal the aggressive policy of English
capital beneath phrases expressing anxiety for peace and for
the reconstruction of Eurgpe. The Conservative Party, uow
reigning ‘supreme, has proclaimed “law and order” as its
watchword, and “non-interference of the state in economics”,
that is, it gives capital a free hand in the strangulation of
Its first step was the attempt to do away with
the minimum living wage. Bonar Law evcn refused 1o lisfen
to the unemployed.
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